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CHIIDREN IN CARB REVIEW COMMITTEE 17 Maxch 1971

Commnlttees 7{

Ry + v

B Walker Senior Social Workex
4 D HcLean Social Worker
‘ B Duncan Social Workex
i Presenting Social Vorkers Kathryn Shilliday
j AE: THE BARR CHILDREN
3 C/0 KAMES CASTLE
A
¥
i J ames
i
é
¢

i Sumnarys

H The Barr ohildren have been in Kames Castle for 5 yeard wnder Section 15, of the
% Soci ork (Scotland) Act 1968.

E——

e

custody of the children has not
¢ yet been decided. There is no contact from no erm
but regular coniact from father and paternak grandmother who do visits )

spent holidays and the odd weekend thex's t's home. An gunt &.d
uncle in Amerios
*are coming to Scotlan Ives for a holiday and W @ 3€Ca

g ye
the kidse.

Recormmendations:

1« That visits should be maintained by Miss Shilliday to deepen and strengthen the
relationship between nerself and the kids so that the way may be paved for future
discuésion of possible fostering, eto.

2, Inview of the large size of the family, analysis of the most compatible groupings

within the wnit would prove useful if fostering should prove a strong future
possibilitye.

2o be reviewed in June 1977

23 March 1971
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STRATHCLYDE REGIONAL COUNCEL ~ SOCIAL WORK DEPARTMENT

| GLISGOW DIVISION - NOZTH DISTRICT

"CASE REVIEW-RELD AT

KAMES DATE 15.5.79 N
Iaseck in dox vwhether:
1. Resideatial Report’
2. Social Workee's Repart
MINUTE 3. Mieuts
PLACEMENT:  KAMES N " 8CCIAL WORKER: Mr. F./Docherty
DATE OF LAST QEVIEW: 27.3.79 ARZA and ADDRESS: Central 2,
i 142 Crownpoint Road.
‘Nomz of Child | D.O.B. Religion | D.O.A. DA Section | Date of
. . ko to presgnk of Childrea’s
Care Home. . Act Hearing, iF.
0 e appropriatei
Fl Temp Sect 10
James ) 28.12. 6k n Admissicn 3.3.72 Mat. N
1968<72 Proceed.

Present at review: Mrs Milhe - Officer in Charge - Kames

Miss Sandeman '~ Deputy,

Miss K Shilliday
Mr F Docherty

)
)

S. Workers, Central 2.

References =) Minutes of last review 15.5.79

Mrs McPhee, Mrs Hedges,‘ Mr Baxter




Strathclyde R.I.C.5
& Social Work
Department

CHANGE OF CIRCUMSTANCES

The following child(ren) has/have been:
* (a) reeeived-intocare
(b} diseharged-frenrcare
(c) transferred-for-othéireasons—state—
¥ (d) other change—e.g. of Social Worker, statuter-oter—spoeify—

*Tick as appropriate. 510’7"1 //L,\SS S/—//LL/”A;,/ fa /(’/( }:_ ,{SO(/L/W\/ .

1st Child —2ad-Child . s

Surname B 2R .
Forename(s) Ttmés
Date(s) of Birth <t 2 fi-
Religion KR

Last School{s) attended

Family Doctor
If {d) these
ML D2
neednotbe || Transferred from:— K 5 Co? - %
completed. —
State present
address only.

-~
.Tran_sf_erred to—* - /jO (A/E/P\;f\/ '

\

Office Copy

»*

If foster home, state forename, surname and full
address of fosterparent to whom cheque should
be made payable.

W3998s




CENTRAL 2 CHILD CARE REVIEW COMMITTEE 9 11 78

Committee: E Walker Senior Social Worker
A Hodge Senior Social Worker
E Duncan Social Worker

Presenting: K Shilliday Social Worker

RE: THE BARR CHILDREN

e
" .

Present Situation

James- are very interested|in their mother

Much more is happening in this case at- the moment, than has happened for some
time. It is much too soon to find out ‘how things will go, and there are

a number of things that this Department’has to check out. The minute of the
review meeting, as outlined by Sheila Halcrow, North District Review
Co-ordinator, indicates the best course of action, and this committee endorse
the recommendations drawn-up there.

The next reviewy i
the discussion

to be held in this office, with one hour scheduled for

The situation will be monitored by Miss Shilliday
in the meantime.

