
Child BX Unpublished Serious Case Review Practitioner Briefing 

Blackpool Safeguarding Children Board has taken the decision not to publish the Child BX 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 a slightly older child and is of relevance to all professionals who work with children who are at risk of being 

sexually abused or exploited. Child BX was subject to a child protection plan at the time of the incident and a considerable number of agencies in Blackpool had worked with 

Child BX and the perpetrator which brought its own challenges in developing shared and co-ordinated assessments and interventions.  

Early Help Assessments 

It is the responsibility of all agencies who come into contact with children and 

their families to make a prompt assessment of their needs and to take action to 

address any areas of concern, enlisting others where needed. This SCR featured 

a number of opportunities where action could have been taken sooner or where 

the delivery of early help was un-coordinated, with insufficient focus on the out-

comes of intervention. 

BSCB has listened to feedback about the length of the GIR assessment form and  

has launched the Early Help Assessment form, together with the revised thresh-

olds document, Keeping Children Safe in Blackpool. Both are available here. 

What risk-taking behaviour is telling us 

Child BX’s behaviour was a challenge for schools, health practitioners and all 

other involved professionals. However, agencies tended to respond by putting in 

place strategies to manage the behaviour rather than analysing what under-

pinned it.  In contrast, a summary of learning from national SCR highlighted the 

importance of recognising behaviour as a means of communication. 

A more co-ordinated Early Help Assessment, coupled with genuine professional 

curiosity  in which past influences on current behaviour were explored could 

have enabled the emotional distress underpinning Child BX’s behaviour to have 

been identified and acted on more quickly. 

Acting on the voice of the child 

Throughout the review evidence was seen of professionals having spoken to 

Child BX, although the recording of her wishes and feelings was more patchy. 

What was then lacking though was any consideration of these views within as-

sessments, in which issues were frequently reported from the perspective of the 

mother.  

It is not sufficient simply to record what a child has said. If the voice of the child 

does not inform assessments and subsequent interventions it is likely that they 

will not feel listened to, intervention may not be appropriate and challenges 

could escalate. 

Raising concerns when plans are not progressing 

Professionals involved with Child BX rightly recognised that the child protection 

plan was drifting and that processes were not happening within expected time-

scales. Concerns were also expressed that the family circumstances were placing 

Child BX at further unnecessary risk. 

However, there was  little evidence of these concerns being formally escalated 

and professional disagreements were inappropriately aired in the presence of 

Child BX’s parents. BSCB has launched a revised Resolving Professional Disagree-

ments process which is the agreed means by which concerns in respect of the 

actions of any partner agency should be raised. 
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