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Name: Association of Lawyers for Children 

Details: The Association of Lawyers for Children [“ALC”] is a national association of lawyers 

working in the field of children law. It has over 1200 members, mainly solicitors and family 

law barristers who represent children, parents and other adult parties, or local authorities. 

Other legal practitioners and academics are also members. Its Executive Committee 

members are drawn from a wide range of experienced practitioners practising in different 

areas of the country. Several leading members are specialists with over 20 years experience 

in children law, including local government legal services. Many have written books and 

articles and lectured about aspects of children’s law, and several hold judicial office. The 

ALC exists to promote access to justice for children and young people within the legal 

system in England and Wales in the following ways: 

(i) lobbying in favour of establishing properly funded legal mechanisms to enable all 

children and young people to have access to justice; 

(ii) lobbying against the diminution of such mechanisms; 

(iii) providing high quality legal training, focusing on the needs of lawyers and non-

lawyers concerned with cases relating to the rights, welfare, health and development 

of children; 

(iv) providing a forum for the exchange of information and views involving the 

development of the law in relation to children and young people; 

(v) being a reference point for members of the profession, Governmental 

organisations and pressure groups interested in children law and practice. 

The ALC is automatically a stakeholder in respect of all government consultations pertaining 

to law and practice in the field of children law.   

The ALC welcomes this proposed Guidance.  The experience of our members is that the 

specific needs of UASC and trafficked children are not always met in the looked after 

system.  These young people generally do not fit well with the system's expectations of its 

own service users and with existing models of service delivery.  We therefore agree that it is 

important that their particular needs are highlighted in this way. 

 

Our primary focus as an organisation is on young people in the family justice system, rather 

than the looked after system per se, so we have limited our responses to the consultation 

questions to those that lie within our experience. 



1. Will the proposed regulations help identify in care planning arrangements, 

unaccompanied and trafficked children and help ensure they receive appropriate 

care? 

 

Yes.  However, the proposed amendment to regulation 42(2) refers only to needs arising 

from the status of falling within the definition of asylum seeker or trafficked.  This is a 

restrictive approach.  The status can leave a young person vulnerable, but the reality is that 

the need for additional support largely arises not from the status, but from the young 

person's experiences that led to them being accorded that status.  We think that an over-

restrictive approach in the regulations may lead workers to focus in their assessments and 

planning on needs arising from the status itself, rather than the more complex needs that lie 

behind it.  That will reduce the effectiveness of the new provisions.  We prefer the approach 

contained in para 2 of the draft guidance, which refers to the need to consider complex 

needs arising from the child's experiences, and para 28, which says the same about the 

social work assessment.. 

 

2. Will the proposed guidance help local authorities plan for and deliver 

appropriate care for unaccompanied and trafficked children? 

 

We are concerned about the “Assessment” section of the Guidance (para 22-31).  This is 

based around the use of the Core Assessment.  The Assessment 

Framework, which contained the model for the core assessment, was replaced by the 

assessment provisions of the 2013 version of Working Together.  The guidance in Working 

Together does not require local authorities to apply any particular assessment model. It 

would therefore be better to remove the reference to the core assessment and instead 

require local authorities to ensure that their assessment models are flexible enough to take 

account of the needs of asylum seeking and trafficked children.  This would include the need 

for rapid assessment within the identified window for intervention (the core assessment 

would not have achieved this, as it has a timescale of 35 working days). 

 

Paragraph 33 – it would be helpful to include details of potential sources of specialised legal 

advice.  While we agree that the worker or carer should accompany the child to the meeting, 

the legal advisor may need to see the child alone for part of it.  

 

The section on immigration status and transition planning is, we think, helpful for social 

workers who do not deal with these cases as a matter of routine.  Para 65 could usefully be 

expanded, as this is an area that social workers find challenging. 



 

3. Are there any additional steps local authorities could be taking within existing 

care arrangements that could be included in the proposed guidance? 

 

Some local authorities have considerable experience of looking after asylum seeking and 

trafficked children, whereas others have very little and will not be able to build and maintain 

the necessary expertise.  We think that it would be helpful to include some examples of good 

practice from those authorities with more experience.  This would be particularly helpful in 

paragraph 31, which addresses multi-agency working. 

 

Paragraph 34.  Local authorities should identify and liaise with health agencies who will be in 

a position to address psychological issues.  Suitable specialised provision needs to be 

identified as part of general service planning, rather than ad hoc when a child who needs 

those services is already looked after. 

 

4. Is anything included in the proposed guidance that should be removed? 

 

 See above in relation to the references to the core assessment. 

 

5. Do you have any suggestions for further links or resources that could be 

included at Annex A of the guidance? 

 

 


