
Child BU Unpublished Serious Case Review Practitioner Briefing 

Blackpool Safeguarding Children Board has taken the decision not to publish the Child BU serious case review report in order to protect the identity and privacy of the victim. 

However, the Board is keen to share the learning to help practitioners keep children in similar circumstances safe. 

 

The review considered the sexual abuse of a younger teenager by the partner of their primary care provider and is of relevance to all professionals who work with children who 

are at risk of being sexually abused within their family environment and the adults who live with them or who perpetrate the abuse. Work to safeguard Child BU was additional-

ly complicated by the family’s frequent moves between Local Authority areas. 

Developing the confidence of children 

Children do not generally disclose being sexually abused to strangers. Despite 

being subject to a child protection plan for fifteen months, there is little evidence 

that Child BU was ever seen alone. Any child subject to a child protection plan 

should be given the time to build a relationship with nominated professionals, to 

develop their confidence to share, and potentially disclose, and to allow the pro-

fessional to understand the right questions to ask.  

Professionals should be constantly alert to any indication that parents and carers 

are attempting to prevent them from seeing a child alone and should likewise 

consider the possibility that a child has been coached as to what to say. 

Thinking the unthinkable 

A recent report of the Children’s Commissioner highlights the reliance placed on 

children disclosing having been abused, as the trigger point for commencing in-

vestigations. Work to safeguard Child BU was similarly driven by disclosures, 

despite clear indicators that something was wrong beforehand. 

Child BU was abused because their female care provider allowed the abuser into 

the family home where he was able to groom Child BU over a number of 

months. Assessments of Child BU rightly identify the risk that the abuser pre-

sents but failed to consider whether the care provider colluded or participated in 

the abuse.  

Enforced separation of adults leads to disguised compliance 

Child BU’s care provider was made fully aware of the risks associated with her 

partner and as part of a child protection plan gave an undertaking to end her 

relationship with him. However, she maintained this relationship, despite two 

significant periods of intervention triggered by concerns about his behaviour. 

The assessment of Child BU recognised that her care provider’s assurances could 

not be accepted but did not sufficiently influence later decision making. A reli-

ance on agreements to separate creates an environment in which disguised 

compliance is invited and is often simply an unrealistic expectation on a partner 

who may have been groomed, along with the victim.  

Transfers are a point of risk 

When a family moves between areas, or even professionals in the same office, 

there is a risk that knowledge may be lost, misunderstood or re-interpreted. 

There is a risk of ‘start again syndrome’ where assessments and interventions 

are completed for a second time, for no good reason, thereby delaying progress.  

Information about Child BU was definitely lost on transfer, the implications of 

the family’s new location were not considered and delays were introduced. It is 

vital that transfers are properly planned and that a full working synopsis includ-

ing current and historic risks is developed for professionals starting to work with 

the family. 
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