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Theme One: 
Recognition of neglect or emotional abuse
Neglected adolescents: a review of the research and the preparation of guidance for multi-disciplinary teams and a guide for young people.

M. Stein, University of York
Does training in a systematic approach to emotional abuse improve the quality of children's services? (Also relevant to Theme Two)
D. Glaser, Institute of Child Health

Noticing and helping the neglected child: a review of the literature.

B. Daniel, University of Dundee

Safeguarding Children Research Initiative

Title: Neglected adolescents: a review of the research and the preparation of guidance for multi-disciplinary teams and a guide for young people.

Mike Stein

York University


Start and end dates:   Sept 2006 to Feb 2008



Aims of project: The study will address the ‘neglect of neglect’ among adolescents.  It will have the following main aims:
· First, to carry out a review of the national and international research on neglect in relation to adolescents.

· Second, to use this literature review and focus group discussions with multi-disciplinary teams to inform the preparation of guidance for those who work with young people

· Third, to use the literature review and focus groups discussions with young people to prepare a young person’s guide to neglect and contribute to guidance for multi-disciplinary teams

· Fourth, focus groups with parents and carers that will contribute to guidance for multi-disciplinary teams.

Study Design: 

The research will have a three stage design 

Stage 1: the research review

Stage 2: focus groups with multi disciplinary teams and with young people

Stage 3: the preparation of guidance for multi-disciplinary teams and a guide for young people.
Comments

Status: Ongoing
Safeguarding Children Research Initiative

Title: Does training in a systematic approach to emotional abuse improve the quality of children’s services?

Danya Glaser

Institute of Child Health


Start and end dates:   June 2006 to Sept 2009
Aims of project: The overall aim of this research is to assess the impact that implementing a coherent framework for the recognition, assessment and treatment of emotional abuse makes to professional practice and child developmental and mental health outcomes.  

The framework has to be operationalised for the main settings in which emotional abuse is identified.  

Out of several agencies involved in EA (including adult mental health services and education) for this study, three professional settings have been selected, all of which are known to encounter emotional abuse.  The three settings are: (1) primary health visiting services, (2) social services children and families referral and assessment teams and children in need teams and (3) child and adolescent multidisciplinary mental health services.  
Method:
In order to achieve this aim, four phases of research are required, the fourth of which is a cluster randomised controlled trial contrasting the effect of a new training framework within the GOSH scheme with TAU. 
The current application seeks funding for three preparatory studies (Phases I, II and III of the research programme). These phases will yield important information concerning current professional practice in this field, the extent to which the GOSH-FRAMEA can be used reliably by health professionals and social workers and the size of impact we might expect from the introduction of the scheme into Tier I, Tier II and Tier III settings. In addition, during the course of the research, many professionals will receive training in the conceptual framework for recognising and responding to emotional abuse. 

The study will take place in two ethnically diverse geographical areas, each involving professionals in the three levels of service, from health and social service.  They will be recruited from services to include an inner-city area and an area outside London. 

The aim is for working in partnership to clarify the way professionals. 

The FRAMEA is applicable to children with disabilities.  While this study will not specifically focus on this group of children, insofar as they are being seen by the professionals and the three settings in this study, their particular needs will be fully considered.

Comments:
Status: Ongoing
Safeguarding Children Research Initiative

Title: Noticing and helping the neglected child: a review of the literature.

Brigid Daniel

Dundee University 


Start and end dates:



Aims of the project: 

To examine the research literature that addresses the extent to which practitioners are equipped to recognise and respond to the indications that a child’s needs are being neglected. It aims to provide evidence about the way children and families signal their needs for help, how those signals are responded to and whether the response could be swifter. The literature reviewed will include: definitions of neglect, the causation of neglect, the effects of abuse on children’s capacity for resilience, patterns of family functioning in neglectful families and factors known to be associated with neglect, such as substance misuse, domestic violence and mental health problems.

Method:

The methods are based on systematic review guidelines issued by the University of York NHS Centre for Reviews and Dissemination. Primary research studies and reviews in English from 1995-2005 will be included, as well as from countries with similar health and social care systems to the UK. All studies will be graded using a modified version of the NHS CRD checklists of which the research team has experience. Robust filters for rigor and transferability will be developed that will allow for the inclusion of both qualitative and quantitative studies. Studies which are difficult to grade will be discussed and decision resolved by consensus among the project team. Studies meeting the criteria will be included in the next stage. Data from the studies will be recorded on a data extraction sheet. All key studies will be summarized and categorised and presented in tables. A qualitative overview will be carried out and produced in a final report. 

