BRIAN GREENWOOD

JUDGEMENTS

CHILD IS

AT THE CENTRE CONSTRUCTIVE WORKING RELATIONSHIPS

THINKING CRITICALLY
FOSTERING A STANCE OF INQUIRY

GROUNDED IN EVERYDAY PRACTICE

RESPECT - PEOPLE WORTH DOING BUSINESS WITH
CO-OPERATE - WITH THE PERSON NOT THE ABUSE
CQO- OPERATION - WHERE POSSIBLE

. NEED TO REVIEW AND REVISE REGULARLY

RIGOROUS
QUESTIONS

WORRIES —

SHLI9N3YLS

DOES THIS PLAN MEET
AGENCY REQUIREMENTS?

DOES THIS PLAN LEAVE
THE CHILD SAFE?

DOES THIS PLAM PREVENT
FURTHER ALLEGATIONS?

RIGOR AND GRACE

PRACTICE PRINCIPLES
AN EVOLVING APPROACH

DESCRIBE SPECIFIC BEHAVIOURS —

THAT ADDRESS DANGERS L IS THIS PLAN ROBUST? SOLUTION FOCUSED SOCIAL WORK
OUTLINE CLEAR EXPECTATIONS — BRIEF THERAPY ALL FAMILIES HAVE SIGNS OF SAFETY
AND RESPONSIBILITIES — ARE THERE CLEAR OUTCOMES FOCUS ON SAFETY

-
AND CONSEQUENCES? LEARN WHAT THE PERSON WANTS

SEARCH FOR DETAIL
OFFER CHOICES
TREAT THE INTERVIEW AS A FORUM FOR CHANGE

CREATE SPECIFIC PLANS =—i
AGREE UNDERSTANDABLE RULES =

STRAIGHTFORWARD STATEMENTS
\’ - PAST HARM 2 TYPES OF FORMS
PEOPLE MO KHOWM CGENOGRAMﬂ |:| FUTURE DANGER 1
SAF ETV NETWORI(S SAFETY PLANS COMPLICATING FACTORS FRAMEWORK

PEOPLE WHO KHOW
4 LITTLE

WHAT ARE WE WORRIED ABOUT? r FUTURE SAFETY

ENSURE
. INVOLVEMENT ASSESSMENTS Wi NEERE T RS g&_/
EVERYTHING WHATIS WORKING WELL?
SAFETY PEOPLE INVOLVE WHOLE FAMILY DESIRED QUTCOMES
IN SAFETY PLANNING EXISTING STRENGTHS
SNEETY RIRGGER F';?’:':'B‘; ] INVOLVE SAFETY PEOPLE EXISTING SAFETY FACTORS SCALING
USE FAMILY'S IDEAS EXCEPTIONS TO THE RULE i
PROFESSIONALS — AS A MINIMUM MAKE CHILDREN CERTAIN ABUSE CLOSE THE CASE
WHO KNOW EVERYTHING — AWARE OF PLAN PRINCIPLES CHANGE = SMALL STEPS 3 -
HELP SAFETY = STRENGTHS/PROTECTION/TIME
SUPPORT STATEMENTS FOCUS ON SPECIFIC, OBSERVABLE BEHAVIOUR
MONITOR PLAIN LANGUAGE NO JARGON

UNDERSTOOD BY ALL THE FAMILY

N VING CHILDREN
LB B P PARENTS OR CARERS DON'T HAVE TO AGREE WITH THEM BUT

(|
FAWHS,IN BISFEOFLE'S 0AMES [ NEED TO UNDERSTAND WHAT THEY SAY

l— THREE HOUSES TOOLS == INTEGRAL PART OF THE PROCESS THE\_:::?AL WORKER IS WORRIED
ASSESSMENTS =— e Pl e —— EXAMPLE] DECAUSE mum HaS HIT HER CHILD

T FAIRY/WIZARD TOOL b g IN THE PAST AFTER DRIMEING WHY

WHAT WILL HAPPEN IF NOTHING CHANGES? HEAVILY 4D IF THIS HAPPENED
AGAIN THE CHILD COULD BE
IWHO IS WORRI ED? SERIOUSLY I::ZTAT

— SAFETY HOUSE TOOL — € I WHY ARE THEY WORRIED?
SAFETY PLANS —

L WORDS AND PICTURES | WHAT ARE THEY WORRIED ABOUT?

EXPLANATIONS . |L_coLbEN RULE
L CHILD RELEVANT SAFETY PLANS MUST BE ABOUT THE CHILD

HO JARGON
BE UNDERSTOOD BY THE YOUNGEST CHILD

t PLAIN LANGVAGE



