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LONDON CHILD PROTECTION COMMITTEE

12 January 2005

THE GLA REPORT- THE STATE OF LONDON’S CHILDREN – IMPLICATIONS FOR THE LCPC

Purpose of report:

1. This report seeks to engender discussion about the GLA’s recently published annual report relating to the State of London’s Children. This is a report, which is based on the issues identified within the Mayor’s strategy for London in so far as they relate to children.

Recommendation:

2. LCPC members should approve a written response to the GLA around:

(a) the production of a report about the state of safeguarding services within London as suggested at a recent SOLACE meeting.

(b) the specific issues identified in the GLA report relating to the protection afforded to disabled children.

Details:

3. The GLA report asserts that “clear shortcomings have been identified in the child protection system's response to practices on this issue" when discussing the question of safeguarding disabled children. The GLA has previously been keen to ensure that all local authorities should operate an effective register of disabled children in their area. 

4. It is not entirely clear where such “clear shortcomings” have been identified. Local authorities are not monitored by Government about performance around child protection activity in relation to disabled children currently. Previous research into this area undertaken on a local basis has highlighted that very few children with a permanent and substantial disability are placed on local Child Protection registers. This definition of disability draws upon the criteria in the Chronically Sick and Disabled Persons Act 1970 and is the most common eligibility criteria for service provision by a council disabled children’s service. 

5. Where the term disability has been used more broadly to include those with special educational needs and/or those with special emotional or behavioural needs, the numbers placed on Child Protection Registers is much higher. Many 

6. children on child protection registers are in receipt of specialist mental health services or services to assist educational progress, including cases where a Statement of Special Educational Needs is in place. Precise numbers in respect of these categories are not generally collated by local authorities as they are not required by the Government’s Performance Assessment Framework. 

7. Forthcoming changes to disability legislation will place upon local authorities and other public bodies wider duties to monitor performance of all services in relation to service users with a disability. Furthermore, Standard 5 of the NSF for Children also provides for clear standards about the development of services for disabled children. The Government’s Change for Children programme clearly sets out an expectation that services for children with special educational needs and disabilities will be delivered in integrated fashion across social services, LEAs and health services in future. All of the London pilot children’s trust authorities have already begun to make progress in this direction as well as other non-pilot authorities. 

8. The LCPC is now beginning to grasp a firmer understanding of issues across London in safeguarding children. The LCPC’s work is assisted by the structured sub-regional and professional links with a variety of groups of professionals from social care, health, education and police and probation services, who will all be able to inform on priorities around unmet need and examples of good performance in the capital in the future.    

9. These groups could provide assistance to the LCPC in amassing information about performance in areas relating to safeguarding children from returns to Government bodies required by current performance assessment arrangements. 

10. It is already known for instance that returns on social services activity with children across London showed general improvement around issues such as the numbers of children subject to re-registration on a child protection register or to de-registration more than two years after a child protection conference was first convened. Allocation rates in respect of qualified social workers also improved. Educational attainment rates and the rate of placement stability across London remained areas of concern for London. 

11. In this way it might be possible to populate an annual report from the LCPC on the state of safeguarding children at risk of abuse and neglect from figures already in the public domain. This would then be an opportunity to highlight genuine issues such as staff turnover, population mobility and differential thresholds in London whilst at the same time drawing attention to pasterns of performance and some individual case examples to show how London’s children most at risk are being protected. 

12. Such a report from the LCPC would need to be timed towards the autumn of 2005 and could link with the next LCPC conference. This might enable such a report to be informed also by the views of children and young people and/or parents/carers further to the consultative work outlined in the Business Plan for 2005-06 being carried out.  Such timing could also enable a report to be utilized in planning for investments and commissioning around child protection services across London authorities for 2006-07 and beyond.  


13. A report of this kind would have a significant impact upon the profile of the LCPC in the media. The LCPC would need to be careful that criticism of individual authorities was not made in any overview report. 

RECOMMENDATION

14. The LCPC should draw the attention of the GLA to a response along the lines of that shown as an appendix to this report. 

15. The LCPC should consider whether it wishes to produce a report on the state of child protection across London now or to leave this for a future consideration once structural changes in local services have been planned and implemented by April 2006. 

David Derbyshire

Development Manager

London Child Protection Committee

10 December 2004
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