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PREFACE

THIS REPORT takes a look at young people in care and what
happens when they leave care. It is an attempt to look at the
whole system and its aftermath through the experiences of the
professionals working for it and the young people going through
it. It does not try to cover why they are there to begin with. It is
based on extensive interviews and research over a year.

I was fortunate to have the co-operation of people involved in
nearly every aspect of the system from the state as well as the
independent and the voluntary sector. I interviewed, amongst
others, local councillors, social worker managers, social workers,
housing officers, community resettlement workers, independent
educational consultants, child psychologists, prison psychologists,
prison staff, military recruitment personal, the directors and staff
of a number of charities, academics, independent advocates,
independent fostering providers, foster parents and, of course,
the young people themselves. I visited two Children’s Homes and
took part in an outward-bound course. Obviously I have changed
everyone’s name when they asked. Their stories reflect the
harrowing nature of their lives.

I also tracked down many who have left care. The failure of the
care system means a high proportion of its graduates are
prostitutes, drug addicts, homeless, criminals and, in the case of one
young man with whom I went roller disco dancing, on the run from
the police. Nonetheless they held strong views on how a child
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should be brought up. They pointed out the weaknesses of the
present system and offered ideas for improvements. No one, they
explained, ever asked for their views. Their perceptiveness,
enthusiasm and compassion brought home to me the crime we
commit in wasting their lives.

Harriet Sergeant
September 2006



CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

THIS YEAR approximately 6,000 young people will emerge from
the care of the state. What is their future?

Of these 6,000, 4,500 of them will leave with no educational
qualifications whatsoever. Within two years of leaving care 3,000
will be unemployed, 2,100 will be mothers or pregnant and 1,200
will be homeless. Out of the 6,000 just 60 will make it to
university. Care is failing on a scale that is catastrophic.

It is not just a tragedy for the individual. A successful system of
care would transform this country. At a stroke, it would empty a
third of our prisons and shift half of all prisoners under the age of
25 out of the criminal justice system. It would halve the number of
prostitutes, reduce by between a third and a half the number of
homeless and remove 80% of Big Issue sellers from our street
corners. Not only is our system failing the young people in care, it
is failing society and perpetuating an underclass.

The size of the problem is all the more astonishing considering
the small numbers of children involved. In the year ending 31
March 2005, 60,900 children were in care — the majority with
foster parents or in Children’s Homes. The Government spends
£2.5 billion looking after these children — the equivalent of over
£40,000 on each child. In 2000 it passed the Children (Leaving
Care) Act, appointed a Children’s Commissioner and ring-fenced
£885 million to implement the new reforms. It is about to publish
a Green Paper which will no doubt contain many new schemes. As
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Susanna Cheal, Chief Executive of the Who Cares? Trust, the
national charity for children in residential or foster care, put it,
the Government’s heart ‘is in the right place.” So what is going
wrong?

The children themselves are certainly not to blame. The
majority of children are taken into care because of abuse or
neglect (62%), family dysfunction (10%), or absent parents (8%).
Only 3% are taken in for socially unacceptable behaviour.’

The state makes a rotten parent. Looked after children are ten
times more likely to be excluded from school than other children,?
and only 11% get five good GCSEs compared to 56% of children
from stable backgrounds. 20% were unemployed the September
after leaving school compared to 6% of all school leavers. They are
four times more likely to suffer from mental problems and three
times more likely to have been cautioned or convicted for an
offence.?

Even basics like dental checks and bedtime stories get
overlooked. 18% of children in care in 2005 had not had a dental
check. 20% had failed to have an annual health assessment while
the immunisations of 23.5% were not up to date.* No resident of a
Care Home recalled being read a bedtime story. ‘Bedtime stories!’
said a homeless young man incredulously, “The staff locked us in
our rooms at night and left us to get on with it. I was lucky not to
be raped!’

So why is this happening? The Government’s best efforts have
failed to address the three paradoxes at the heart of our care
system.

' DFES, Outcome Indicators for Looked after Children: twelve months to 30
September 2005, 2006.

* Ibid.
> Ibid.
* Ibid.
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Failure is cheap, success a financial burden

The first paradox is that the failure of the care system is a long-
term cost borne by us all. But the actual cost of the care system is
short term and borne by local authorities.

For them it is a very high cost, one that according to the Local
Government Association is increasing by about 10% a year.” An
annual survey of the 150 directors of Social Services in England in
2004 noted that the ‘overspending’ in 2003/04 was ‘almost entirely
attributable to children’s services.” 74% of authorities ‘reported
overspending on these services’.’

New initiatives from the Government increase the burden. The
14% of local authorities who bothered to look into it discovered
that the 2004 Children Act costs an average of £832,000 a year to
implement. However the Government is not matching new
demands with funding. In 2004 the gap between what councils
spent and what they received from central Government increased
to £708 million. As one care manager put it, ‘We are expected to
achieve more and more on less and less.’

The strategies of many local authorities to do just that accounts
for much of what is wrong in the care system. The cost of the
wasted lives this creates is huge. But it does not appear on the
balance sheet of the local authorities. What a former Care Leaver
is doing by the age of 25 or 30 is not a Government target.

The system dictates that the earlier a young person fails, the
sooner they cease to be a cost to their local authority. It is better for
the local authority’s budget to have a young person go to prison, for
example, rather than to university. Prison is paid for by the Home
Office, university by the local authority. In the topsy-turvy world of
care, failure is cheap, success a financial burden.

5

Local Government Association, The facts — looking after vulnerable
children, 2005.

5 Local Government Association, Social service finance 2004/05, 2005.
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‘We need objective, scientific social mapping’

The second paradox of the care system is that while the amount of
money flowing through the system is ‘off the scale,” as the head of
one children’s charity put it, no one knows the best way to spend
it. No one, not the Government, not local authorities or Social
Services, knows what works.

What did a particular Children’s Home, drop-in centre or new
initiative achieve? What makes a child more resilient? What turns
a child into a productive and happy member of society by the age
of 30?7 What made the difference between a university degree and
a life on the streets? No one has discovered. The Government
does not track young people once they leave care.

Young people in care have the right to expect that the
professionals who intervene in their lives do so on a basis of
knowledge. But, as Mike Stein, one of the leading academics in
the area, wrote, ‘the majority of interventions in social care are not
evaluated before they are introduced.” Much of the work done
with children is, therefore, ‘an uncontrolled experiment.” This was
written almost ten years ago but is still true today.”

In a debate in the House of Lords, Lord Dearing complained
that when he looked for ‘detailed, authoritative research’ about
foster carers, ‘I did not find it". He went on, ‘If there is to be a
sound basis for Government policy, there must be an evidential
research base for it.”®

The head of one Children’s Home admitted he had no idea if
his outward-bound programme did any good. This is despite
charging local councils £4,000 a week per child. He was not given
the resources to follow up former pupils and local authorities
never got back to him. He did not have a clue how many of his
young people went on to re-offend. He said, “‘We would like to
know.’

M Stein, What Works in Leaving Care? Barnardo’s, 1997.
Hansard, 9 February 2005.
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Local authorities, despite spending these large sums of money,
did not base their choice on the long-term outcome. As the head
of one Social Service department said, ‘By then the kids have
disrupted so many places. It’s more a case of who will take them.’
A Social Services manager explained, “They are only holding
places,” — keeping the child safe until it is no longer the council’s
responsibility. John Bird, founder of the Big Issue, is clear what
should be happening, ‘We need objective, scientific social
mapping. We have to turn intervention into a science.’

‘I was fucked over by my Mum and Dad. Then fucked over
by Social Services. I don’t know which was worse’

The third paradox of the care system is summed up by one young
man from a gangland family, ‘I was fucked over by my Mum and
Dad. Then fucked over by Social Services. I don’t know which was
worse.’

The hardest children to help are those who have been severely
maltreated in their early years. How we are loved and cared for
dictates the kind of people we become. Sue Gerhardt, in her book
Why Love Matters, blames the hormone cortisol which floods the
brain of a baby exposed too often or too long to stressful
situations.” From then on it will either over- or under-produce
cortisol whenever the child is exposed to stress. Too much is
linked to depression and fearfulness; too little to emotional
detachment and aggression. Study after study emphasises the
importance for these children of forming emotional bonds with
adults. But attachment or ‘stickability’, as one social worker called
it, is in scarce supply in the care system.

The care system should provide these children with continuity
and stability. In reality, too often it mirrors violent and chaotic
home lives and reinforces distrust of adults. Many young people I

? S Gerhardt, Why Love Maiters: How Affection Shapes a Baby’s Brain,
Routledge, 2004.

ot
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interviewed had lost count of the number of times they had arrived
at a new foster carer or Children’s Home, clutching their belongings
in a plastic bin bag. As one 14-year-old girl who had been through
30 placements remarked, ‘you feel like a bit of rubbish yourself who
no one wants.” They had also ceased to count the turnover of social
workers in their lives. Another girl explained, “They come and go
and never say goodbye — just like my Mum really.’

Even those settled and happy with their social worker and
foster carer are forced to leave both in their teens. Nearly half of
all young people leave care at just 16 or 17 compared to those
from a stable background who tend to leave the family home in
their mid-twenties. The break for the Care Leaver is dramatic. ‘I
was told I could not contact my foster mother,” said one, ‘it was
over.” These young people are then forced to undergo
‘compressed and accelerated transitions to adulthood.’” We
expect the most in survival skills from those least capable.

Professionals in the care system emphasise the importance of
the ‘attachment theory’ while themselves practising emotional
detachment. All but two of the social workers and care home staff
that I interviewed had no idea what happened to the young
people in their charge once they moved on. It had not occurred to
them to keep in touch.

‘Shit always happens because shit’s been done us’

The young people interviewed for this report only wanted what
their contemporaries take for granted. One teenage girl described
her dream. She saw herself coming back from school. ‘Mum
would be in the kitchen cooking dinner with the washing machine
going. I would get a drink from the fridge and go into the front
room to watch TV.” Its very banality is a rebuke. Her mother is a
drug addict who told her child on her thirteenth birthday, ‘Go out

and sell your snatch. I am not feeding you anymore.’

10 Mike Stein, op. cit.
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Young people are taken into care because of what is done to
them at a young age by adults. As they move through the care
system, it is easy to focus on the problems their behaviour causes —
not on why they are behaving like that in the first place. By the
time they go to prison or end up on the streets, the reason why
they entered care has long been forgotten by the professionals —
although not, of course, by the young person.

A two year study of young people who had left care found the
vast majority, 87% of the group, had suffered sexual or physical
abuse. This had started under the age of ten. For some, sexual
abuse was their earliest memory. Instead of love and security,
home represented danger. Their emotions ranged from hate,
fear, disgust and confusion to feeling worthless, unwanted, lonely,
scared and distraught. One said, ‘I used to think, “Why does he
hate me so much?” I felt so lonely and confused. I only did what
the others did and I would get battered and he would laugh at
them. I never knew where I stood. I was very frightened of him
and he knew it.”'" Another recalled, ‘My Dad used to hit me really,
really hard when I was little and as I got older it got worse. He
would batter me, get me up against a wall and really lay into me.
He would always aim for my head, slapping, hitting and
punching. Then I got a step-dad and he started to do the same.”"

One young man in his twenties now a criminal and crack addict
cut down his mother’s dead body when he found her hanging in
the kitchen, “That’s why I do crack. It takes the problems away for
a couple of hours. But at the end of the day, problems don’t go
away. You know what I mean? At the end of the day the past
always come back to us. You can’t get away. The past is in us.’
Early abuse clearly affects their behaviour. One said, ‘I get so
angry now I frighten myself... I feel I have to fight everyone to

11

R Broad, Improving the health and well being of young people leaving care,
Russell House Publishing 2005.
" TIbid.
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prove myself. I am very violent and aggressive towards everyone.
I am angry that nothing happened to him. He got off with it.” Or
as another about to appear in court for GBH who, at the age of
four, witnessed the attempted murder of his mother said, ‘Shit
always happens because shit’s been done us.’

Four of the young men interviewed for this report were so
starved and abused as children that it stunted their growth. One
19-year-old could easily pass as a 12-year-old, a 13-year-old as a
child of seven. The only other place I have seen something similar
was in Cambodia after the fall of the Pol Pot regime. Entering into
the world of care is to enter a foreign country.

The Government wants an end to child poverty and social
exclusion. Instead of flying to Africa, Gordon Brown might do
worse than start on his own doorstep. For the children this
Government needs to reach are already in their care. A successful
care system would transform this country and go a long way to
tackling child poverty and social exclusion. ‘It’s no good talking
about ending child poverty,” said Felicity Collier of the British
Association for Adoption and Fostering (BAAF), ‘when the
Government itself is creating the parents of tomorrow’s poorest
children.’

The Government insists it is not just children in care who
suffer. There are other children, ‘equally at risk of poor
outcomes,’ said Lord Filkin, the Parliamentary Under-Secretary of
State, ‘we should not just focus... on those who happen to be in
care at a particular time.’

This is to miss the point. The state removes young people from
their parents and makes itself responsible. Unlike children from
disadvantaged backgrounds, it has complete control, 24 hours a
day, seven days a week. It should be a unique opportunity to
transform these children’s lives. Instead, vast sums of money are
being spent on a system that contains rather than cares or

B Hansard, 9 February 2005.
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protects. ‘It gets kids out of sight and out of mind,’ said a director
of a children’s charity. That is until they fetch up in our prisons,
drug addiction centres and psychiatric wards, or as the parents of
the next generation of children in care.

Many strong-willed and talented individuals survive the care
system. Many local authorities, new initiatives and social workers
make a real difference to the lives of young people. However the
figures speak for themselves. Why, despite generous funding and
good intentions, does the care system fail so badly?



CHAPTER TWO

FOSTER CARE

One woman recalled her experience of fostering. She had taken
two boys aged 9 and 10, ‘a bit of a handful’ but they settled
down well. After two years, Social Services decided to transfer
them to a local authority carer because it was cheaper. By this
point the boys were doing well at school and like brothers’ to
each other. She went on, ‘The children did not want to go and 1
didn’t want them to leave me. They were split from me, split
[from each other and split from their school.” Not surprisingly the
new placements soon broke down.

The boys were now moved continually because of their
behaviour. One had always had ‘a thing” about the opposite sex.
As a child he had kicked little girls. He had nonetheless been,
the woman recalled, ‘a most loving litle boy, permanently
asking for a cuddle and never violent towards me.” But at 16 he
broke a girl’s arm. He returned to his carer to tell her he was
being put into a secure unit. She recalled, * He had been such a
sweet little boy but now his face was set and he looked hard and
bitter.” She said to him, What happened to you? You are a
different person!’ She said, ‘He’s completely destroyed. If he had
stayed with me he would have been OK.’

10
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FOSTER CARE can give a young person from a troubled
background stability and the chance to enjoy a normal family. The
impact of a good foster parent and their unconditional love is
incalculable. ‘One strongly principled person in your life makes a
huge difference,” said a retired social worker. “What carers put in
today,” said a Social Services director, ‘will not bear fruit until five
or ten years down the line’ — sometimes even longer.

Violet is in her forties and a sex worker. Abandoned by her
prostitute mother on birth for being mixed race, Violet was
discovered two days later covered in rat bites. She was placed with
a family until the age of nine when her foster mother died. Her
elder foster sister wanted to keep her but a social worker insisted
on sending Violet to a series of homes. ‘No one ever asked why I
ran away.” Now, energetic and funny in a red turban and hoop
earrings, she explained, ‘I try not to be a nasty person that’s
thanks to my foster mother. She taught me things that carried me
through. She showed me the really good things in this world.’

The majority — 68% — of children in care live with foster
parents. Foster carers provide placements varying from a few
months to several years. Short-term placements are needed for
emergencies and during the assessment or preparation stages for
long-term care. Foster care also provides long-term placement for
adolescents who are unable to be or do not wish to be adopted.