NEXT REVIEW 2272 79"AT 1.30 PM - 2.30C PM

/.
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September 1978

Regidentigl Home Assegsment

Home s Kames Castle

Received into care 3. 3. 2972
O Barr children « Religion R, C,

Reason for Admission 3 Scction 10 - Matrimonial Proceedings Act.

James. A healthy boy, although very immature for his age. The child Father
always "picks on" when they are at home. James' 'soiling' problem has all but
stopped, due, we feel to sympathetic handling by staff, He is inclined to befxiend
children very much younger than himself, perhaps due to his immaturity in older
ohildrens company, He is an affectionate boy and would do with lots of "mothexring®
He 4s afrald of Father and goes out of his wggy to try to piease him, Is pleased
that his Mother has ccme on the socene again. He is in a remedial clase at school
and is of falrly low intelligence although he does try very hard., James has & good
relationship with staff and is well liked,

_ 3



REPORT-BARR CHILDREN

12th September 1978:

Miss ¥ Shilliday,
Social Worker,
Centra-l 2 .
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CENTRAL 2 CEILD CARE REVIEW COMMITTEE - 25 5 78

COMMITTEE:

B Walker Senior Social Worker
A Hodge Senior Social Worker
E Duncan Social Worker

PRESENTING: X Shilliday, Social Worker

RE: THE BARR CHILDREN

PRESENT SITUATION:

plans for fostering for the rest of the children, are wvery difficult to decide.
None of the rest of the children seem ready for fostering, nor has it been easy at
ell to decide which way to split the rest of the children up. It is dalso very
difficult to decide whether ox not it is appropriate to split the rest of the
children up. All in all, it would seem that~the children must continuwe to be

supervised, in order that any future changes or re-appraisal of the situation can
be noted, and acted upon.

NEXT REVIEW: (9,41 78 AT 2 00 PM
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CE L 2 CHILD CAR® REV COMMI

REVIEWS OF CHILDREN IN RESIDENTIAL CARE
ONGOING REVIEW FORY ' REVIEW NOs % DATE: 25 5 78

CEEEN/CEILDREN ...BARB. TS s s DA’I‘E OF BIRTH(S) -.28 V12 Gl
AGE(S) AT DATE OF REVIEW B0 CCPQOPRIRICEIRPNRGEPOIEOPIEPBLEIEOIISIIPVDERIRIOIIRITARI RO

PLACE .44 KAVES, CASTIE ROTHESM e vseseess  SOCIAL WORKER ...K. . 301HdeT....
coa-ooocvo-oo-o'o-ooonooouoovoo‘oatotOoocb pREVIOUS E.EVIEHS c“.:!,da‘l;“—»\o-oncoc

Continue and expand discussions on fostering, with the children.

Review at Kemes in 6 weeks time - discusé then the question of splitting the
children up for fostering as opposed to keeping them together at Kames.

0 TIO

The question of grouping the children has been discussed and the splitting of the
+ family is being looked at as perhaps being harmful to the children.




CHILD CARE REVIEW COMMITTEE . 26 1 78 \<

COMMITTEE

E Walker Senior Social Worker
A Calder Area QOfficer

J Fraser Social Worker

PRESENTING SOCIAL WORKER: K Shilliday

PRESENT SITUATION:

James enjoyed himself at home &t Xmas and (thefe were nb signs of him being
11eft out of things', as had happened before.

iscussions about foStering - James 1istena,-

RECOMMENDATIONS

Continue énd expand discussions on fostering, with the children.

Review at Kames in 6 weeks time - discuss then the question of splitting the
¢hildren up for fostering as opposed to keeping them together at Kawes.

NEXT REVIEW: 25 MAY 1978 AT 2 30 PM



' GENTRAL & ‘ < ‘ ' REVIEW NOt DATE?

OUNGOING REVIEW FORM -

CHILD'S NAME - DATE OF BIRTH PLAGE SOCIAL WORKER

Kanes antle. Rothesay

"

Ko BH421ddny

RECOMMENDATIONS FROM PREVIOUS REVIEW

1) Oontinue original rooompendations of 1%th Maroh, 19717, o

2) Plan Review at Kamas Catble during sclidold holidayeo Benior Hooinl Workur
Mre Do Walkex! 30, attend; -

¢

PRESENT SITUATION

A review was held in Kames
Minute of review attached.

After their visit further discussion took place and it was felt that
fosterin lacement should be discussed with the children.

James showed sgome lnterest hut wag
more of a listenser.
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STRAPHQLYTE FRGIQNAL CODNGTL <
OLASGOW D FON = N ) [ty
RESIDERTIAL HONE égﬂﬁggm - gZ=2::Z:i~
HONE: Xamocs Castle
ARI1Y: Barr : Religion t R.C.