Comments

Status: Ongoing
Theme Two: 
Impact of interventions
Systematic review of the effectiveness of interventions in reducing emotional abuse.

J. Barlow University of Warwick

Systematic reviews of interventions following physical abuse: helping practitioners and expert witnesses improve the outcomes of child abuse.

P. Montgomery, University of Oxford

Case management and outcomes for neglected children: a five year follow-up study of neglected children who have been looked after and reunified.

E. Farmer, University of Bristol
Outcomes for looked after children placed for reasons of abuse or neglect: the consequences of staying in care or returning home.

J. Wade University of York
Safeguarding Children Research Initiative

Title: Systematic review of the effectiveness of interventions in reducing emotional abuse
Dr Jane Barlow

Warwick University


Contracted dates: Sept 2006 - May 2007



Aims of project: To identify studies that have evaluated the effectiveness of interventions in the primary/secondary prevention and the treatment of emotional child abuse and non-organic failure to thrive. 

Research subject group: parents who have emotionally abused their children; parents at risk of emotional abuse.

Method: A systematic search will be undertaken to identify all studies, irrespective of methodology, that meet the above aims. A wide range of bibliographic databases and websites will be searched. Unpublished research will be identified from the National Research Register, Current Controlled Trials, the Register of the Medical Editors Trial Amnesty and authors of papers included in the review. Experts in the field will be contacted. Articles will be selected for inclusion, data will be extracted and quality assessed independently by 2 reviewers. Heterogeneity will be explored graphically and by using (2 tests with sub group analyses and meta regression, where appropriate. Pooled results will be presented as odds ratios with 95% CI for the outcomes. Publication bias will be explored using Funnel plots and Egger's test. Sensitivity analyses will explore the robustness of the findings with respect to quality.  A report summarising the findings of the review will be widely disseminated.
Comments

Status: Ongoing
Safeguarding Children Research Initiative

Title: Systematic reviews of interventions following physical abuse: helping practitioners and expert witnesses improve the outcomes of child abuse.

Paul Montgomery

University of Oxford

Start and end dates:   Sept 2006 to Jan 2009
Aims of project: We plan to conduct three reviews that will synthesise the published literature and grey literature for each class of interventions for physical abuse—parent-focused interventions, child-focused interventions and family therapy.  We will report separately on those studies which are: a) solely physical abuse; b) predominantly identified physical abuse and c) mixed forms, including physical abuse.  We will include all three groups and again consider whether these distinctions appear important in establishing the efficacy of the interventions.

Methods:
The reviews will be conducted to meet the standards of the Cochrane Collaboration.  They will incorporate evidence from randomised controlled trials and they will critically review existing non-randomised studies. The Cochrane Controlled Trials Register, published on the Cochrane Library will be searched. The search terms for the project will be determined in collaboration with the Cochrane Collaboration Developmental, Psychosocial and Learning Problems Group at the University of Bristol, as this series of reviews will be registered with them and adopt their methodology. A search using the same terms will be conducted within the specialist register of the Developmental, Psychosocial and Learning Problems Review Group. The following databases will also be searched to date in order to identify studies that may not yet have been catalogued in the Cochrane Collaboration Trials Register: PsycINFO, EMBASE, CINAHL, Sigle, Clinpsych, Lilacs and PsyIndex.
Search terms will include all terms likely to capture studies by: 

· type of participants i.e. children who have been physically abused, 

· intervention approaches.

Full details of the sources and search strategies will be published.

Authors and known experts will be contacted to identify any additional or unpublished data. Efforts will be made to establish contacts in countries in which English is not the dominant language.

Comments

Status: Ongoing 
Safeguarding Children Research Initiative
Title: Case management and outcomes for neglected children: a six year follow-up study of neglected children who have been looked after and reunified.

Prof Elaine Farmer

Bristol University 



Start and end dates:
 Nov 2006 to Sept 2009
Aims of project: Practitioners have very little research to inform them about which kinds of case management or combinations of services keep neglected children safe and contribute to improved outcomes. Given that cases of neglect often need long-term interventions, the objective of this study is to help to fill gaps in our knowledge about how risks are assessed and managed over time and to identify predictors of child outcomes when cases are followed up over a six year period.
The specific aims of the study are:

1. To examine the case management, interventions and outcomes of a consecutive sample of 180 neglected children (who had been returned home from care during 2001), from the point of first referral to children’s services until six years from the study return home.  