‘A toothless Scottish chick on drugs with an extra bed’
Foster care is cheaper than care in an institution and is meant to
be much better for the child. However the majority of children in
the failing care system are in foster care. So what is going wrong?
A major problem is the lack of good foster carers. The British
Adoption and Fostering charity (BAAF) estimates that there is a
shortage of 10,000 foster carers. This has a huge impact on the
foster care system.
In the past, fostering was viewed as a voluntary activity. Many
families still receive only out-of-pocket expenses. There exists no

11
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standard payment to foster carers from local authorities. The
Fostering Network publishes recommended minimum allowances
which it updates annually. However half of all local authorities pay
their foster parents less than the recommended rate. Payment
ranges from £200 a week to as little as £50. In a recent survey, six
out of 10 foster carers said their allowances failed to cover their
expenses. Compare this to the £1,800 per week and more it costs a
local authority to keep a child in a Care Home.'* At the same time,
the closure of Children’s Homes and the shift to putting more
children in foster care, puts pressure on foster carers to take on
more difficult children — often with no training and little support
from social workers.

The shortage of foster carers means a lack of choice for the
local authority — choice is available in only around 30% of cases."
It also means that local authorities are reluctant to stop using bad
ones. It leads to children living many miles from friends, family
and school. It puts pressure on local authorities to recruit and
retain unsuitable carers such as ‘a toothless Scottish chick on drugs
with an extra bed,” as one was described by her neighbour in
Streatham. A 14-year-old girl in a Children’s Home who had been
through 26 different placements since the age of eight said, “They
should take more care when they pick foster carers. They just
grab anyone off the streets. “Come in here and be a foster carer,”
they say. They shouldn’t do it like that.’

A 15-year-old boy who plans to join the Army explained what
happened when he complained about his foster family. The
couple were fostering three children, ‘getting money and not
giving it to us.” It went instead on decking in the garden and a
caravan. If a child left a bit of food at breakfast, ‘we got nothing
for the rest of the day.” The young man lost a stone in weight.
They were ‘just evil.” Other children had complained about the

4 Hansard, 9 February 2005.
15 Societyguardian, Working with children, 2006.

12
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couple to Social Services but, ‘the bottom line was, I put in
evidence. No one else got evidence. Everything I said I always had
something to back it up.’

In the end he had to go to the NSPCC because Social Services
refused to do anything. He re-enacted for me his conversation
with his social worker. ‘It’s fucking right what I tell you and you
must fucking do something about it. I can’t be doing with this.
You are saying nice things about this couple. You haven’t lived
here. I have.’ In a new foster home, for all his bravado he
admitted he was ‘terrified’ to go to school and bumping into the
couple who lived just around the corner.

A social service manager explained the dilemma, ‘We don’t
support foster carers. We put children into a placement knowing
it's not right for the carers or the child. But we have not got
anywhere else. We set them up for failure. But what else can we
do with that child?” The Fostering Network believes the
Government must spend £748 million to solve the recruitment
and retention crises. '

A shortage of trained and qualified staft to support the child and
foster carer is another barrier to successful fostering. The latest
Government review of the social care workforce highlighted serious
staff shortages with 75% of councils reporting recruitment
difficulties.'” The average vacancy rates for children’s social workers
are around 12% with similar rates for residential care managers and
staff. However, vacancy rates vary from place to place. In London,
for example, they range from 8% to 39% with turnover rates of
between 8% and 24% a year. In some local authorities, up to half of
social workers are temporary agency staff.'®

At a council meeting, Andrew Christie, Children’s Trust
Director for Hammersmith and Fulham admitted the turnover of

16

Societyguardian, Working with children, 2006.
7" The Guardian, 18 May 2005.
18 Societyguardian, Working with children, 2006.
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staff ‘led to a loss of focus.” It also contributed to the young
people’s complaints that social workers were not getting back to
them or spending enough time with them.

This was a common complaint amongst young people in foster
care. Many blamed placement breakdowns on the fact social
workers did not listen to them. One crack addict in his twenties
said, “They see us all bad, all disturbed and just move us on. If I
was a social worker I would talk to the kids. I would find out their
problems.” A retired social worker said, ‘They look at the
immediate behaviour and label that young person. Rather than
discover what is causing that behaviour, they just move the kids.
It’s a disaster.’

One advocate explained that social workers, buried under case-
loads, dared not listen: “They are frightened it will open a can of
worms which they would have to deal with.” Foster carers and
young people complained they did not see a social worker for
months. “They turn up just before the annual review,” one
remarked.

This lack of support from social workers is crucial. Typically
when a young person first arrives at a new foster carer, all goes
well. The young person feels secure, relaxes and it is often then
that their emotional problems surface as they test their foster
parent’s commitment. The first step, ‘in the journey back to
attachment’ as Camila Batmanghelidjh, a psychotherapist and
founder of the charity, Kids Company, put it, is to ‘kick against
the relationship.” To the untrained foster carer, this sudden
explosion of bad behaviour is inexplicable. They give up just as
the child turns to them. In a survey conducted by Voice for the
Child in Care, children asked foster carers to be trained on
‘working through problems’ with young people, ‘not just moving
us when things get difficult. Of course they’re gonna get difficult,
we’ve had shit things happen.’

Mickey and Glen, two gay foster fathers, described what
happened when they took in a difficult child with no training or

14
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support. They told Social Services they were prepared to take any
child — except one that had been sexually abused.

The social worker telephoned, ‘We have a dear little boy of six
called Will for you who needs fostering until he’s adopted. He’s
been in school.” This proved to be, as Mickey remarked bitterly,
‘all lies.” The social worker arrived with the child who immediately
threw himself on the floor and began to masturbate ‘violently’.
The social worker looked ‘really surprised’ and ‘left us to him.’

Will's mother was a drug addict and he was born dependent on
heroin. In the first year of his life he had ten different placements.
At aged two he was finally moved to foster parents where he was
sexually abused. His social worker had gone on long-term sick
leave. Social Services forgot about Will for four years.

Far from ‘the dear little boy,” Will had severe ‘attachment issues’
and, as the social worker put it, ‘ending difficulties.” “What do you
mean ending difficulties?” demanded Mickey. Will had attached
himself to his social worker. When she left, he became violent. He
woke Mickey and Glen at night by punching them or smearing
excrement on the bedroom wall. He associated masturbation with
affection and demanded Mickey or Glen masturbate him or let him
masturbate them. “That was particularly difficult for two gay foster
Dads. It could have been quite dangerous for us.” When Mickey and
Glen refused, he threw tantrums and vomited. As Mickey
remarked, ‘We did feel quite set up.’

The two men sought help for themselves and the little boy.
First they tried Will’s social worker. ‘Are his advances turning you
both on?’ she asked. “That was all the support and training we got
from Social Services,” said Mickey bitterly. He went on, ‘It had a
huge effect on our health and our relationship. Social Services rely
on you getting attached to these children. But no way would we
have ever given up this child up. Six years on we can honestly say
he has brought enormous joy to our lives. We are very proud of
his progress. Despite everything he has done well at school and we
hope he will go to university.’

15
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Mickey and Glen are exceptional. Most foster carers do give up
and the child is moved on. The breakdown of placements is
crucial for the failure of the foster care system. Research has
shown that children who move three or more times once a care
order is made, are unlikely to do well at school or later on."

The Government has set two targets to encourage local
authorities to keep young people in one place. No more than 16%
of children who are looked after should have three or more
placements in a year. In March 2004, the national average fell to
13%. There is, however, a wide variation between local authorities
— from 2% of the fortunate children in Medway towns to 21% of
the less fortunate in Northamptonshire and Wokingham.

The second target is long-term stability. Local authorities must
measure the percentage of children who have been in care for
four years and have spent two years or more with the same carer.
In 2003-04 this was true for nearly half of children. Again it varied
between local authorities from only 29% in North Tyneside to 64%
in Redcar and Cleveland.*

Even if children in care moved no more than twice a year — less
than the Government’s target — this would still mean over five
years, ten changes of accommodation, ten different families or ten
different placements in Care Homes or secure units. Compare this
to children from a stable background. In a recent NOP poll
commissioned by Barnardo’s, 58% of the families surveyed had
never moved home in the lifetime of their child. Only 8% had
moved home twice or more.*”!

Most people find moving house stressful enough. But at least
they take their possessions and their family with them. Children in
care are often moved at short notice, with a few clothes in a bin
bag, leaving behind the people and surroundings they know, their

19

Societyguardian, Working with children, 2006.
20 Tbid.
*' Barnardo’s, Failed by The System, 2006.
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pets, their friends and usually their school. Often they do not
know where they are going. They arrive in a new area to live with
strangers. This would be a catastrophe for anyone to deal with
once in a life-time — as any refugee will testify. Yet we expect
children in care to do this on a regular basis.

It is no wonder that so many of the adolescents I met suffered
from a sense of dislocation. One girl from Brixton said: “There is
nothing worse than sitting on your bed in a new room for the first
time. Everything smells different. You know you have to get up and
walk down those stairs.” A sex worker in King’s Cross recalled: ‘It was
like I went to sleep in one bed and woke up in a different country.
Everything was upside down and inside out. I just sat on my bed and
wept.” A 16-year old from Brent remarked: ‘It’s kind of hard when
you move from place to place and people expect you to know what
to do, how to do it because everyone does it differently, you know,
and they just think you are badly behaved but you’re not.’

A former inmate with a history of violence remarked sadly, “They
don’t like you in one place. I don’t know why. Two months, all
going nice, you happy, you trust your social worker and then it’s
just up and go. If you stay in a community, grow up in one place
you would turn out a nice chap, you get me, ‘cos you would get that
love.” A former Care Leaver now in his thirties with a job and
family, nonetheless sits on the stairs and weeps whenever they go on
holiday. It reminds him of all the places he had to leave.

It is not only a lack of social workers and foster carers that leads
to continual moves but a lack of planning in the first place. A social
service director explained that an emergency in the family forces ‘us
to find an alternative now. We need to move the child out of the
area and keep it safe and we need somewhere in the next few
hours.” This, he admitted, often led to ‘multiple place syndrome.’
However one retired social worker put it down to poorly-trained
social workers unable to plan ahead, ‘No child should be left on the
town hall steps at 5pm on a Friday. We know the families. We know
the kids at risk. Why don’t we plan in advance?’
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Robert Tapsfield, chief executive of the Fostering Network
said, “Too often there isn’t a strong enough initial plan and it
creates huge disruption.” A director of children’s services
admitted that some cases may have been ‘deliberated for too long’
before a child was removed from their family. Other times
children had been moved back to their family ‘too optimistically.’
Social workers were naturally keen to keep families together but ‘a
decision about long-term care needed to be reached earlier in the
process’.?

Good care comes at a cost

Another reason for the failure of foster care is the relationship of
many local authorities with independent fostering providers.
Local authorities use independent fostering providers because of a
shortage of foster carers in the area. Andrew Christie admitted
that, of the 419 children looked after by Hammersmith and
Fulham, 65% lived outside the borough because it was ‘hard to
recruit foster carers locally’.**

Independent fostering providers also help local authorities to
achieve Government targets for placement stability and
educational achievements. A private agency in the south of
England explained that 75 out of their 100 children were doing
well in long-term placements.

From the point of view of the foster carer, an independent
provider offers all kinds of advantages: good pay, summer camps
for the children, dinner dances for the parents and, crucially, 24
hour support from the provider’s social worker. The one to whom
I talked takes care of no more than 12 families. Previously he had
worked for a local authority in London where his case-load was

2 The Guardian, 12 April 2006.

* Minutes from a Joint meeting of the Health & Social Care Scrutiny
panel on 18 October 2004 of Hammersmith and Fulham local authority.
See www.lbhf.gov.uk/Images/HSCSP2004181004_tcm21-44369.pdf

* Ibid.
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closer to 50 families. He said, ‘I burnt out.” Local authority foster
carers complained they could never get hold of social workers in
an emergency (or any other time).

All this comes at a price. Private foster care is almost three
times as expensive as local authority provision. This puts the local
authority in a dilemma. Should they or should they not use
independent fostering providers? On one hand they want to fulfil
Government targets. On the other hand they cannot afford to do
so. Caught in-between is the child in care.

Private agencies have another great advantage: the ability to
find the right carers at short notice. In an emergency, they
produce. However once the emergency has abated, local
authorities fret at the expense. If a local authority carer suddenly
has a bed, the temptation is to move the child and save money.
This is despite the fact the child might have formed that bond
crucial to its future happiness and success.

Kev and Tracy; and Spike and Shane

Two foster families with an independent fostering provider
described the effect this had on them and the children they had
taken in. Their experience incidentally exposed the euphemisms
we employ around children in care. Here I learnt exactly what is
meant by ‘sexual abuse’ and a ‘chaotic’ home life.

Kev was a small, wiry man in a singlet. He sported tattoos, two
earrings in one ear, sunglasses pushed on top of his shaven head and
a heavy gold bracelet. He said, ‘I look after my lads. They mean
everything to me.” His wife, Tracy, blond and round-faced in
leggings and a T-shirt, described the council’s reaction when she
successfully fostered two boys, Spike and Shane, then aged seven and
nine.

Spike and Shane’s mother was a drug addict who funded her
habit by selling her small sons for sex — often to groups of men.
The boys claimed abuse and the mother was prosecuted. Before
the trial, the boys went through seven different placements, even
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being returned to their mother before arriving at Tracy and Kev’s.
At the trial, the mother was cleared. Courts are still reluctant to
believe a mother can abuse her own children. Spike’s social
worker, for example, had been convinced of the mother’s
innocence by her reaction on first hearing the allegations. She had
run out of the back door and vomited. ‘As if that proved
anything,” snorted Tracy.

Tracy had counted ten different professionals in court. But at
the end of the trial, ‘All those professionals went away and left me
to deal with the after-effects on my own.’

The abuse had left both boys small for their age. Shane who
was then seven looked more like a three-year-old. The boys could
not sleep for nightmares unless Tracy sat on a chair between
them, with the light on, watching their faces. Even the most
innocent activities became a torment. At every meal, the boys cried
and vomited. Swallowing recalled the countless blowjobs they had
been forced to give as toddlers. A cold reduced Shane to hysteria.
Blowing his nose brought back the memory of men pinching his
nose as they came to ensure he swallowed hard.

Four years later life with Kev and Tracy had transformed the
two boys. The 13-year-old Shane entered a room full of strangers,
confident and articulate. Still very small for his age, he had spiked,
gelled hair and wore a T shirt from New York and a gold necklace
and ring. He explained, ‘I always thought it was my fault those
things were done to me. I felt like I was dirty, a bit of rubbish.
Then when I came to live with Kev and Tracy, I felt I was worth
something. I grew to love my new Mum and Dad.” Now he wants
to go to university and be a barrister, ‘So I can help children who
have been through my experience to fight cases. But unlike what
happened to us, I want to make sure they win and put the abusers
in prison so it can’t happen anymore.’

How did the council react to this success story? Money was
their principal concern. They paid their own foster carers £200 a
week. They had to pay the private fostering agency £700 a week
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for every placement, of which Tracy and Kev received £350 a
week. For four years the council ‘blackmailed’ Tracy and Kev to
leave the independent fostering provider and foster for them
directly. First of all they threatened to remove the boys. That only
stopped when a forensic psychologist assessed Spike and said that
a sustained attachment to his carer was crucial to preventing him
from becoming an abuser himself. They then tried to get Tracy to
take out a permanent order — one step from adoption.

A permanent order would have given Tracy parental authority
over the boys. For the council, it was even more attractive. It fulfils
a worthwhile Government target — the number of children in
long-term placements. More importantly it would have removed
the independent fostering provider from the equation and
allowed the council to pay Tracy directly and at the much reduced
rate of £100 a week. As one social worker said, ‘It lets Social
Services halve payments and take away support.” Tracy would
have lost the outings, therapy and social worker not to mention
the income provided by the independent fostering provider. One
social worker explained, ‘It looks like a great performance target
but in terms of helping a young person to heal — no, it is not a
good target.’

