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Following Judy Cashmore’s discussion about challenging issues in child welfare during the last year, I spoke about the disappointment of many practitioners that excellent initiatives, such as the Guidelines, had not resulted in significant shifts in practice for children.  For example, in the non-government sector we have been concerned at the under utilisation of protective planning conferences, etc.





Concern still exists in the non-government sector about the significant lack of early intervention and preventative child protection programs.  It was demonstrated by the overwhelming demand for family support and the inability of the non-government programs, who are already overwhelmed, to meet the referrals.





Without significant increases in program initiatives to support families who are subject to notification to DCS, the system will fail and remain investigation only.





As a result of ongoing concern, a number of child and family focussed organisations formed themselves into a coalition for “vulnerable families”, and have undertaken active lobbying to improve the number of home visitation and respite care programs for families registered “at risk” with children under six years of age.  





However, the government initiative of “Families First”, which consists of three pilot programs, has overshadowed this wider concept.  Of particular concern had been the apparent desire to set up new organisational styles to meet old problems, rather than utilising existing organisations.  In this financial year only $270,000 was due for expenditure.  In addition there was concern about utilisation of volunteers.
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