2. To investigate which factors (e.g. child or family factors, services, informal supports or life events) are related to outcomes for children and parents at the six-year follow-up point.

3. To examine which factors predict successful and unsuccessful returns at the six-year follow-up point and the characteristics of neglected children and their families for whom return is very unlikely to work.

4. To explore through in-depth interviews with children and parents, their views of their current parenting and of neglect and how far the parents and children engage with professional interventions and see them as meeting their needs.

Method:
The applicant’s current reunification study focused on a sample of 180 children in six local authorities who returned to a parent from being looked after over a one year period. 122 of these children were looked after for reasons of neglect and this sample will be supplemented by 58 additional cases drawn from another two to four local authorities using the same sampling frame, making a final sample of 180 neglected children, with 60 children in each of the age groups 0-5, 6-10, 11-15 (age at the time of the study return).

This longitudinal study builds on data collected for the reunification study and employs a catch-up prospective design whereby the 180 neglected children will be followed up for six years from the date of the study return in 2001, that is for a further four years.  The children’s case files will be reviewed and interviews will be conducted with a sub-group of children (aged 8 and over) and their parents and the use of some standardised measures.  Telephone interviews will also be conducted with children’s social workers where cases are current or recent.

Comments

Status: Ongoing
Safeguarding Children Research Initiative

Title: Outcomes for looked after children placed for reasons of abuse or neglect: the consequences of staying in care or returning home
Jim Wade

York University


Start and end dates:   June 2006 to Oct 2008
Aims of the study:
The study will compare patterns of stay and return and the consequences of these decisions for children’s welfare for a sample of 3,500-4,000, 60% of whom were looked after for reasons of abuse or neglect:  It will have three principal aims:

· To investigate which ‘abused’ children are likely to take these different pathways, why this is the case, and how this compares to patterns for children looked after for other reasons.

· To compare outcomes for ‘abused’ children who stay or return home in terms of their safety, stability and psychosocial development and relate these to factors in the child, parent, family environment and to social work interventions.

· In cases where emotional abuse or neglect were primary ingredients for entry to care, to undertake case studies to explore how these factors coalesce in individual cases, drawing on the views of children and birth parents.

Method

The study will take place in seven (of the 13) local authorities that participated in Sinclair and colleagues’ study of placement stability.  For reasons of cost and practicality, the study will be based on a longitudinal ‘catch up’ design and the different stages of the project will need to be phased as the information that we need becomes available. These phases will include:

· A follow-up census study of all children (n=3,872) using the central information systems of local authorities to identify patterns of stay and return for those who entered for reasons of abuse or neglect and to compare these pathways to those of children looked after for other reasons.

· A follow-up survey of a sub-sample of ‘abused’ children (n=154) will be carried out, incorporating analysis of social work case files (to identify factors taken into account when a decision to stay or return was made) and questionnaires to their current or most recent social workers and teachers (to assess outcomes up to three years later).

· Finally, interviews will be conducted with 30 children and birth parents to understand the meanings and significance of child, family, placement and service factors for children’s outcomes in cases of emotional abuse or neglect.
Comments

Status: Ongoing
Theme Three:  Inter-agency Working 

Evaluating interprofessional training for safeguarding children.

J. Carpenter, University of Bristol

Understanding parents’ information needs when abuse is suspected.

L. Haines, Royal College of Paediatrics and Child Health

Conflicts of interest for GPs in safeguarding children.

H. Tompsett/L. Bell, Kingston University

Safeguarding Children Research Initiative

Title: The outcomes of interprofessional training to safeguard children
Prof. John Carpenter

Bristol University


Dates:   August 2006 to November 2008
Official inquiries, policy guidance and research reviews have consistently advocated that professionals concerned with safeguarding children should learn together to work together. Local Safeguarding Children Boards (LSCBs) have the responsibility for identifying the training needs of staff from relevant agencies and for commissioning appropriate training.
Aims of project: The overall aim of this study is to develop an evidence base for interdisciplinary training through the following objectives: 

1. To assess (i) the scope and content of programmes commissioned by LSCBs in relation to the Common Core of Skills and Knowledge (DfES, 2005b) and (ii) the participation in courses of professionals and others in contact with and/or working with children (levels).  