Tracy said, ‘Even now the pressure from the local authority has
never really let up. When I started, I was all misty eyed. I thought
everything would be done in the best interests of the child. In fact
it is always in the best interests of the local authority. The child
comes a very poor second.” As Kev remarked, ‘Money shouts the
loudest.’

Jake, Sting and their sisters
Bill and Jackie had a similar experience when they fostered two
brothers then aged 14 and 17. The boys and their sisters had been
taken into care as an emergency placement.

Jake, Sting and their sisters were the children of a drug-dealer
and part of a large, extended family infamous in their town for
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drug-dealing, violence and incest. Their mother had left when
Jake was seven. The children grew up in a flat with never fewer
than 20 people dropping in to buy drugs and drink coffee
throughout the day and night. ‘It was a B&B for them,” explained
Sting.  Schizophrenics came regularly to exchange their
medication for drugs which their father took and sold. Jake
described his youngest sister, then aged four, toddling up to her
father with the first spiff she had ever made herself. Proudly she
held it up to him, ‘Breakfast Daddy,” she announced.

So desperate were the children to escape the flat that they
joined several social clubs — including their local choir and scouts.
Jake adored school, ‘Primary school was excellent. I didn’t miss a
day.” Back home, he enjoyed setting his brother and sisters 100
general knowledge questions, “They always asked for it,” he said
proudly.

The father soon had his sons on drugs. Sting said, ‘He told us
drugs were good for us and he was a good Dad for giving us the
experience. We weren’t allowed to tell no one what happened in
our family. That’s the way he brought us up. We were never
allowed to have friends. We only had ourselves. All of us were one
person, we were that close.’

When the police raided the flat, they found a gun but not the
drugs which their father had hidden in the freezer stored in a
tobacco tin and covered in curry powder. He had been earning
£2,000 a week but then fell out with a drug-dealer and his two
side kicks who ‘punched the hell out of him in front of me,
recalled Jake. He explained that in his home town, ‘they take you
out into the countryside, tie you to a tree and set you alight.’

In fear of his life, their Dad shut himself and the kids in the flat
for weeks. To make it look as if they had run away, they drew the
curtains and sat in silence in the dark. Pots of boiling water were
set on the kitchen worktops in case the men came for their Dad.
When the water cooled, ‘we kids kept on having to replace it.’
Finally they fled to London with just a few clothes, photographs
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and certificates of achievement from their headmaster, ‘my Dad
loved keeping them.’

In London his father started dealing again. What was the routine
in this ‘chaotic’ household? “The routine was...” Sting paused, “There
was no routine.” Sometimes there was nothing to eat. On a couple of
occasions they ate cornflakes for breakfast lunch and dinner. When
they came back from school, ‘if Dad was on drugs, we joined him.’
They took drugs and played computer games all night. “‘We even
took drugs on school nights,” Sting added.

Jake was now delivering drugs for his Dad. ‘T was his best mate,’
said Jake, ‘he encouraged me to take coke and kept me up all
night.” In the morning, ‘I used to take a line of speed just to get me
to school. My school work was still good.” Then the father took to
‘going through’ to their eldest sister, Rose. Jake stayed up all night
in an effort to guard her. At 5am, he admitted sorrowfully, sleep
would overcome him. His father would wait then slip past, ‘in the
hour before school.” Sting took over trying to protect Rose at
weekends because, as Jake said, ‘I was knackered. Sting added,
‘Summer holidays were the worst.” Finally, in the middle of his
mock GCSEs — in which he got good grades — Jake did something
extraordinary. He ‘shopped’ his father, ‘his best mate’, to the police.

The father was found guilty and jailed. Jake swore to Rose that if
she testified, they would all be safe and kept together. It proved an
empty promise. Their local authority suddenly had their childcare
budget thrown into disarray. They had several siblings in emergency
accommodation with a private fostering agency each costing £700 a
week. Their solution was to track down the children’s mother. She
was an unfit alcoholic living on benefits Jake recalls. But, for the
council, she had one overwhelming virtue. Once the children were
back with her, they would not cost the council a penny.

At that point the girls were just down the road from their
brothers with another foster carer and they saw each other every
day. Sting and the girls decided to return to their old flat to pick
up their personal belongings. A social worker accompanied the
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children. As they left, the social worker told the children to come
back to his office with him.

The social worker sat the children at a table. He said he was
giving them a choice. Either the council would split the children
up and put each with a different carer in a different part of
London. At this point everyone ‘was crying around the table’ — the
relationship between the siblings was the only thing they had. Or,
and here was the good news, he had traced their mother and they
could talk to her on the telephone. Sting recalled, ‘It had been
traumatic to go back in the flat and then to be told that. He didn’t
ask us about our relationship with our mother.” Without further
explanation or preparation, ‘there was mum on the phone.” Sting
said bitterly, ‘It was emotional blackmail.” The youngest could not
even remember her but agreed to go if it meant staying together.

The attempt by Social Services to place them somewhere they
did not want to go left Sting and Jake anxious and angry. Life
with their new foster parents, Bill and Jackie, was proving a
revelation. Sting recalled their arrival. They had been driven for
two hours out of London with no idea where they were going.
The sisters were dropped off first at their foster home. They were
upset to leave their brothers and were crying, ‘I don’t like that
road even now,” said Jake. Then they turned into Bill and Jackie’s
street. As the boys drew up outside the comfortable, suburban
house, they saw a lamp on in the living room and a big family
portrait. ‘It looked real cosy and warm,’ recalled Jake. Inside, ‘we
met mum and we were shown our bedrooms. It was all the colours
I had ever wanted.’

The next morning he woke up, walked downstairs and met Bill
and Jackie’s four grown-up children and their grandchildren.
They sat down together for Sunday lunch. Sting and Jake had
never sat at a table for a meal before. “That was good,” they
reminisced — or eaten roast beef or Yorkshire pudding. “We had
never had that before’. Later on Jackie offered them a chocolate
bar and rented a film. As Jake sat watching it, eating his chocolate

24



FOSTER CARE

and surrounded by this new family he recalled thinking, “There’s
a life to live now.’

Over the coming weeks, the hardest part was getting the boys
into a normal eating and sleeping pattern. They could not believe
they could eat what they wanted, when they wanted. Jackie
recalled, ‘For a long time they had a real difficulty about eating.
They felt guilty because they had always gone without in order to
give what there was to their sisters.” Lack of food and too many
drugs meant they were both under size. At 17, Jake resembled an
11-year-old and weighed just six stone.

They were also coming off drugs. Jake was relaxing for the first
time from the responsibility of caring for his siblings. Night after
night for seven weeks, Jackie sat up with them talking and
listening, ‘about what had happened and discussing what was
normal. They did not know what was normal. They had been so
brainwashed and isolated by their Dad.” Sting, for example, barely
spoke because every time he opened his mouth, his father had
struck him. Jake recalled, ‘the stability and those talks helped me
more than anything.’

Social Services, on the other hand, ‘made it worse’. As Jake
said, they ‘done my head in.” During this critical period, the
brothers had no help from Social Services and, indeed, five
changes of social worker. Before she left, one told Jake, ‘Your files
are a pure mess’. Jake explained, ‘Stuff was missing. They put in
new stuff to cover their backs.” At the same time they threatened
to move the boys. Sting said, ‘We did not know what would
happen to us from day to day.” Jake said, ‘How could we start to
have a life, if we were going to be taken back again?’

The local authority blamed Jackie because she supported the
boys’ fight to stay. They accused her of being ‘unprofessional’ and
getting ‘emotionally involved.” As she said, “What was I supposed
to do? Who else was helping those kids? Certainly not them.” She
went on, ‘How can Social Services take a child that has been
abused then add to that abuse?’
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A social worker did finally visit the boys. It was not to offer help.
Jake took her up to his room, ‘Isn’t it nice,” he said but she was not
interested. Instead she asked, ‘What nationality are you?’ Jake,
perplexed, told her he was British. The social worker picked him
up, ‘You don’t say you are Welsh? That’s your heritage, your ethnic
background. You should want to go back there. When you are
older you will regret it.” As Jake said, “They tried every form of
emotional blackmail to get us to go back.” The two brothers even
wrote to Tony Blair pleading for help but he merely forwarded
their letter to Social Services ‘which made things a lot worse.’

Sting was so upset that he threatened to commit suicide. He
said the only way he would leave Bill and Jackie was, ‘in a box’.
Jackie’s GP referred the brothers to a psychiatrist who affirmed
Jake might indeed commit suicide if moved as he had witnessed so
much violence in his life. Social Services backed off. When Jake
did eventually get therapy, ‘It was not my past I talked about, it
was what Social Services were doing to me. They were like a cold
bayonet in the stomach.’

Rose and her sisters moved back to their mother. Social
Services told the brothers that Rose would receive therapy once in
a ‘stable placement’ — in other words back with her mother. She
never did. Social Services promised to pay for the boys to visit
their sisters three times a year. They never have. The mother told
the girls that their brothers did not care about them anymore.
Rose has left her mother and is now living in a hostel.

Spike, Will, Jake and Sting are success stories. It is despite, not
because, of the system. They succeeded because their foster
parents, all ordinary individuals, demonstrated heroic qualities.
They loved and stuck to their children and fought Social Services
to keep them. They deserve rewards and honours. They have
received nothing. Indeed, instead of backing these exceptional
people, the various local authorities did everything possible to
hinder them.
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Without the help of these foster parents, what would have
happened to the four boys? In all probability, they would have
followed the same route as the majority of young people in care.
They would have moved from home to home, their behaviour
deteriorating, their trust in adults diminishing until they ended
up in prison, on drugs or in a psychiatric unit, and, in the case of
Spike and Will, possibly sexual abusers of children themselves.

The price of their failure, the cost of the secure unit, drug
treatment, therapy - not to mention the expense of police
investigations, court cases and imprisonment — is never calculated.
As one social worker remarked, ‘“The child is off our books. He
will turn up later in the system but not at our expense.’

The rehabilitation of the boys has not brought any benefits to
the councils. It has not offset the cost of using private foster care.
The social worker went on, “‘What can’t be measured is a good
relationship.” A good relationship has saved these four boys, saved
future victims and put a full stop to a cycle of deprivation and
abuse —in Sting and Jake’s case, a cycle that is known to have gone
on through generations of their family.

‘Love hedged with rules and qualifications’

These young men were fortunate in their foster parents. If even
exceptional foster parents found their hands tied by bureaucracy,
imagine the effect on the less motivated. Carers and young people
alike complained that too many regulations made it hard for that
all-important love and trust to develop.

Children in care desperately need love. But what they get is a
love hedged with rules and qualifications or ‘safe caring’ as it is
called. This is because local authorities are eager to protect
children from abuse by foster carers, and to protect foster carers
from unfounded accusations of abuse by children. A carer cannot
perform the simplest jobs of parenting from putting on a sticking
plaster to reading a story in bed. One carer complained, ‘I am not
supposed to give Calpol or cough syrup. The local authority
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expects me to take the child to the doctor every time he has a
cough or graze in case he is allergic to sticking plaster and the
parents sue!’ Allegations of sexual abuse mean a bedtime story
cannot be read in bed — but on a sofa in the living room.

At a Foster Carers Support Group, the majority of the
conversation was centred, not on the children and their problems,
but on possible pitfalls for foster parents. The emphasis was all on
preparing for future hostilities rather than building trust. Carers
keep a daily log recording the child’s behaviour and any ‘incidents’,
which the children have a right to read. Each week, children had to
sign a Clothing Allowance and pocket money receipt to prove foster
parents had not kept the money for themselves. ‘You are supposed
to be treating these children as your own,” said one foster parent.
‘But you can’t,’ rejoined another.

Hair was another problem. Foster carers had to get permission
from social workers for a change of hair style - ‘if you can get hold
of the social worker, if the child has a social worker’. One carer
recalled her boy arriving with his hair matted and full of lice.
Before she could do anything, Social Services had to agree. ‘It
drives you up the wall,” she said. A foster father asked, ‘A hair style
is not such a hazardous thing? Why is the Government making
such a big deal?’

They complained of the need to get Social Services’ permission
for school trips. ‘By the time they have signed the form, the school
trip has come and gone,” or a police check for every member of the
family if their child was invited to a sleep over. Another said sadly,
‘Everything has to be so safe and documented and so completely
impersonalised that the child ends up getting no loving.” One
woman described how her little girl, like most children, hopped into
bed with her for a cuddle in the mornings. This was strictly
forbidden but the foster mother held strong views. The child had
been sexually abused. The carer explained, ‘I think it’s important
she gets lots of hugs that have nothing to do with sex.’
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Another foster carer said, ‘If they entrust the child to us, then
they should trust us to be good parents.” Stacy interviewed by
Barnardo’s Policy and Research Unit on behalf of Brent Council
understood why there are rules to discourage touching within the
care system but felt strongly, ‘they should do something about that
because there’s really a whole, big, fat lack of love and affection in
the care system, it’s just dry.”

Children desperate for stability have their cases reviewed every
six months by some local authorities who refuse to sign long-term
agreements with foster carers. This can go on for years. “What
does that mean to me?’ demands the young person. ‘It means,’
says the exasperated foster parent,’ that you are staying six
months but who knows after that.’

Molly explained she had looked after a little girl called Celine
from the age of two years. She said, “The local authority promised
it was permanent.” Celine had been sexually abused in a previous
placement. Her behaviour could be unpredictable. ‘But nothing
you wouldn’t expect after what she went through. I knew if she
stayed with me we could sort it out together.” Molly asked Social
Services for advice and some respite care. ‘I thought this was
sensible as a single mother with a challenging child. I never
dreamt it would be used against me.” Then Molly got a new link
worker with whom she did not get on. The link worker decided
otherwise. Molly said, ‘She had no understanding of the progress
Celine has made in five years. She did not look at the files. She
just took umbrage against me.’

The link worker claimed Celine’s ‘needs were not being met’.
Social Services held a case review without informing Molly. “The
first I knew about it was when the link worker arrived and said
they were moving Celine, ‘in a planned way’. Molly was
devastated. She and Celine had been together for five years,
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‘Celine loved me and called me Mum. There was just nothing I
could do.” She begged friends to come and pack up Celine’s
things, ‘I couldn’t cope. It was like a death for me.” Two social
workers arrived and dragged the child away. Molly said, ‘She
screamed and screamed. I have not seen or heard anything about
my little girl since.’

‘You will be taken to respite and you know you don’t come
back from there’

Local authorities might undermine the relationship between a foster
carer and their child. However they pour resources into ensuring
contact with the birth family. This is a statuary duty. Under Human
Rights legislation, parents must have the chance to form a
relationship with their children. Of course everyone wants a child to
get on well with its parents. But as one social worker remarked, ‘It’s a
crazy system. One moment the child is in such peril we have to
remove them from their parents. The next day we are arranging
contact’. Professionals complained that too often contact was
implemented without taking into account the family or the
personalities. As a contact organiser put it, ‘Social Services should get
a lot tougher a lot sooner with those families where it is obviously not
going to work and put more effort into those that could.’

She gave an example of a young mother on heroin whose new-
born baby had been taken into care. The mother and father were
asked to come in three times a week and spend two hours with the
baby. It was a very traumatic two hours. The mother frequently
threw a scene, sometimes attacking the father. Often the police
have to be called. The contact organiser explained, “This
continues week after week despite the fact these parents don’t
have a hope of ever getting that baby back.” She went on, “The
money for these contacts keeps coming in and pays for things that
don’t change anything.’

