
 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

7th October 2016 - December 2016 January 2017 – December 2017 January 2019 – 7th February 

2019 

January 2018 – December 2018 

5y & 7m / 8y & 1m 7y & 11m / 10y & 5m 

1 2 3 4  5  

Safeguarding 

Letter 

FAO Report  

First 

Hearing: 

09/11/2016 

Final 

Hearing: 

06/03/2017 

‘No Future 

Hearings’: 

14/03/2017 

Directions 

Hearing: 

13/06/2017 

Directions 

Hearing: 

22/12/2017 

Final 

Hearing: 

07/02/2019 

FoF 

Hearing: 

28/06/2018 

DRA 

Hearing: 

09/11/2018 

Directions Hearing’s: 

22/01/2018 

12/04/2018 

30/05/2018  

Section 7 

Report 

S16A Risk 

Assessment  

 

16.4 Report 

(CPPP) 

 

Position 

Statement 

 

Timeline 

Child Age 

Practitioner 

Hearing 

Report to Court 

Issue Summary Report Detail: 

Respondent is not 

known to the police, but 

further PNC checks 

required for applicant. 

Both parties are known 

to two local authorities. 

Investigations into 

“inappropriate use of 

sanctions / punishment” 

by both parents, and 

domestic abuse 

allegations. 

Cafcass 

Recommendation is 

that further assessment 

may be required. 

Report Detail: Since May 2014 

the police have been 

contacted 18 times, but it has 

no further action.  

Education Welfare became 

involved as a result of child’s 

refusal to attend school in 

order to avoid applicant. 

Child Welfare Analysis: Both 

children are being “exposed to 

emotional harm through the 

parental conflict and the 

parents are showing little 

insight how their behaviour is 

contributing to this with both 

blaming the other for the 

children’s distress.” 

Cafcass Recommendation is 

for family to undertake CPPP, 

and for the court to order a 

Family Assistance Order for 

three months to develop a 

parenting plan. 

Report Detail: Contact 

between children and 

applicant has continued as 

per previous order, with 

respondent’s support.  

Child Welfare Analysis: FCA 

writes that “I am unable to 

manage this level of 

acrimony under a Family 

Assistance Order” and 

believes both children are 

“suffering emotional harm”. 

Clear safety issues have 

been identified and 

elements of neglect. 

Outcome: No parenting plan 

was completed as 

agreement could not be 

reached.  

Cafcass Recommendation is 

that there is no variation 

made to contact 

arrangements to limit 

further dispute. 

Report Detail: As a result of further 

Local Authority investigation, a S16A 

Risk Assessment was ordered.  

Child Welfare Analysis: 

- Lack of co-operation between 

parents; 

- Referral made to child services 

about child’s access to sexual 

material; 

- Parental conflict;  

- Unwillingness of parents to 

accept responsibility for 

emotional harm; 

- Lack of boundaries in 

applicant’s home; 

- Safety concerns; 

- Third party child’s severe 

autism and impact on safety of 

child when unsupervised; 

- Children’s diet. 

Cafcass Recommendation is for an 

urgent hearing to adjust current 

arrangements. For applicant to have 

reduced contact. 

Report Detail: As a result of the CPPP, 

both parties agreed that child 

relationships need to be encouraged 

with applicant. They have both shown 

that they can communicate 

effectively to meet the needs of the 

children.  

During the programme, “both parents 

demonstrated significant 

commitment to working together to 

move things forward” and “were child 

focussed in their thinking” 

Cafcass Recommendation is for the 

court to decide on overnight 

arrangements. For other contact 

arrangements to remain the same. 

For the court to consider a Section 

91.14 order to prevent further 

repeated proceedings. 

Report Detail: Due to 

allegations of harm 

there was a Fact-

Finding hearing.  

Child Welfare 

Analysis: No 

significant 

safeguarding findings 

made. 

Legal Outcome is for 

CPPP intervention to 

continue. Contact with 

applicant was 

reinstated. 

Unsupervised contact 

for elder child, and 

supervised contact 

with respondent 

parent for the 

younger child. 

Unsupervised for older child / supervised for younger child Unsupervised / supervised No contact Child Arrangements 

 
Pilot Intervention 

 

13/09/2018 – 20/09/2018 

Application: This is an application made by mother to vary an existing child arrangements order. This is mainly because the youngest child refuses 
to spend time with their father.  Both parents have PR. The children live with mother. The family has been involved in three previous Cafcass 
cases. 

 

Child Outcomes: Applicant mother remains the resident parent to both children. Contact between father and youngest child (who is resistant to spending time with father) has been 
formalised and is now being encouraged by mother. Eldest child has been given the opportunity to spend more time with father, which is something he requested.  

 