2. To evaluate the learning outcomes of training courses.

3. To investigate the extent to which learning is put into practice by participants, and the support provided by agencies.

4. To estimate the costs of providing and participating in training.

Method:
The methodological framework for the study is Pawson and Tilley’s (1997) Realistic Evaluation, which is concerned with the relationships between context, processes and outcomes.  The study employs a participatory approach, working with eight Local Children’s Safeguarding Boards, their training coordinators as well as with service users to evaluate the context and outcomes of their training programmes delivered in 2007/8. Training courses at all three levels of engagement in safeguarding children are being mapped and a range of carefully defined learning outcomes will be assessed using controlled experimental and quasi-experimental designs.  The implementation of learning will be investigated through questionnaire responses using a standardised measure with trainees at follow up, and through interviews with agency managers designed to assess organisational climate and culture.  The comprehensive costs to different agencies of providing and participating in training will be calculated. The research will also be formative, providing feedback during the course of the study so that good practice can be developed.

Comments

Status: Ongoing
Safeguarding Children Research Initiative

Title: Understanding parents’ information needs when abuse is suspected.

Ms Linda Haines

Royal College of Paediatrics & Child Health
Ref:
Start and end dates:   June 2006 to May 2008:

Aims of project

This project will:

· Explore parents experiences of the circumstances around suspicion of non-accidental injury, how this news was given and received and whether there are any other issues parents wish to understand/discuss

· Generate recommendations for good practice for paediatricians and other health professionals in child protection area with a particular focus on communicating with parents

· Contribute to paediatric training to improve communication, decision making and practice consistency with the aim to build public and professional confidence in child protection work

· Generate information for the public about child protection and the role of the health professionals in this process

Methods:
This is a small-scale qualitative study that aims to explore and describe parents' accounts of their experiences and allow for a range of accounts. As this study has both theoretical and pragmatic value, it incorporates a flexible, mixed method approach. This involves 1) recruiting parents from a number of sources (parents advocacy groups and hospitals) 2) conducting interviews either face-to-face or by telephone 3) using in-depth narrative-style and more structured questions 4) taking on a rounded, holistic approach to data analysis. 

Comments:
Status: Ongoing
Safeguarding Children Research Initiative

Title: Conflicts of interest for GPs in safeguarding children

Ms Hilary Tompsett
Kingston University


Start and end dates:   May 2006 to October 2007

The aims of the study are:

· to explore the “conflicts of interest that are raised when a GP has both a child and an alleged perpetrator as patients in child protection cases” (DfES, 2005)

· to suggest ways of resolving these conflicts of interest.
The following research questions will be addressed:

1. What kind of conflicts are raised when a GP has both a child or young person and an “alleged perpetrator” as patients in child protection cases, and how often have these occurred?

2. How are these conflicts of interest informed and affected by current policy and law, inter-agency structures, ethical considerations and guidance from professional bodies relating to, for example, information sharing in child protection cases?

3. How are these conflicts seen from a range of professional perspectives, including GPs, other professionals involved in child protection, and professional medical bodies?

4. How are these conflicts of interest seen from the perspective of children/young people and parents/carers, and would it make any difference to how they would behave?

5. What are the consequences of the conflicts of interest for GPs, for children, for parents and for the relationships between these people?

6. Are there any particular issues in these conflicts affecting children from black and/or minority ethnic families or children with disabilities?

7. In what ways do GPs resolve these conflicts of interest; from whom do they seek advice?

8. What best practice can be identified in relation to managing conflicts of interest and what recommendations can be identified from this for managing them?

Methods:
The study will use a range of inter-related methods to address the research questions e.g. questionnaires and interviews with GPs accessed in two contrasting PCTs and through GP training events. Focus groups with parents and children and a Delphi Panel of experts will be used to generate material for a good practice guide.
Demographic data relating to two PCTs and the areas in which they are situated will be collected. This will include the size of the area, population data by size, ethnicity and age, and the deprivation index for each area. Child protection data, (e.g. number of children on the register, category of registration), and data on GP services (e.g. numbers of GPs, practices, patients per practice) will be collected.

Data on multi-agency working, particularly in relation to information-sharing, will be collected from sources such as local and national ‘working together in child protection’ documents; guidance from professional associations; ACPC or LSCB guidance. 

Comments

Status: Ongoing
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