One foster carer noticed her little boy always returned deeply
distressed from contact with his mother. He bit and kicked his
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carer and peed over the carpet. She questioned the social worker
about the meeting. The social worker had no idea because he had
not actually gone. It was attended by a social worker provided by
an agency who had failed to report back. The foster carer offered
to take the little boy herself. The social worker insisted the child
and the mother were each escorted by their own agency worker.
‘It’s like an imperial guard and they all have to be co-ordinated!
said the carer. She went on, ‘Each time it’s a different agency
worker which upsets Wayne.’

Wayne continued to throw a tantrum before each contact but
insisted on going. Then the carer discovered the mother was
showering Wayne with presents. She told the social worker and the
presents stopped but not before the social worker had explained
why to Wayne. ‘He thought I was horrible so that did not help.’
Wayne now complained his Mum made him play a game which
ended in him touching, ‘her boobs.” The carer rang the social
worker who, as usual, had not received the report of the meeting
from the agency worker. The report eventually arrived but made
no mention of anything inappropriate. The carer wanted to
question the agency worker herself but he had returned to his
home country. The next contact went ahead as usual.

The carer discovered the family courts had awarded the
mother contact. ‘Until I came along, it had never been questioned.
No one stops and asks whose benefit is this for? Certainly not
Wayne’s.’

A social worker insisted Spike and Shane, the two boys sold by
their mother for sex, have contact with their mother and elder
brother who had sexually abused them. When the boys refused,
Spike recalled the social worker shouting at them, ‘If you carry on
with this behaviour you will be taken to respite and you know you
don’t come back from there.” Tracy, Spike’s foster mother, sniffed.
‘So rude,” she said, ‘I had to tick her off for talking to the boys like
that.’
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The meeting between Spike, Shane, his mother, elder brother
and the social worker went ahead in a Little Chef just before
Christmas. Afterwards they all returned to the mother’s flat. The
social worker, obviously cheered by all this family interaction, let
the mother take Spike into her bedroom to fetch their gifts. She
immediately threw her son onto the bed amongst the Christmas
presents, hitting him and threatening to kill his foster parents.
Spike’s foster mother was furious, ‘From then on they were that
afraid. They kept on saying, “Mum (It was noticeable in the
interview that Spike called his real mother by her Christian name
and his foster carer, ‘Mum’) there’s someone watching us from the
Contact with their

EI)

bushes. There’s a man following us in a car.
mother ‘undid the good work of months.’

The contact organiser complained that local authorities refuse
to describe what they hoped to achieve from these meetings. They
set targets purely on, ‘through-put.” She said, ‘it just drags on and
on and is awful for the children.’

Young people in care are desperate for affection and stability.
But even their best option only provides it in patches. The
University of Kent followed up 596 children all of whom had been
in foster care in 1998. By 2001 only 40% were still in care. Nine
out of ten of those aged 15 and over were no longer living with
their foster carers. This is just one year after the Care Leavers Act
came into force. But the numbers are still startling. Disruption was
a risk even for those who had been with the same carer for some
time — especially so in the teenage years. 41 — or 7% - of the young
people had simply disappeared. *

* The University of York. ‘York Research on Foster Care and Adoption’.
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CHAPTER THREE

CARE HOMES

On a rainy summer’s day i Wales a 14-year-old girl was
standing on a high rock. Staff from the Children’s Home were
daring her to leap into the lake below. Toyah has been a
prostitute and heroin addict since the age of 11. Now she was
attending an outward bound course run by a Children’s Home
in Wales. In full make up and large, hoop earrings, she hardly
looked dressed for the high jump. Beneath her wetsuit, she wore
a frilly pink G-string and a pink top on which was written, ‘I
have to be a Bitch to live with a Bastard like you’ — a present,
she explained, from her pimp.

Finally Toyah leapt. She surfaced spluttering with excitement.
None of the other children had dared to do it. Back on shore she
ran about, screaming with triumph. The rain and swim had
washed away her make up to leave her face soft and child-like.
That evening, she told me, they were going to camp out and
cook sausages. I should join them. Abuse, I realised, had
deprived her of a childhood. She was just discovering what she
had missed. She said, ‘Before I was never happy unless I had
loads of drugs and sex. I thought that was the only way to enjoy
myself. I did not know you could be happy just doing things.’
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CHILDREN USUALLY END UP in a Home after foster care has failed.
The director of a Social Services department explained the
progression.

Except in cases of severe physical and sexual abuse, the local
authority tries to keep the child with the family by offering
support. If that fails, the child is moved in with a member of the
extended family, then with a local authority foster carer and, if
they cannot cope, a foster carer with a private agency. If the
child’s behaviour continues to be unmanageable, they are moved
to a Children’s Home. Then, if they are a danger to themselves
and others, they enter secure accommodation. Each stage costs
more than the last.

The social service manager insisted, ‘Price does come into it but
it is not the deciding factor’. The young people have disrupted so
many places, it is more a case ‘of who will take them.” For many
young people in care, Children’s Homes are their last chance
before secure accommodation.

Children’s Homes and secure units account for 11% of children
in care or about 7,000 children in 2004. After a series of
paedophile scandals, local authorities closed their larger
Children’s Homes and switched to specialist private care. In
March 2000, for example, there were 12 police investigations
going on into alleged abuse in Children’s Homes in London
alone.”

In a debate in the House of Lords, Baroness Howe of Idlicote
and chairman of an inner London juvenile court for 20 years,
recalled discovering, ‘that we had often been sending already
physically and sexually abused and disturbed children to be
further sexually abused in those homes.” She felt a ‘very real sense
of responsibility’ for what happened to those children.*

2 The Economist, 4 March 2000.
% Hansard, 9 February 2005.
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Sexual abuse is, hopefully, rarer than in Baroness Howe’s day.
Nonetheless Children’s Homes still contribute to the failure of the
care system. How is this happening? And should we still be feeling
a, ‘very real sense of responsibility’ for sending children to them?

The old Care Homes held a broad mix of children. Now, with
the majority of children fostered, Care Homes contain, as one
Social Services director put it, ‘a small, select group of very
troubled people.” The average number of children in a home is
just six.

They may be small in number, but quite what a challenge these
children present I discovered on a canoeing trip organised by a
Children’s Home. My partner was a 14-year-old girl, up next day in
court for Grievous Bodily Harm. Angeline was slim and neat. She
wore glasses and her blond hair in a pony tail. She was not good at
steering and we were progressing in slow circles. Despite her
appearance, she had attacked a male carer at her previous Home.

She explained that she had been on the telephone one evening
when ‘this bloke says to finish the conversation.” Angeline was
allowed to use the phone up to 9.30pm. It was only ten past eight.
He pulled out the extension lead. ‘My mate was still on the other
end,” said Angeline, outraged. She punched the man in the face.
He tried to restrain Angeline but, as she remarked, ‘he had no
restraining technique. I have been restrained for eight years so 1
know all about restraining.’

She went on, ‘I lifted him onto my back then knocked him on
the floor and kicked the shit out of him. When he tried to put a
hand around my neck, I bit it.” Afterwards she went outside for a
smoke. A fight always calmed her down. Then the police turned
up and arrested her. She paused from paddling to explain, ‘I have
been in loads of Children’s Homes and have had a warrant out for
my arrest.” On another occasion she had smashed up a kitchen
and staff room. It had taken six policemen to hold her down. One
had said to her, ‘You can be a really strong little bitch when you
want to be.” Angeline saw that as a compliment.
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She had found a solution to her outbursts: ‘a friend advised me
to try self-harm. So instead of getting a criminal charge, I slice my
arm and I feel better, you know, calm.’

She sliced her arms because of ‘the amount of shit I been put
through and the amount of shit Social Services put me through.
Then they ask me why I self-harm?” Her boyfriend said he did not
like her scarring herself. He told her to write to him when she felt
violent. ‘So I write him six-page letters. I met him in secure last
February. He’s just got transferred to prison because he’s over 16
now.’

She had been in care for eight years, ‘No foster family will put
up with my behaviour. There’s no point in getting to know people
because they just get taken away from me. I might give it a try
then they just go away.’

She had had no idea she was coming to a Children’s Home in
the countryside or when or where she would be moved next. She
was lonely, she said. It was hard to make friends when you kept on
being moved and Social Services insisted on vetting them. ‘I want to
be with young people who have had the same experiences as me.
Can you see me socialising with a normal kid who has two parents
and visits their grandparents at weekend? Don’t make me laugh.’

She owned a hamster and a guinea pig who suffered frequent
‘accidents’. She lent forward over her paddle, recalling the trips to
the vet and relishing the attention she had received. After the
hamster ‘fell’ off the bed, the vet told her to let it die in peace.
Angeline was not having that. ‘She was proper struggling for her
life, ‘she explained. ‘I carried her around in my handbag or in me
pocket. I took her everywhere with me so she wasn’t on her own.’
After that Social Services refused to let her keep pets. Angeline
was indignant. ‘If I hated animals, why did I spend £80 taking
them to the vets?’ I asked who had not let her down, ‘My teddy
bear,” she said. We made another circle, ‘Why are we fucking
going nowhere?’ she said. Angeline is now pregnant.
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Devon, like Angeline, had just arrived in his Home when I sat
next to him at lunch. He was 13, had large green eyes, three studs
in one ear, and a Mohican hair cut. He was one of four brothers,
all at risk. ‘I have been drunk, been stoned, been laid,” he
announced, ‘I have done it all.” He described picking up a smaller
child at school and hurling him through a pair of double doors
which Devon then slammed on the teacher, coming to help. He
recalled the kid’s distress, ‘crawling away.” His conversation was
centred on death and pain, ‘Our body is dying minute by minute,’
he said with relish. ‘I know about death, you see. I tried to commit
suicide when I was ten.’

These are the kind of young people with whom Children’s
Homes now have to deal. ‘Every day,” said the head of one, ‘is
dominated by a power struggle with the child. They have a
pseudo-maturity and want control. They battle with everyone and
anyone to get it. You have to negotiate with them.’

He pointed out that the children had been so ‘chaotically
parented’ that they lacked any moral sense. “They don’t think
anything they do has any bearings on outcomes.” The same
behaviour earned them a slap one day, the next a £5 note. The
Head of another Children’s Home emphasised, ‘these kids need to
know where they are. If they overstep, there must be
consequences.” Too often parents and those in authority rewarded
their bad behaviour with lots of attention — and ignored them
when they behaved well. To reverse this needs money,
experienced staff and time. The head of Devon’s Home said, ‘My
aim is to intercept the cycle of deprivation.’

‘Buy a place at Eton eight times over’

Money is an issue when a week’s stay in Toyah’s home costs a local
authority £4,000 a child and weekly fees in other Homes range
from £3,000 to £6,500. These children require a high level of
supervision. Toyah, when not jumping into a lake, lived in a
cottage on her own with staff on duty day and night. The cost
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continues to rise. Between 1999 and 2004, unit costs increased in
privately run Children’s Homes by 45% and in local authority
provision by 28%.* The Local Government Association points to
‘cost pressures, particularly in relation to residential care and
agency foster care.’®

Despite the difficulties, residential Children’s Homes are a
growth business as the journalist, Polly Toynbee, discovered when
she received a prospectus from Catalyst Investment Group. Two
to three children costing £3,000 a week will be, ‘producing an
estimated pre-tax profit in excess of £100,000 a year per house.’
Badly behaved children, costing a council £6,500 a week, earned
the company a million pounds a year profit after an outlay of just
£120,000. When Polly Toynbee asked the Catalyst broker why
councils agreed to such high profits, he admitted, ‘I don’t really
understand why myself.™!

These sums, as Polly Toynbee pointed out, would buy a place
at Eton eight times over. Or a place at Eton with a full-time
personal mentor and intensive psychotherapy. Or a room at the
Ritz with a full-time private tutor. With such poor outcomes for
young people in care, why is so much money being spent with so
little effect? And why are councils not asking for better returns on
our money?

‘It can fuck up your mind’

Care homes, whether run by a private company or a local
authority, suffer from one major drawback. They have no means
of controlling their charges. They are unable to keep young
people safe in the Home or to stop them wandering off. One
community resettlement worker explained, ‘young people are
very up on their rights” Even when their behaviour is

* . Local Government Association, The facts — looking afler vulnerable

children, 2005.
Local Government Association, Social service finance 2004/05, 2005.
31 The Guardian, 28 January 2005.
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‘outlandish’, what can the Care Home do if the young person
refuses to engage and the staff lack the personality or inclination
to enforce discipline? The resettlement worker explained, ‘I have
found myself in some tremendously violent situations because of a
lack of policy.

This lack of discipline makes Care Homes dangerous places —
sometimes as dangerous as the homes from which children have
been removed.

In Scotland, for example, local authorities have seen significant
increases in the numbers of assaults between children. In 2004,
figures obtained from more than half of Scotland’s 32 councils
showed there were more than 400 incidents of children attacking
other children in the same Care Homes — a rise of 30% in four
years — and 1,191 incidents of children assaulting staff. Of the
assaults between young people last year, 80 involved physical
violence, seven involved a weapon and 28 threw an object. Police
were called out 2,025 times.*?

As well as young people in Care Homes, I talked to many who
have since left. Their main concern was the lack of discipline in
the homes which they interpreted as a lack of care and interest in
the child.

Jane is small and blond and lives in a hostel. Her step-father
beat her with a belt when she was a toddler. At five, her mother
abandoned Jane and her twin brother and then went on to have
twin boys by her own brother. “They are both autistic and have to
go to hospital every day,” explained Jane who was then put in a
Home, ‘I was one of those little kids just shoved anywhere.’

Jane was clear why her Home had not been successful, ‘People
couldn’t be bothered to discipline you. The other children were
running out of the door and everything.” Just like her home life,
‘they used to come along and just hit you with things.’” She
enjoyed playing cricket but some children used the bats to smack

82 Evening Times online, 16 May 2005.
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each other on the head, ‘so we can’t play no more cricket.” She
also recalled the gym which was also off limits because the staff
were, ‘afraid we were going to fall off. It was rubbish.” However
fears for the children’s safety did not extend to bedtime. Jane was
indignant. ‘Normal people get read a good night story at night,’
but in her Home the staff, ‘just shut the bedroom door and locked
it.” She rarely got much sleep because of kids, ‘jumping on my bed
all night long.’

A 19-year-old boy, now living in a hostel, recalled being taken
into care at the age of eight when his mother suffered a nervous
breakdown. ‘She was crying and we were dragged away from her.’
He too complained at being locked up at night with other
children. “The staff sat at reception with their backs to the
bedrooms. I was only eight but I nearly got raped by an older boy.
Luckily I was big for my age and I beat him up. I saw lots of stuff
there I shouldn’t have. It was not a good place. It can fuck up
your mind.” He was clear what should have happened, “They need
more staff and they need to watch carefully.” Or as young people
told the charity Voice for the Child in Care, residential workers
should ‘spend more time with young people and stop cotchin
[hanging around] in the office.”

When I met Jason he was on the run from the police after biting
off the ear of a bouncer. He is 22, a crack addict and has already
been in prison for robbery. His mother is a crack addict and a
prostitute and he started taking drugs to please her. At four, he
watched his step-father attempt to murder his mother in the kitchen
with a rolling pin. ‘I seen blood spattered everywhere.” The step-
father also beat up Jason. When the step-father came out of prison,
Social Services insisted that the mother choose between her
husband and her son. She chose her husband and Jason was put
into care.

% Voice for the Child in Care, Young People..., 2004.
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What did the Care Home offer this troubled child? More of the
same. ‘It was violent in the Children’s Home, he recalled, ‘they
are supposed to take care of you but they don’t give a shit, you get
me? They don’t do nothing. At the end of the day, they go home
at night. We don’t.” At eight, Jason started smoking weed in his
room and shop-lifting food, ‘Anyway you don’t get no food in the
home because the big lads snatch it all so you have to do for
yourself. The kids have to grow up fast, learn the street because
other kids stab you in the back. We been brought up violent, rape
and shit like that, get abused, sick shit like that. We got a different
attitude because we been brought up violent.’

Not only are many Care Homes unable to enforce discipline,
they cannot stop their charges leaving. A social worker from South
London explained that a Children’s Home was not a prison or a
secure unit. ‘You cannot stop a 15-year-old from walking out of
the door and straight back into their old life on the street.’

A number of private Children’s Homes have solved this
problem by siting themselves in remote countryside. The majority
of their charges are from the inner cities and are ‘spooked’ by
roads with no street lights. Runaway children have to trudge
down country lanes with nothing but sheep and fields to provide
distraction. Most only tried it once.

The director of one Home explained what happens. When a
child opens an outside door at night, an alarm goes off. The
member of staff on duty will go down and talk to her. With no
locks on the doors, persuasion is all he has to keep the child in
care. If talk does not do the trick, and she still insists on leaving,
the member of staff will try another tack. ‘Well, at least have some
tea and biscuits before you go,” he says. Usually by the time they
have drunk their tea, they are happy to return to bed. However if
they still insist on going out, the member of staff will fetch his coat,
‘T'll come with you,” he offers, ‘I could do with a walk.’

This is a good Home with well-trained and motivated staff. Too
many Homes are not so well run. The damage done both to the
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individual and to society by this lack of discipline is incalculable.
Six months after entering a Children’s Home, 40% of young
people with no previous cautions or convictions had received
one.” The young man convicted of murdering Damilola Taylor
was then a 12-year-old living in a Care Home in Peckham where
‘there was little if no discipline and it was far from secure,” as
Victor Temple QC pointed out in court. ‘For much of the time he
could come and go as he pleased.™

One MP explained that, in his constituency, six children in a
private Care Home generated 23% of the crime figures. They all
came from an inner city borough. Inner city authorities with no
suitable places locally send young people to private Care Homes
elsewhere. This might be many miles away. Social workers from
the borough are meant to visit regularly but, went on the MP, they
‘don’t monitor how kids are getting on.” At the same time the local
authorities of the area to which the children have been sent, are
unaware of their existence until they start appearing in front of
the local magistrate — Homes housing six children or fewer do not
require planning permission. The children find themselves free to
come and go as they please and living with ‘several like-minded
children.” The MP went on: ‘it’s not surprising, they go off the
rails.’

‘Passed round like a fucking parcel’

The effect on the children is equally disastrous. Jason began
staying out over-night from his home in north London from the
age of nine. After a few nights away, the Home called the police.
When they brought him back, the staff shrugged. ‘Back are you?’
they remarked. As Jason said, “They don’t give a shit.” So then he
began to stay away for days at a time. At the age of ten, he moved
into a ticket box in Waterloo station. ‘I didn’t live like no tramp,’

34
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he told me, explaining how he would wash himself in the public
toilets. When it got cold, he sneaked into people’s houses.
Eventually he got a knife and took to crime, ‘Bad things I did for
money, he looked down, suddenly ashamed, “This is making me
sound bad.’

After a moment he went on earnestly, ‘it’s difficult to live if you
are not getting that love and affection. If you see a lot of evil, you
turn evil. If you see good, you turn good. It’s true man. I don’t
know one kid in care who done well.’

Jason might be a crack addict and on the run from the police
but he identified a lack of discipline with a lack of care and
commitment from the authorities. ‘You know if there is a caring
person. A caring person is on your case. When someone cares and
you don’t listen and walk away, they make you feel bad inside.
The staff in the Children’s Home don’t discipline you because
they don’t care. They just sat in their office or call the police. At
the end of the month, they get paid. Another kid, another
problem, that’s all it is.’

For girls this lack of care has additional consequences. 40% of
girls in care are aged between 10- and 15-years-old.*® A former
social worker said, ‘Social Services are not equipped either
ideologically or on a practical level to deal with adolescent girls’.
At least one in seven young women leaving care is pregnant or
already a mother.” At the same time, half of all prostitutes have
been in care. A former residential social worker who has worked
with prostitutes asked, ‘where is the strategy in place for these
teenage girls? When is someone going to put their head above the
parapet and say we have got to do something?’

For too many girls in care a lack of education means their only
career options are pregnancy and prostitution. ‘Boys do crime
and girls do sex,” was how one social worker put it. Girls from

% Department of Health, Children looked after in England 2001-2002, 2002.
37 Societyguardian, Working with children, 2006.
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stable backgrounds avoid pregnancy because they want
qualifications and a good job. The majority of girls in care cannot
think of ever obtaining either. They are brought up, said one
social worker, ‘not expecting to achieve and that’s what needs to
be tackled.” Jane explained that her route out of a ‘crummy room’
in a hostel was by getting pregnant. For many girls, a baby gives
them the same sense of value and purpose as a job — not to
mention the financial benefits and housing. After years of being
rejected, suddenly they have a role in society.

Even for those young people who have done well, the lure to
create the warm and loving family they never had can be
overwhelming. One woman described how her foster daughter,
Chloe, with whom she enjoys a close relationship, recently became
pregnant at 18. ‘From the minute she moved in with me as a
teenager, it was a battle to stop her getting pregnant. Her sisters
and mother had all got pregnant at 14. So I knew it was just a
matter of time.” Social Services forbade the foster mother from
giving Chloe advice on contraception, ‘So I used to leave leaflets
around in the hope she would pick them up.’

Chloe explained she has met a ‘lovely guy’ in a good job. Having
a baby was a way of putting right the past ‘madness’ of her life. She
went on, ‘I am now going to have my own family and care for them
as my foster parents cared for me and do everything the right way
and teach my Mum what parenting skills are.’

A lack of confidence and affection makes girls in care
vulnerable to exploitation. As one remarked, ‘I was looking for
love and that’s how I got on drugs and with my pimp.” They need
protection but who cares enough to provide it?

A former residential social worker explained what is going
wrong. She helped set up a ‘therapeutic’ Children’s Home for
girls between the ages of 12 and 17 who were deemed vulnerable
to sexual exploitation through prostitution. Despite this, the
Home was sited in the middle of a street dealing area. Within days
of the Home opening, local pimps began to hang around outside.
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They called out to the girls, flattering them and offering drugs for
free. ‘Spend some time with me and you can wear the bling bling,’
and ‘T’ll give you all the loving you’ve never had.” They know girls
in care are desperate for love and easy to manipulate into
prostitution.

Far from being in a place of safety, the girls now became
‘organised targets.” Every night, the care workers watched the cars
queue up and the girls run out to the men. ‘No one wanted to
restrain them,” explained the social worker sadly. These girls knew
the major players in the drug world. “They could be back to their
old network in minutes.” Despite all the money spent on the new
centre, ‘we did nothing to stop them continuing their old life.’

In a Children’s Home, Emma was painting stars on her nails.
She was considered such a risk that she lived on her own with two
members of staff with her at all times. A thin girl with a red streak
in her blond hair and a soft, pretty mouth, she never stopped
moving. She talked too loudly, her eyes darting like a trapped
animal, afraid of the next mood swing and where it would land
her. She took heroin, had worked as a prostitute and said of her
pimp, who she considered her boyfriend, ‘I know he’s unfaithful
but I am keeping my eye on him.” Emma was 14. She had been
taken into care at 11. In three years she had 14 placements. ‘I
have been passed about like a fucking parcel,” she said.

In her first Care Home she started staying out until 11pm with
a group of older girls. The late nights meant she dropped out of
school. Then she began to stay away altogether. Every day the
Home would ring and ask where she was. ‘I would say I was with
my mates.” The Home did not inform the police, ‘as long as I
stayed in contact.” Within three or four months, ‘I was on heroin
and doing my jobs.” For the first time, her eyes focused, ‘Now
don’t cry,’” she said impatiently.
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‘I was a right little terror until I got here’

Care Leavers were equally clear on what made a good Home. Two
middle-aged men now living in a hostel in Brixton recalled the
tasty food and the three Jamaican women who ran their local
Home (which has since closed down). The giant Rastafarian shook
his head. “They would all be on my case if I came home late.” One
Home I visited held meetings three times a day with all the
children. Those that had achieved something in the intervening
hours received praise and rewards. Those who had not, got jobs to
do. ‘I was a right little terror,” one admitted, ‘until I got here.’

An old-fashioned Care Home inspired enthusiasm from an
unlikely source. Walking down an alleyway in the West End of
London, Anita did not look like a homeless person. Her clothes
were clean. She wore a woollen hat pulled over clean hair and
carried a pink rucksack. She was on the way to the public
lavatories in Covent Garden to wash her underwear. Only rotting
front teeth and a stiff gait gave away her condition. She was a
heroin addict who had lost her four children. A few nights before,
she had been raped in that alleyway.

Care had taught her to survive on the streets, ‘A lot of people
couldn’t handle it. I have been on my own since 13.’

Anita tried to escape a violent father by attempting suicide at
13. She was taken into care and placed in a Children’s Home run
by nuns. She said, ‘I was happy there. There was no violence.’
Children who behaved well were allowed home at weekends. On
Fridays Anita always ‘tried to be a bad girl because I didn’t want to
leave.” She recalled the nuns were strict, ‘but they showed us love.’

The inmates earned pocket money and four cigarettes a day on
a point system. “They worked us hard. I was down on the floor
polishing and buffing the floors. But the more I worked, the more
money I got. It was a good system.” The nuns took them shopping
to buy new clothes. She said, ‘It was the happiest time of my life. If
only I had been allowed to stay until I was 19, my life would have
been a lot better. I was learning to become a hairdresser. All the
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girls who stayed got jobs and did well.” Instead at 16 her father
insisted she return home. After two months he started to beat her
again. Shortly after she ran away and ended up in a hostel,
pregnant with her first child.

Apart from discipline, the difference in Anita’s recollections of
her time in care is the attitude of the nuns. She felt they cared.
Certainly she received no care or guidance from any other adult
in her life.

‘I’d give you 2':p for the service’

Staft are crucial to institutions looking after the country’s most
difficult and troubled children. To deal with young people like
Angeline, Emma and Toyah, they need to be of the highest
calibre. This is hardly the case when salaries for a carer in a
Children’s Home are as low as £12,000 to £15,000 a year.

It is not just a lack of pay. There are over 680,000 managers
and staff working in residential care settings. Six years ago, 65%
had no relevant qualifications. One MP recalled finding four ex-
security guards from Sainsbury’s on duty in one Children’s Home
and two ex-bouncers from a local night-club in another. By 2005
the Government set a target that 50% of care staff should have a
relevant care qualification to NVQ level 2.** But as Lord Listowel
stated in a debate in the House of Lords: ‘we have not trained,
supported or remunerated those who care for those young
people, with dire consequence for them.™

NVQ level 2 is still a basic qualification. As one Care Home
director remarked, ‘I was trained as a psychiatric nurse and
worked with child murderers and arsonists but these kids are still
a challenge to me!” In Poland, for example, people working with
children must complete a three- to five-year degree course. ‘How
come,” said one director of a Children’s Home, ‘that these

3 CareandHealth, Children’s Care Finder, 2005.
% Hansard, 9 February 2005.
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countries are much poorer than us but still train their people?” He
always ‘leapt at the chance’ of employing graduates from Poland
and could not get enough of them.

Staff are meant to train on the job but this also causes
difficulties. The head of a Children’s Home pointed out, “‘Who is
meant to care for the children in the staff member’s absence?
Training eats into their time with the kids. It causes an awful
conflict.’

Poor pay and a stressful job lead to a high turnover of staff.
20% to 30% of staff in the Children’s Homes I visited depart every
year. “That is the norm,’ I was told. The average stay of a member
of staff is just nine months. This means few staff stay around long
enough to complete their training. A high turnover of staft hardly
helps children desperate for stability and continuity. One boy
complained, ‘You never know who is going to be on shift when
you return from school.” Seven years after leaving her Home,
Anita returned to show off her children to the nuns. It did not
occur to her that she might find unfamiliar faces.

A consequence of the failure to train staff is that the work has
become bureaucratised. Poor training increases reliance on
inspectorates and regulations. In a job where every child is an
individual and requires a different approach, workers are
increasingly losing their creativity and confidence. A recent report
asked staff in different European countries about their
responsibilities towards the child whom they knew best. 59% of
English staff said that their main responsibility was to follow
procedures. 5% of Danish workers and 4% of Germans responded
in a similar fashion. On the other hand 97% of the Danish staff
and 93% of German staff said that their main function was to
support the children. Only 41% of the staff in English Children’s
Homes responded in that way.*

0 TIbid.
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An independent education consultant arrived at a Home to be
told that her pupil was unavailable. She demanded to know where
he was. ‘He’s on the roof,” said the staff. He had kicked in a door
and punched someone. ‘Well, that’s ridiculous,” said the
consultant and called him down. She went on, ‘I insist on certain
standards of behaviour and the children live up to my
expectations. I have never seen him anything but charming and
co-operative.” She thought the homes charged a lot of money: ‘I
would give you 2Y2p for the service the staff provide.’

Good staff are essential to deal not with just one troubled young
person but the dynamics within a group. A confidential report by a
consultancy group in health care and related areas states: ‘Small
changes in occupancy in the individual units significantly impact
margins.” In other words, it pays private Care Homes to take on the
more challenging children that local authorities press upon them —
often without a rigorous assessment to check if they can cope with
the child. The placement crashes, the child is given the impression it
cannot be managed and huge sums of money are wasted.

One 11-year-old girl expressed strong views on her Home since
it had been taken over by a private company, ‘They bring in
children they think they can help, but they can’t control them. At
lessons, I am trying to concentrate but you can’t because everyone is
being stupid. Nothing works anymore. I can’t wait to leave.” In the
workshop she showed me a rabbit hutch she had made, ‘it’s not the
best in the world,” she said diffidently. Like many children in care
she did not value anything she had done herself. Nonetheless she
proudly pointed out a feature unique to the hutch — a shelf for the
mother rabbit to withdraw, ‘when she gets tired of her babies.’

The best Care Homes have the potential to transform lives.
The proof is in the difference between new arrivals and those
young people who have been resident for some months. They had
relaxed, were able to concentrate on their work and enjoy
activities. They had learned to control themselves, most of the
time, and develop a rapport with adults.
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Toyah of the high jump was one such success story. She had
gained confidence and discovered a world outside the narrow
pleasures of drugs, sex and crime. She had even dumped her
pimp and talked about going to college. So what would happen to
her next? How would Social Services build on success?

Unfortunately the Home is less about long-term success and
more about short-term containment. Too often the young person
enters a Home because their behaviour has left Social Services
with no other option. Too often they leave to ‘anything,” as the
head of Toyah’s Home put it, ‘as long as it is cheaper than here.’
As far as local authorities are concerned, he explained, ‘after us,
the cheapest option is the best option.” For Social Services the
outward bound course had done the trick. It had kept Toyah safe
and off the streets until her 16™ birthday when she becomes a
Care Leaver. They have no plans to build upon Toyah’s
achievement and ensure a successful future.

In the end, we have no way of distinguishing what makes that
crucial difference to a young person’s life. Local authorities do not
track young people past the age of 19. They do not know which
Homes work or why. The same confidential consultancy report
advises investors that ‘buyers (local authorities) have relatively
little knowledge on product differentiation.” It continues,
‘Similarly very few performance measures are in place. There is
too much reliance on word-of-mouth.’

The staff of Toyah’s Children’s Home did not know what
would happen to her. She would most likely move into a flat or
hostel on an inner city estate. Despite the thousands of pounds
spent, her outlook is bleak. Statistically she is likely to drift back
into her old life. In ten years time she will have turned into
another Anita, homeless, on drugs and her children in care. The
jump - that dizzying moment of happiness and accomplishment —
nothing but a memory.
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Stella, a 21-year-old aspiring actress from South Africa, was
working in a pub in Brixton. She got friendly with two boys,
one black and one white, who hung around the bar on roller
skates. Jason and Dwayne were about 13, in care and illiterate.
They had never been out of Brixton,” said Stella, ‘because they
could not read the signs on the buses and tubes.” In between
shifts, Stella gave them reading lessons at the bar. “They were
really interested,’ she recalled.

When Dwayne ran away from his strict Jamaican foster parents
and Jason from his Care Home in North London, Stella took
them in. “They were brilliant boys,” she said, ‘really bright and
funny and very forgiving. They had been fucked by their
parents and fucked by the system.” They moved into her squat
and slept on her sofa. She took them home to meet her parents
and tried to get them to go to school. Despite her care, they
drifted into drugs and crime. When Jason was arrested, Stella
wrote to the judge. “This is your shit. The kid has been in your
hands since four years old and he can’t even read.’

Jason got off.
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TOYAH’S FUTURE is so grim because, like the majority of people
interviewed for this report, she can barely read or write. The state
is failing to teach even basic literacy to many young people in care.

There exists a huge chasm between the educational
achievement of young people in care and their more fortunate
contemporaries. Up and down the country pupils may sit in the
same classroom but, ‘For all intents and purposes,’ states research
commissioned by Who Cares? Scotland, young people in care, ‘are
in a different class.”"!

The majority of young people enter care in their early teens —
just as they start their GCSE course. A disturbed childhood means
many have missed out on education and are already struggling
with school work. Unfortunately in this area, as in so many, their
experience of education reinforces their problems.

In 2004/5, less than half (43%) of looked after children
obtained at least one GCSE or GNVQ on leaving school. This
compares with 95% of all children. The Government considers
one GCSE such a low level of achievement that it does not bother
to report the statistic for children not in Care.” Only 6% of looked
after children leave care with five or more GCSEs. This is in stark
contrast to other children. In the same year 56.3% achieved the
equivalent of five GCSEs.*

The figure varies widely from region to region suggesting that
this is more a failing of individual local authorities than the child
in care. In the best performing local authority 83% of Care
Leavers achieve at least one GCSE or GNVQ; in the worst it is as
low as 16%. 41% of looked-after children failed even to sit an
examination. Certainly only one of the Care Leavers I interviewed
had passed an exam.

*'' The Times Educational Supplement, 29 October 2004.
42 NCH, Close the Gap, September 2005.
*  Barnardo’s, Failed by The System, 2006.
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Contrary to perception, most young people from care know how
important education is for them. They understand that education is
the key to escaping a lifetime of disadvantage. Lancashire local
authority surveyed social workers, foster carers and young people to
discover what each group considered the important issues for those
in care. Bedtime and pocket money responded social workers and
foster carers. 93% of young people disagreed. They listed education
as their top priority. They complained of changing schools and
lacking a quiet place to do their homework. They wanted a
computer and someone to help them.

The Government has set a Best Value Performance Indicator
(BVPI 161) to measure the number of 17-year-olds in care who
are engaged in education, training or employment at the age of
19. Despite this target, education gets short shift.

‘Why is it that they always move you just before exams’

Mike Stein, a leading academic in this area, believes two crucial
factors are needed in order to educate the Care Leaver successfully:
‘placement stability and the young person having an environment
which encouraged studying.* Stability is a luxury for the child in
care. A recent report by Barnardo’s compared the experiences of 66
Care Leavers between the ages of 16 and 21 to a NOP survey of 500
parents of children not in care. Almost half the Care Leavers had
attended on average six or more schools. Seven of the group had
attended more than 10 schools. On the other hand 85% of the
parents said their child had only attended two or three schools.

The degree of instability suffered by the child in care is mind-
boggling. The National Foundation for Educational Research
(NFER) found that 29% of the young people in its study had three
or more educational placements during secondary school. 25% had
six or more care placements (up to 21) during the same period.*

“ M Stein, What Works in Leaving Care? Barnardo’s, 1997.
* F Fletcher-Campbell and T Archer, Achievement at Key Stage Four of
Young People in Public Care, NFER, 2003.
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As one child remarked, ‘I went to six schools from when I was
eight and I first went into care — to when I left. It didn’t help.™*
Another commented, ‘I just wished they’d not moved me around
so much, it affected my education for one thing. I did alright at
school before all this moving around.’

Young people can find themselves moved in the middle of the
school year or to a school with a different syllabus — disastrous just
before exams. One commented: ‘Why is it that they always move you
just before exams — I was only two days off my GCSEs and they came
and told me I'd be moving within the next three weeks. That wasn’t
right — I knew nothing about that before then and I'd been there
three years — it wasn’t even as if they told me where I was going.™*’

‘T used to get them ready for school then go out onto the streets’
Children require an environment in which education is ‘valued,
encouraged and supported,” in order to achieve academically.*
Many young people in care do not receive that support. 40% of
foster carers in Scotland and Wales have no educational
qualifications at all. 26 of the 66 Care Leavers interviewed by
Barnardo’s said no one had attended their school parent’s evening
or other school events. When someone did attend, it was more
likely to be a foster carer than a residential or social worker. In the
same survey, nearly half the young people interviewed said they
were never praised or rewarded if they did well at school. Almost all
said that praise would have encouraged them to try harder. This is
in contrast to the behaviour of the 500 parents interviewed whose
children were not in care. 96% of them attended parent’s evenings
and 97% rewarded children who did well at school.*

* J Vernon, Audit and Assessment of Leaving Care Services in London,

National Children’s Bureau, 2000.
7 J Vernon, op. cit.
S Jackson et al., By Degrees: the first year from care to university, The
Frank Butler Trust, 2003.
* Barnardo’s, Failed by the System, 2006.
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Again and again I asked young people in care if anyone had
checked they had done their homework or even if they were
attending school. They looked at me as if I was talking a foreign
language.

School becomes just another arena, points out Bob Broad, a
leading academic in the area, where children in care suffer stigma,
bullying and exclusion ‘yet again.” Efforts to do well become ‘lost
and entangled’ in the struggle just to survive.*

Many find themselves grappling with problems unimaginable
to the pupil from a stable background. After a night taking drugs
with his father Jake was up first thing to get his sisters ready for
school. Before leaving himself, he took speed to help concentrate
on his lessons. In the middle of his GSCEs, he had to visit a police
station in order to get a panic button installed at the home of his
foster parents. His father, against whom he had testified in court,
was coming out of jail the same month as his exams.

To Donna, a sex worker, school was a luxury. Brought up in the
Caribbean, her mother had sent for her when she was 12. As a drug
addict and a prostitute, she put Donna to work immediately in the
same business. When the mother went to prison, Donna took care
of her two half sisters and brother. ‘I used to get them ready for
school then go out onto the streets,” she recalled, ‘I was as much an
adult as you are now. I never had a family before. I loved them.
They don’t remember but I do and I had to take drugs to get
through it.” I asked about her schooling, she burst out laughing.
‘School? I was beaten if I was found in school. I had to go out and
make money.’

‘Those who get left behind’

Too often schools remain impervious to the extra help a young
person in care might need. In 2000 the Department of Education
and Skills in England and Wales required schools to designate a

% R Broad, op. cit.

55



HANDLE WITH CARE

teacher trained in all aspects of the care system. They should have
‘enough authority to make things happen and be an important
resource for the child.”” In a recent survey by Barnardo’s of 66
Care Leavers, 55 were unaware of any such teacher.”

Schools have other priorities. They are judged by the number
of pupils who obtain five GCSE passes at A*-C — in other words
five good passes. Dr John Marks of the National Educational
Research Trust argues, “There is plenty of anecdotal evidence’ to
show teachers put in a disproportionate amount of effort to raise
pupils on D grades, ‘while those predicted to get less than that are
left behind.” One Coventry teacher said, ‘I think that we should
be raising the level of emphasis placed on kids in danger of
getting no passes at all.’

The Government is hardly helping either. A Public Service
Agreement target to improve educational attainment of Care
Leavers by 2006, had to be ‘revised’ after it failed to happen. In
2005, only 25% of councils had 15% of their children achieving
five good GCSEs (or equivalent). The target states that all
authorities should reach this standard by 2006.*

The Children’s Act places a duty on local authorities to
promote the educational achievement of looked after children.
Despite lobbying from many children’s organisations, it did not
place that duty on schools. New statutory guidance states that
children in care should be given priority in the admission process.
However this only applies at the beginning of each school year.
Most looked after children enter school throughout the year. Like

Barnardo’s, Failed by the System, 2006.

Ibid.

¥ ] Tate and G Clark, The Children Left Behind, Conservative Policy Unit,
2002.

*  DAES, Statistics of Education Ouicome Indicators for Looked after children,

Twelve months to 30 September 2005, 2006.
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so many initiatives for children in care, it sounds good but has
little to do with what actually happens.”

The same indifference pervades local authorities. A report by the
NFER looked at young people in the care of 12 local authorities. Of
the 377 young people surveyed, Social Services could only provide a
complete picture of educational history and attainment for one of
them. 26% of the children in the research sample were not entered
for any GCSEs. There was no data on a further 31%.

Schools fail even to ensure young people attend. In their final
year of schooling, only 9% of Care Leavers turned up at school
every day. The report by the NFER revealed 9% of young people
in care were absent at least a quarter of the time, 5% were absent
half of the time or more and 7% never attended. Shockingly the
local authorities could produce no attendance figures for 29% of
the young people in the survey.”

In 2003 the Social Exclusion Unit noted that children in care
were ten times more likely to be excluded than other children.
Barnardo’s discovered that 41 of the 66 Care Leavers it surveyed
had been excluded from school for periods lasting between one
day and two years. 18 young people had received no alternative
education in the time they were excluded. This compares to a
NOP poll of parents of children not in care. 93% said their child
had never been excluded from school.

Children excluded from school are still meant to receive an
education. An independent Education Consultant whose job it is
to teach them described her pupils in care as ‘running wild.” She
found them scarred from abuse and, ‘like little animals — violent,
aggressive with no social mores at all. They are used to going
completely insane when anyone asks them to do anything.’

55

Societyguardian, Working with children, 2006.

% F Fletcher-Campbell and T Archer, Achievement at Key Stage Four of
Young People in Public Care, NFER, 2003.

7 Quoted in Societyguardian, Working with children, 2006.
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Two little girls she taught had been discovered crawling
amongst excrement and heroin needles, eating dog food and
afraid to make eye contact with an adult. She went on, ‘Most
middle-class people don’t have a clue about what’s going on. It’s a
sub-class.’

She insisted that these children — and she was recommended
by a Care Leaver as being exceptional at her job — were ‘very
amenable to education.” In her local authority, however, they
received only the minimum entitlement — just three hours tuition
a week. What good did that do the 15 of her pupils who had been
excluded from school since the age of 11? How were they going to
learn to read and write let alone pass any exams? And even those
meagre three hours she had to fight for.

Once again it was a lack of money being spent at the right time.
Inner city boroughs sent young people to private foster carers
living in her local authority. ‘It’'s almost like an industry,” she
remarked. Her local authority had no knowledge of these young
people and no control over the numbers moving to the area. They
lacked places in schools and specialist provision. “The specialist
schools have all been closed,” she explained — a drawback when so
many children in care have learning difficulties. The NFER
discovered that 36% of their survey had a statement of Special
Educational Needs and a further 14% had some learning
difficulties.*®

Many of her children appeared to be no one’s responsibility.
She was teaching one 11-year-old girl who was drinking vodka,
having sex and smoking weed. When the child failed to turn up
for a maths lesson, the education consultant went in search. She
found the girl, ‘wandering around the town centre in her
pyjamas, covered in blood and distraught.” When she rang Social
Services, they claimed the girl was fine. Incensed, the Education
Consultant reported the case to the local MP. This did her no

* Quoted in Societyguardian, Working with children, 2006.
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good at all. She recalled, ‘I was castigated by my line manager and
abused by the MP for interfering. I was disgusted. It’s all about
money.’

That girl was not the exception. The consultant recalled the
deaf and schizophrenic boy for whom she could get no help. ‘I
was told, “keep your nose out of it. It’s not your responsibility.”
Well, who else is going to do something for these kids? Nobody.
It's a degrading and debilitating system. No one speaks up for
them. There is no one to fight for these children but me.’

Nowhere to go

By the time young people arrive in a Children’s Home, they have
gone through several placements and are very disturbed. The
director of education in one large Home described the effect this
had on them. They had usually been thrown out of every school
and every special school in their area, and so had ‘very low’
literacy rates. Their lack of education is a ‘leading factor in low
self-esteem.” They are bullies or they have been bullied and are
convinced they will be made fun of in class. They therefore
distrust and fear school. When pushed, they invariably assault
people and throw things. He said, ‘that is the nature of our young
people.’

Sometimes it takes six months to coax them into the classroom.
Some arrive with cuddly toys for security. He explained, ‘It’s
about plugging away, not letting them take control and making
sure they understand school is not an option. It’s a priority.’

He taught no more than four to a class. Once they finally settle
to learning, ‘they catch up very quickly. They really enjoy maths.
Even when they can barely read, they enjoy figures.” When a new
pupil joins the group and misbehaves ‘they get extremely
irritated.’

All this good, not to mention expensive, work — the Home in
question charges £4,000 a week for each child — is undone once the
young person leaves. Six months previously a local authority moved
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one young man who had ‘done brilliantly’ to foster carers. He still
does not have a place in a school. When the director rang him, he
said, “Two weeks ago a tutor spent an hour. I have not seen him
since.” The director went on, ‘Social Services promise to set up his
education and then do nothing. This happens a lot. All the effort we
put in to building up their confidence, getting them to engage in
education, all wasted. It makes a mockery of our hard work.’

He was also angry at the lack of continuity. ‘We had a girl who
discovered she was gifted at languages and really enjoyed studying
French and Spanish. She wanted to learn German.” The girl was
moved. ‘We are quite often not consulted on the next placement
or its timing.” Her Social Services department failed to contact him
to learn what the girl had achieved and what she should do next.
‘They are supposed to show a continual educational history. All I
know is that she is somewhere in Kent.’

It was the same story when he enquired about a child’s former
education. ‘We never get work from the previous placement. The
child tells me what they did. I ring up “No,” I am told, ‘We've
”” He believed that education
‘boosts their confidence. They are proud of what they achieve. What

thrown that out,” or “She never did it.

does it say to them when their work is just thrown away or lost?’

He went on sadly, ‘Child care is meant to be child-led. At the
end of the day it’s resource-led. That does upset me. I have seen it
so many times.’

From school to...?

It is no surprise to discover that 20% of Care Leavers are
unemployed by the September after leaving school.”” This compares
to 7% of all school leavers. In the study done by the NFER, 19% of
all Care Leavers and 30% of those with no GCSEs were not in
education, training or employment after the age of 16.

»  DAES, Statistics of Education Ouicome Indicators for Looked after children,
Twelve months to 30 September 2005, 2006.
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There is little future for young people without a qualification, let
alone the basic living skills to budget, read labels or make sense of a
letter from the bailiffs. When you have watched a young person
struggle to do what the rest of us take for granted, you understand
what social exclusion is all about. A lack of education condemns
them to a life sentence on the margins of society.

The market for youth labour, in particular unskilled youth
labour, has collapsed in the last 20 years. To get anywhere, young
people need training, higher levels of education and above all,
support. Where does that leave the 16-year-old unskilled, barely
supported Care Leaver?

Before being elected in 1997, the New Labour Government
announced its intention to place education, training and the
transition into employment at the centre of its policies for young
people. As Blair said in 1999, ‘the best defence against social
exclusion is having a job and the best way to get a job is to have a
good education with the right training and experience.’

The state cannot make up for the lack of parents but it can
provide young people in its care this ‘best defence.” Its failure to
do so undermines the policies closest to the Government’s heart —
to tackle child poverty and social exclusion. As a retired
Manchester teacher said, “The number of kids who finish school
with absolutely nothing to show for it is appalling. What are you
supposed to tell kids like that? Careers advice is out of the
window: the challenge I suppose is just to keep them out of jail —
anything else is a bonus.’®

This system lets down clever Care Leavers as surely as those
barely able to read or write. Only an estimated 1% of looked after
children go on to university®" — an astonishing figure considering
the Government wants 50% of all young people in further
education. The dearth of official statistics is startling. None exist

60 J Tate and G Clark, op. cit.
®' S Jackson et al., op. cit.
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on the performance of Care Leavers at A level or the numbers
who make it to university.”> A Who Cares? Report asked 170
youngsters in care with 29 Scottish local authorities their plans for
higher education. Out of 170, only 11 aspired to college or
university. None were male.*

The experience of Prince, aged 18, who I met in a hostel in
south London, explains why. He was obviously bright but his
intelligence was not an asset in the care system — in fact the opposite.

Things ‘had gone sour’ between Prince and his foster mother
when he was 12. Shortly afterwards his brother, to whom he was
close, died. Prince had dropped out of college but was eager to
resume his education or get a job. He wanted Social Services to
help him find a flat. In order to get the referrals from the hostel
for that to happen, ‘you have to interact with the courses offered
by the hostel otherwise they don’t let you out.” This gave him little
time for job-hunting. In fact, getting a job would land him into
difficulties. It would put a halt to the all-important ‘interacting
with courses’ and his plans to move out. He said of the courses,
‘That’s all management here seems to care about.’

The problem was most of the courses were ‘the basic of the
basics,” and designed for the barely literate. “They have nothing at
my level.” He finished the IT course with ease but then he had
already done IT for GSCE - something his key worker had failed
to spot. The IT teacher offered to teach him to a higher level but
the manager said they lacked the funds. Instead he praised Prince
for his intelligence. Prince dismissed this as ‘patronising.” He said
bitterly, ‘Don’t tell me I am clever just because I know how to use
a knife and fork. That’s insulting.’

He had had four support and development workers in two
months and ‘one stress after the next with the staff.” He conducted
a running battle with his key worker. ‘I don’t like him. He is

%2 NCH, Close the Gap, September 2005.
% The Times Educational Supplement, 29 October 2004.
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useless and he doesn’t listen to a word I have to say.” But then
Prince, I suspected, was a great deal brighter than his key worker.
Once a week he received counselling for his brother’s death and
his foster mother’s (and his mother’s) rejection of him. ‘A waste of
time,” remarked Prince. His counsellor spent the first 15 minutes
of a half hour session smoking outside. When Prince
remonstrated, he stubbed out his cigarette, saying ‘Well, we can
still do it in 15 minutes,” ‘Get lost,” returned Prince.

The hostel had sent him on a Prince’s Trust course. This, I
heard from other Care Leavers on the same course, had proved a
disaster for Prince. Many were illiterate and on crack. One girl
stole a computer and smashed up two classrooms. Prince
admitted, ‘Some of those people blew my mind away. They were
seriously mixed-up.” They assumed the well-spoken Prince was
taking the piss out of them. He had to stand up and formally
apologise to the group — apologise, in essence, for being educated
and articulate. He had to explain that this was the way he spoke
and he was not trying to belittle them, ‘I saw it as an insult,” said
Prince. The morning of my visit his key worker had suggested he
do a cookery class. Prince said, ‘I think he is being spiteful.’

The hostel’s low expectations distressed him. “They don’t
promote things that actually help you. They think I am very smart
so that’s it. I don’t need to do more.’

The hostel might be failing Prince but they still made good use
of him. One morning he was invited to come down stairs and sign
up for a photography course. Prince arrived in the lobby to find it
full of smartly dressed men and women. He went back to his room
to change. When he returned, the manager apologised. Prince
had just missed the people arranging the photograph course.
Instead, would he mind meeting a minister and various wealthy
sponsors? Prince, black, well-dressed and articulate pushed all the
right buttons. Everyone lined up to shake his hand and be
photographed with him. The next time the manager wanted to
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show him off, ‘I refused.” He added, ‘I never did get to meet the
people arranging the photography course.’

His experience in the hostel, the lack of support and the sense
that his future was shrivelling up in front of him left Prince
depressed and bitter. ‘What next will they do to me? he
demanded, ‘I am surprised when I moved in here there weren’t
some ropes and a razor laid out on the floor waiting for me.’

Prince had dropped out of college complaining of the ‘lack of
support.” This is not the Government’s intention. The Children
(Leaving Care) Act 2000 clearly states the local authority has a
duty towards the Care Leaver who enters further education
‘which extends beyond his twenty-first birthday.’

There is a huge gap, however, between Government intention
and what is actually happening. For many young people in care
exams coincide with placement changes, leaving care and the
turmoil of adolescence. They wake up to the importance of
education too late. In two large research studies, Care Leavers
called for a ‘second change’ or if necessary a ‘third chance to
return to education.®

‘The system has made it hard for me to achieve’
Unfortunately there are serious financial disincentives for 19-year-
old Care Leavers to seek further education. Many find themselves
unable to afford college as this affects the benefits they receive.
Despite a chaotic childhood with his drug-dealer father, Jake had
done well at school and received a glowing report from his
headmaster. He was determined to go to university and become a
teacher. He found himself facing almost insuperable difficulties.
When Jake reached his eighteenth birthday, Social Services
informed his foster mother, Jackie, that all payments for him now
stopped and that he needed to move out. Like many young
people in care, he had missed out on chunks of his education. At

64

R Broad, op. cit.

64



EDUCATION

18, he was still in school determined to pass his GSCEs despite
being in a class of much younger kids. When Jackie asked where
he was supposed to live, she was told to put him in a hostel for the
homeless. ‘You must be kidding,” she replied.

Jake stayed with his foster parents for a further year. When he
turned 19 the local council offered him a flat. He moved out and
another fight began.

Jake was entitled to income support, £44.50 a week, until his
nineteenth birthday only. On his nineteenth birthday, Social
Services advised him to sign on for Job Seekers Allowance despite
the fact he was still in school and unable to look for work.

Jake now found himself in a predicament common to many Care
Leavers seeking further education. As he was still in school, he was
not available to work and so could not claim unemployment benefit.
For three months he received no money at all. When school broke
up for the summer holidays, Jake was finally able to sign on for Job
Seekers Allowance. He had to go back several times. At the end of
the summer he received about £80.

By this time he had got a place in college starting in September
2005. He planned to study A-level History, English, Sociology and
Psychology and teacher training. This was all part of an access
course to help him enter university to train as a teacher. It was
normally a two-year course but Jake planned to do it in one year.
He also had to study GSCE Maths and Science in the evenings. It
was a lot of work, even without the problems Jake now had with
Social Services.

In June he sent faxes to his local authority with his results, start
date and course details. Jake had a discussion with his then social
worker who assured him he would receive an income of £44.50 a
week. This income from Social Services would also allow him to
claim housing benefit from the council to cover council rent and
rates. Neither Jake nor his foster mother, Jackie thought, there
would be any problem. As Jackie pointed out in an e-mail, ‘he is in
full-time education and I had been informed by the 16+ team how
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his local authority were on a real drive to encourage and support
those in full-time education.” How wrong they were. A series of e-
mails sent by Jake and Jackie to social workers and advocates over
the next nine months records his struggle.

In September Jackie went on holiday and Jake began college.
When she returned three weeks later, she discovered that Jake
had received no money from Social Services. ‘He hadn’t got one
thing in the fridge to eat or drink and he had lost loads of weight.’
After a childhood of never getting enough to eat, Jake is small for
his age anyway. First his family had starved him. Now it was the
turn of Social Services. Jake said, ‘I kept thinking the cheque
would come tomorrow.’

He had no money to pay for stationery or his bus pass to get to
and from college, ‘He is the only person in his class without
books,” wrote Jackie. At the same time, he discovered his rent and
rates had not been paid.

Jake had fallen into a bureaucratic black hole. While he
received income support, he was entitled to housing benefit.
However in a curious quirk of the system, only those receiving an
income (either from social security or earnings) are entitled to
housing benefit. At nineteen he was entitled to Job Seekers
Allowance but he could not claim it because he was in full-time
education. As he was in full-time education, he had no income
therefore he was not entitled to housing benefit. A student’s
allowance exists but he could not claim that until he was 20.

In order to claim housing benefit, his local authority had to
provide him with an income. Jake had been assured by his social
worker in the summer that this would not be a problem. She
failed to tell him this had to be agreed first by the Placement
Management Group Panel (PMGP) which only met on 20
October. At the meeting they decided to pay Jake £44.50 from
that date. Why had they not discussed his case before he started
college? As Jackie put it, ‘What did they think he was living on in
September and October? Air?” No one from Social Services
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bothered to inform Jake about this all-important meeting. The
cheque simply did not arrive. Only support from his foster
parents allowed him to survive. Without them he would have
quickly become just another homeless Care Leaver.

The local authority ignored Jackie’s e-mails. They did finally
respond to an independent advocate who had taken up Jake’s
case. The practice manager e-mailed, ‘I realise that Jake does have
some debts and that these must be a worry to him.” He had
therefore asked Jake’s social worker to prepare an ‘addendum’ to
her last report ‘so that we can approach the Service Manager’ to
see if she might ‘consider making a payment’ to cover the lost two
months of October. However, that could not be decided until
December and the next PMGP.

In the meantime he suggested Jake pay off his ‘outstanding
utility bills’ by standing order. ‘How,” demanded Jackie, ‘did his
local authority expect him to pay the demands for the bills he has
when he is already paying weekly instalments on all his bills as
well as food, transport and so on — all out of £44.50 a week?” He
had received a summons from the Water Board. Did Jake’s local
authority really think the courts would wait until the next Panel
meeting in December?

Jackie dismissed the practice manager’s view that Jake’s debts
must be a ‘worry’ to him. As she e-mailed back, “Well that is the
biggest understatement of the year! Worry doesn’t even come
close to what Jake is experiencing at the moment. He should be
concentrating on his college work and not having all this extra
stress put on him; he has enough to cope with regarding some
stressful family issues at the moment.’

She was referring to the lack of contact with his sisters and the
pending release of his father from prison. This was apart from his
studies. It a lot for any 19-year-old to cope with. Jackie said, “They
promised he would receive support then left him to starve. Surely it
contravenes some human rights act to do that to any young person?’
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Jake’s advocate e-mailed some good news. She had finally
worked out who it was in Social Services they should contact. It
was not the practice manager - ‘equivalent to a deputy manager’ —
but the team manager. Meanwhile Jake also had a new reviewing
officer not to mention a new social worker. The practice manager
confirmed that Jake’s social worker had written to the Housing
Benefit Office explaining that Jake would receive payments of
£44.50 a week from 20 October. This would allow him to receive
housing benefit. Jake now assumed that Social Services were
finally paying his rent.

In January he received a letter from the housing department.
They were taking him to court to evict him. He owed them 12
weeks rent, some £800. Jake was ‘pretty distressed and Jackie,
‘bloody furious’. As she put it, “The council is issuing a summons
to a looked after child!’

His social worker had never sent the letter. Jackie wrote, ‘Again
he stands to lose everything including his home. Jake was so
happy as well, he had just applied to University and it just seems
unbelievable that Social Services are set to destroy him totally after
all his hard work and efforts he has made to make a decent life for
himself. How can this keep happening?” The new social worker
had already left. Jackie tried to telephone the Duty Officer but
failed to get through. “What a surprise!’

Nothing, it turned out, could be done. The next PMGP did not
meet until March. At the end of January, Jake discovered he was
not entitled to housing benefit anyway. Social Services, after
promising he would receive it in October, had not thought to
inform him otherwise. Nor had Social Services, despite their other
promise, back-dated his allowance to September. He had no
means of paying his debts. Jackie wrote, ‘Last night he looked so
defeated. I could cry.’

In March even his allowance stopped. When he phoned Social
Services, they proved ‘aggressive’. Jake had not received any
money ‘owing a break down to some system that wiped him off it.’
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There was no apology and the call left Jake ‘very angry and upset’.
They told him his allowance would start again in the middle of
March.

At the end of March, Jackie received a phone call from the
college. Jake had not attended for two weeks. Had he left, they
wondered? Jackie went round to his flat to find Jake lying in bed.
‘He was a broken man,” she wrote. He said he could not cope any
more ‘being on his own and not knowing if he was going to be able
to pay for his transport to and from college, food or get more
aggravation for not paying his bills.” He had not been sleeping for
weeks over ‘all the pressure at college and the lack of income.’
Jackie felt ‘devastated’. She had regularly invited him over for
meals. He had always refused to take more than £5 or £10 at a time
insisting his money from Social Services would arrive tomorrow.

Jackie packed his bags and brought him home. ‘He looked
totally relieved — at least he knows he is going to get fed every day
and I am going to drive him to and from college and with a bit of
nurturing, I am hoping we can get him over this hurdle.” He had
eight more weeks of college and his interview at University. She
finished, ‘He feels totally beaten by the system.’

Once again the local authorities were not paying Jake’s rent
and rates ‘because of some technicality.” Jake was meant to have
sent a letter of agreement but no one from Social Services had
informed him of this.

Jackie wrote, ‘I want to know how anyone at his local authority
would survive with no money for a month, no food in the house,
no savings and still get to work and be able to do their job without
losing it — yet they expect a young person like Jake to do just that.’
It has been ‘an ongoing battle for the whole year of his course and
Jake is now on the verge of a breakdown because of it.” She went
on, ‘I'm not sure if Jake is going to pull out of this, this time.’

Jackie encouraged Jake to speak to his tutor on the phone with
her next to him. His tutor agreed if Jake sat a timed essay and
handed in some course work as soon as possible, he could return.
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She wrote, ‘I have brought him some books he needed today to
help him and I'm going to type his work while he dictates it.” She
went on, ‘Jake knows that we all believe in him and if I can keep
him here until he feel ready to cope back out there, hopefully he
will be on his feet and get his well deserved place at University.’
She noted that once she started doing things for him, he started
‘to come back and take over himself.’

In May Jake received a conditional offer of a place at
university. He wrote, ‘I am very excited. All I need to do now is
work hard and not give up. The system has made it hard for me
to achieve what I have achieved. Without my family and friends to
support me in everything I would never have got this far.’

Here is a bright young man who despite his family and his up
bringing will now become a teacher and be a benefit to society.
However this is no thanks to Social Services.

Jackie stated, ‘If we had not been here, he would have had
nothing. I keep on thinking, what the hell would have happened
to him? No chance of his dream to go to university. He would
have been destitute and in a hostel. It’s disgusting that Social
Services did that to someone who has been through so much and
who has worked so hard. How many other kids are out there with
their dreams? How many have no food to eat? How many have
been left destitute with their futures going down the drain? It’s
frightening, isn’t it? What kind of people work for Social Services?
You have to be pretty hard to go home to your own children at
the end of the day and know you have let a young person down.’
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CHAPTER FIVE

LEAVING CARE

Nenna s tall, square shouldered with a big mouth and eyes, a
cap pulled over brown curls and sensible clothes for the cold
weather. She looks like a primary school teacher except for the
missing front teeth.

She went into care at 8. Five years later her foster mother
handed her back. After a series of placements, Nenna found
herself, at 17, in a half way house. She said, I couldn’t cope.
No one came to visit me. No one checked if I was eating. 1
didn’t even know how to collect benefits. No one explained.” Her
foster mother, who had rejected her, nonetheless signed her up
for a course at a horticultural college. ‘I always liked flowers
but when I discovered she had organised it, I just walked out. It
took me until I was 26 to speak to her again.’

Nenna is now a sex worker.
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FROM THE AGE OF 16, young people leave care. They exchange
their social worker for a 16+ Leaving Care Team and their foster
home or foster parent for independent accommodation.

It is a traumatic and dangerous period. Some do survive and
succeed. The majority of Care Leavers experience a variety of
troubles, including loneliness, debt, unskilled and poorly paid
jobs, depression, homelessness and unemployment. Why is
leaving care such a dangerous rite of passage?

The Government hoped to improve the situation with the
Children (Leaving Care) Act 2000. Its aim is to delay the transition
from care until the young person is ready, to improve preparation
for that move, and then support for the Care Leaver and provide
financial assistance. Or as the Act states, ‘to advise, assist and
befriend him with a view to promoting his welfare when they have
ceased to look after him.’

In order to achieve this, the Act placed a number of statutory
requirements on local authorities. All young people aged 16 and
over must have a Pathway Plan covering immediate and long-term
needs including accommodation, education, training, career
plans, life skills, family and social relationships. This Plan must be
revised every six months and runs until the person is 21 — or older
if they are in education. Each young person aged 16 and over
should have a personal adviser. Local authorities must keep in
touch with the young person until they are at least 21.

The Act is a brave attempt to improve the lot of Care Leavers.
How well is it working?

Leaving Care Teams are themselves unsure. 52 Leaving Care
Teams working with 7,000 Care Leavers filled in a questionnaire
on the subject. 55% to 65% of respondents reported that their
assessments, services and outcomes for young people leaving care
had not changed since the legislation. 20% to 35% saw, ‘a slight
improvement’. Teams with higher staff ratios to young people did
better. All were concerned about the future. Ring-fenced funding
for leaving care work has just ended. How are services to improve
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without more funding? Transition costs are rising and so is the
number of children taken into care every year.*

One social worker explained the problem. ‘It’s up to a local
authority how they interpret the Act.” The funds could go on
retraining social workers or upgrading computers. She went on,
‘All this is seen as services to Care Leavers — but the money is not
actually getting to them.” A social worker in Brixton commented,
‘The Government puts it all down on paper but they don’t put in
the money.” A tattooed foster father from Kent agreed, ‘it’s a nice
bit of paper but it doesn’t do the business.’

The Act is full of good intentions but fails to address the central
issue. Why are we removing adolescents, at the most critical time
of their life, from everything they know or care about?

43% of young people leave care before 18. There is no going
back. Contact with their foster family, Care Home or former social
worker is not encouraged — however well they might have got on.
It is a brutal end. A completely new set of adults looks after them
in a new place. We would all immediately sympathise with a 16-
year-old refugee, separated from family, friends and locality. Yet
the same Government puts young people in its care through
similar trauma as a matter of course. Pathway Plans and Special
Advisers are small consolation.

Compare this to what happens to children from a stable
background. Most don’t leave home until their mid-twenties — ten
years older than the Care Leaver. Most have two or three attempts
at independence and a career, coming home if things do not go to
plan. They take for granted they can always return for advice,
support and the odd loan — not to mention Sunday lunch. This is
a luxury denied the young person leaving care. When things go
wrong, they go very wrong indeed and rarely is there a second
chance.
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Early abuse leaves young people in care often immature and
emotionally ill-equipped for independence. They are often ‘years
behind’ said the head of Social Services for one London borough.
Yet they are expected to live on their own ten years before their
more fortunate contemporaries.

One young person living in a semi-independent hostel
described the move as ‘a big step.” Social Services ‘literally took me
out of foster care and chucked me into a hostel... they moved me
when I was not ready for it. It was a shock.” Another remarked,
‘one moment you are cared for and the next you’re on your own —
it’s too great a jump.’®

Many young people feared the loneliness of ‘coming home to
an empty house’, with nowhere to return for a helping hand and
sympathy. As one remarked, “‘When you are ready to leave you
should be able to visit home as much as you want to.”” The sense
of loss is clear. One said, ‘because I'm 18 I have to move, but I'm
still 18, no different — they used to care about me.” Another
regretted ‘not having no parents and love and affection. I was
abandoned once and then again at the age of 18°.%

This abrupt severance of emotional ties is a key reason for so
many young people failing. A successful life depends on forming
relationships. The aim of a care system should be to nourish
attachment. Instead it does the opposite. Affection is a
bureaucratic nuisance. In one report, a social worker wrote, ‘child
is very well attached to foster carer.”’ Rather than cause for
congratulation, the social worker complains, ‘perhaps too well’.
Then goes on, ‘Difficulty will be in moving her on effectively. She
is like “part of the family”... it is difficult for her and the foster
carer to think about her having to move on just because she is a

% Voice of the Child in Care, Young People..., 2004.
7 Ibid.

68 J Vernon, op. cit.
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foster child. If she were a natural child of the family, she could
stay until she wanted to move out.”®

The director of Social Services for a local authority explained
many of her Care Leavers suffered from ‘completely fragmented’
self-esteem and a ‘negative perception’ of the care system. She
then discussed the importance of ‘trying to break down’ the
dependent relationship a 16-year-old might have with their social
worker or foster carer. This was vital if they were to join ‘our
successful Leaving Care Team’ and enjoy a bright future of
‘cooking skills” and ‘learning to keep appointments with Social
Services’. She saw no irony in her efforts.

‘It’s all such a short-term fix’
Local authorities have to pay for a young person to stay on in
foster care. That young person is taking up a place, which the
local authority desperately needs for another child. The
relationship between the young person and their foster carer is
not part of any Performance Assessment Framework, Best Value
Performance Indicators or even the Public Service Agreements.
No target measures what former Care Leavers are doing at 30.
Are they contributing to society? Or are they on the streets? The
relationship with foster parents or social worker that might have
made the difference is abruptly terminated by institutional decree.
Foster carers criticised this sudden and arbitrary departure
from home. They felt the move to independent living was
‘premature’ and many young people ‘ill-supported.” A support
group for foster carers explained, “This is not a one-off complaint
but a consistent theme.” She went on, ‘You see young people make
improvements then it all gets thwarted. It's so frustrating.’
Another said, ‘Once a placement is closed, that is it. It’s all such a
short-term fix.’

69 University of York, York Research on Foster Care and Adoption.
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Foster parents find themselves caught between affection for the
young person and loss of income. A woman in her late fifties
fostered a young man of 18. He had been living with her since the
age of 12. His inner city borough ran a scheme which allowed him
to stay on as an independent lodger. This sounded promising, but
the woman complained, ‘I am not happy.” First of all the scheme
only lasted a year which she felt was not long enough. She, like
many others, pointed out that early abuse arrested development.
‘He is very immature and needs caring for,” she insisted, ‘I do
everything for him.’

Then finance was an issue. As a foster carer with a private
agency, she received £350 a week. As soon as her foster son became
an independent lodger, it dropped to £150 a week. The inner city
local authority was in debt and ‘so cutting back’. She could not
foster a new child at the full rate, because her foster son was taking
up the bedroom. ‘So I am missing out on a year’s money, — or
£11,200. She went on, ‘You can’t refuse because you have grown
attached to the child and them to you. But it is definitely a sacrifice.’
Another foster parent said, “The child has been part of the family.
Anyone worth their salt goes and fights for that child. Don’t they?’

The financial implications are not lost on young people either.
These are children who have been rejected or mistreated by their
own parents. Now they discover that the care and affection they
receive from their foster parents comes at a price. When the
payments stop so does the care. It is a hard lesson to learn at any
age, let alone at 16.

This was a frequent complaint amongst young people in care.
As one said, ‘I have lots of people to talk to in my life, but they are
all paid to be there.”” Another remarked sadly, “When you are in
care, any relationships you make are special and mean a lot to
you, because you don’t have many people in your life that truly
want to be there.’

™ Voice of the Child in Care, Young People..., 2004
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‘I had left Laura to go back to this bullshit’
The complaint of Leaving Care Teams is somewhat different.

They found many Care Leavers resistant to help. Any parent of
teenagers will be sympathetic. 16 to 18 is a traditionally rebellious
age. But the unpredictable and aggressive behaviour of some Care
Leavers (usually the ones that most need help) form ‘a
considerable barrier’ to them getting services. Yet Leaving Care
Teams seemed unable to imagine that their own policies might
have contributed to a young person’s anger and their
determination to go it alone — often with disastrous results.

What can go wrong is illustrated by one girl and her foster
mother. Laura has fostered Tasha from the age of 13. Laura is
white, in her late fifties and wore a pink shirt with a Peter Pan
collar. Tasha is black and in a short, silver puffa jacket. Despite
appearances, they had immediately hit it off. Tasha said, ‘Laura is
like my mother, father, sisters and best friend all rolled into one.
If T had not gone into Laura’s care, I would never have had a
sensible head.” For the first time she had been able to act like a
carefree teenager, ‘I didn’t have to worry about where my clothes
were coming from or if they were clean. I didn’t have to worry
where my next dinner came from.” Laura bought her ‘a wicked
school coat, new shoes, new everything. It was great.” Before
Tasha came into care, explained Laura, ‘She had been living the
life of a grown up, partying, clubbing, boyfriends. With me she
regressed to being a normal teenager.’

Social Services arranged contact between Tasha and her
mother, ‘I was desperate for it but Mum never turned up. I had a
picture of how Mum should be but Mum couldn’t meet it which
would upset me. Then Laura would always pick up the pieces.’

After two years Tasha’s mother announced she wanted her
daughter back. Tasha admitted, ‘I was devastated to leave Laura.’
Laura was angry. Social Services ‘were not thinking this through
and looking at the past history.” She believed they made the
decision, ‘on economic grounds.” Tasha back with her mother did
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not cost them anything. Social Services did little follow up. Tasha
said, ‘It was not long before she was back in the pub. Then she
fucked off to Jamaica for one month leaving me on my own to
look after my little brother.’

Tasha’s mother had got her home specifically to care for the
boy while she went on holiday. Tasha said ‘I couldn’t believe I had
left Laura to go back to this bullshit.” Tasha went to Social Services
but discovered that they had closed her case. No one was
monitoring her and she had no allocated social worker.

She asked to return to Laura but Laura already had another
placement. She was moved to three different foster carers. Each
time the placement broke down. She explained, ‘I found it so
hard to adapt to another family’s rules. To sit at the dinner table
with Laura just came to feel normal, like my very own family.’
Now, ‘I turned into this horrible teenager, being rude, not coming
back overnight. I hated the person I had become. I hated being in
care. I hated my life.’

Meanwhile Laura was asking Social Services how Tasha was
doing, ‘Fine,” they told her. When Laura questioned why Tasha had
not kept in touch, they said that was normal. Tasha, too, was asking
after Laura. But Social Services had ‘drummed into me’ that once a
placement ended, there was no going back. It was over. Tasha said,
‘Not a day passed when I wished I had not left Laura.’

Tasha moved in with her sister, quarrelled, then was moved
into a B&B by Social Services. She was told, as she was about to
turn 16, she could not be fostered any longer. At this point she
met a drug-dealer with ‘a flash car’ who bought her clothes and
introduced her to coke.

‘I want sex,” he announced one evening to the 16-year-old. ‘I
don’t feel like it,” said Tasha. He said, ‘I am not asking you. I am
telling you.” Then he hit her. The man turned out to be a violent
gangster who terrorised the area. He locked her up and beat her
when she tried to escape. She discovered he had other women and
children he kept in locked rooms around the neighbourhood. She
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escaped, went into hiding but he found her and beat her up. She
escaped again. Laura was on her way to the shops one day when she
passed Tasha slumped on the pavement, begging. ‘She had two
black eyes, a split lip and her clothes were not clean. She had always
taken a lot of pride in her appearance. I was deeply shocked.’

Laura’s immediate reaction was to take Tasha home. But she
had a new child from the local authorities. Anyone staying the
night had first to undergo a police check. She had to take Tasha to
a woman’s refuge. Later Tasha moved in on her sofa. Laura said
cheerfully, ‘I broke loads of social service rules. But I was not
letting her go back on the street. How long would she have
survived?’ The gangster was arrested and imprisoned.

Social Services proved less than sympathetic. Tasha had made
herself intentionally homeless and therefore was not their
responsibility. They accused Tasha of manipulating the situation
in order to get a social worker and housing. Laura described the
relationship between Tasha and Social Services as ‘volatile.” She
went on, ‘Like many 16-year-olds, she has a lot of street bravado.
Social Services don’t see the vulnerable side. They completely
overlook her past history, her mother’s neglect and betrayal, the
separation from me, three further breakdowns. They can’t see it
might have some bearing on her behaviour now.’

‘Young people come out so unprepared it’s almost criminal’
The Children’s (Leaving Care) Act requires young people to be
prepared before they leave care. What preparation do they
receive for this sudden transition to adulthood?

Preparation varies from local authority to local authority and
remains, as one study points out, ‘an enduring challenge’ to the
care system.”!
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Brent local authority commissioned Barnardo’s Policy,
Research and Influencing Unit to look into how they might
improve their services to young people leaving care. Of the 23
young people interviewed, none felt they had received sufficient
preparation. Those aged between 14- and 16-years-old had not
even had a conversation on the subject with their social worker.
Another study undertaken by the University of York over the last
eight years, and working with seven local authorities on a major
programme of foster care research, concluded: ‘Hardly any social
workers felt that the young people’s situations fully met the
criteria of being satisfactory, safe and materially adequate’.”

One member of a Leaving Care Team said, ‘Young people
come out of care so unprepared it’s almost criminal.” He went on,
‘They don’t know what bleach is. Or that you even need to clean a
bathroom. None of them know how to cook. Half of the time they
had a meal put in front of them. They all want a microwave. No
one has given them any dietary advice.’

An experienced instructor in the Army which recruits widely
amongst Care Leavers complained of the lack of basic personal
and social skills. He said, ‘I thought I was coming here to teach
them to be soldiers, I spend the first couple of weeks teaching
them to shave, shower and shit without them cocking up.™

Foster parents worried about the Care Leaver’s ability to
handle every day finances. One man said, ‘One moment my lad is
living with us and getting £32 clothing allowance and pocket
money. The next he is on £44.50 a week for everything, utility
bills, food, transport, everything. He will either be in further
education or unemployed. So how’s he going to survive unless
he’s got supportive foster parents or takes to crime?’

2 University of York, York Research on Foster Care and Adoption.

Lieutenant Colonel D G Strutt PWRR, “I'm your mother now”, Culture
Shock and the Infantry Recruit, MDA Dissertation, Department of
Defence Management and Security Analysis, July 2003, quoted in
House of Commons Defence Committee, Duty of Care, 14 March 2005.
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This is what happened to the 18-year-old Mawgan Nurding.
After leaving care, he went from one foster parent to another and
then to prison. On top of the £44.50 Care Leaver allowance and
housing benefit, he receives £5 a week towards utility bills. He
admits he finds it impossible to budget. ‘I spent my money in 10
seconds,” he jokes. What on? ‘Drugs (cannabis) and a bit of food.”™

One young man told Barnardo’s: “Well I know it’s not going to
be easy, I know that for a fact ‘cos actually I don’t really know too
much, I know bits and pieces but I don’t reckon I know enough.’
He went on, ‘I know there is only a limited amount of money that
I will be given to look after myself with, so I will have to learn how
to budget, how to pay the bills like shopping by myself, all of
that.”” A 16-year-old remarked, “They say they do but they don’t
do budgeting, they just leave you to it.’

Another admitted, ‘It’s really scary — you've no idea how much
you will have — nobody tells you — how are you expected to know
these things. I was in a Children’s Home and you never had
money of your own. When you wanted money, you just asked for
it. It’s a crazy system.’

Young people complained they had no control or choice about
where they would now live. In a survey of 11 Care Leavers all over
the age of 16, only two were aware of where they would be
moving next and both of these were uncertain about when the
move would happen.”™

" The Guardian, 23 November 2005.
5D Clay and R Dowling, op. cit.
7 J Vernon, op. cit.
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ACCOMMODATION

I was sitting in a bedroom of a hostel in Brixton with two
teenage boys, one black, one mixed race and both Care Leavers.
They were ticking off all the people responsible for them, social
workers, key workers, councillors, advisers.

‘We are just a job to them,” they said casually, ‘and they change
all the time.” I looked around the grim little room. The furniture
was falling apart. The small window was dirty and the paint

peeling from the walls.

Despite the large numbers of staff, no one cooke