Seotion 10 Matrimonial Proceedinge Acts

D,0sBe D.of A. to GCare
I Temporary

admissions for various )
28.12.64 reasons to F.Homes and
Childrens' Homes 3.3.72.
botween 19568 and

JAME

Ds of A. to Kamen

nAmi¢ted €0 ho sl W a8 DroEs g which 'y BS2IT wWas thougd
children‘were received into care and admitted to Xamog.

Childreng’ Homes* View of tha home situntion.
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SANES « 28.12,64 ('l‘w.tn 13.0 Senga).

Hedigale A healthy boy with a good appetite ~ even greedy at times, Small
in stature. Soiling has almost ctopped with sympathetic handling fyom ataff,
Soiled nt home at Easter snd wae Yshown up? by his father in nn ag@ressive
and punitive manneys

Balationshive withy

1, Pathor. Jemes tries to court his father's approval, but doemm't euoceed
very often. He ip afraid of him, but upset wvhen his fathor openly disoriminates
againat him. .

Mother James never speaks of his mothery although he scemp to nced a
motherly figures. He ig fond of his gracny.

2¢ %aff - Jameg is very affectionate and likes approval. He can be naughty
¢t ig oasily upset and hurd. Hig relationships with adults geens normal
and he oan make friends outside Kames. He seems to prefer adulds! ocompany
4o children of his own age.

3. Othor Chilgﬂ.

Jemes tries to buy other childrens' friendships with smeets, etc, He makes
puperficial relationshipe with them although he-loves %theiy spproval, He
tends to be a *scapegoat! and is easildy buillied by older doys, dut, in tumm,
can be rough o younger ohildren,

4e Bchool James has just sbarted at Rothesay Academy and is in a remedial claswm,
e is prodbably of fairly low intelligenoe,) He ceeme happy at school, although
he has not bean in Secondary Sechool lopg onengh for a proper assepcmend to .- -
be made. )

Apsepsmends

James is an affectionate semsitive but immature Yoy who tries t0 win approval.
Be is riot perticularly close ¢to any of his sidlings. @Even his tuln and needn
individual attention from adults,  He has en Yopen'! nature with ne gnile and
oould benefit from a fostering-placement. He is fyightened of hie father and
reacte by soiling when at home. A return homs wounld not be in Jumep' interest
at thic stage.
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CENTRAL 2 CHILD CARE REVIEW COMMITTEE REVIEW No, 2

DATE: 23 6 77

CHILDREN:  BARR Kames Castle, Rothesay

L] " "

SOCIAL WORKER: K. Shilliday

Kathy gave verbal report on situation. No real progress has been made regarding
the childrensg feelings of alternative cares

James: Still occasionally soils himself but - his condition ~  has improved recently.

Attitude of staff in Kames Castle-appears to present a problem regarding ™selling"
the idea of fostering to the)children.

Recommendations:

1) Continue originél. recommendations of 17th March, 1977.

2) Plan Review at Kames Castle during school holidays. Senior Social Worker,
Mr. B. Walker to. attend.



BARR .
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CHILD'S NAME;
ADDRESS: GA0 KAMES

t000900s0000ev0antre

CASTLE

‘DOQCOQOOQQUQlol‘o‘d_‘ooatq.tl‘oo..oo---.o..c‘

Recommendations and Objectives from Pre‘\}iou':s'Rerz:_iew._'

. , * t . [ '.
" 1+.. That; visits should be maintained by Miss- Shilliday to deepen and etrengthen
Fhe_ relationship between herself and .the kids sJ that the*way ray be paved’ '

* 4 .t v .

- L T

for future discussion of possible fostaringigte, ~u™ .

2. In view of the large size of the family. analysis -of the most compatible
groupings within the unit would prove useful if fostering should prove a strong
future possibility. il

1

.CGontinued visits to childrenrmainly:-wh
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As yet T have been unable to discuss -in depth the alterratived 6f living in Kemes
with-the childien or to ieacp;agdgcigiangn how.-the chjldpen..should.be grouped

for possible adoption or fobtéring.” The main reason for this has been the reaction
from-the Matren snd staff at Kemes to such suggestions. They see the Barr ohildren's
~future -as being: in Kames and“are.agaifist the ided “of*-looking at groupings for
possible family placements. I feel the cowoperation of tlié staff is dgsir@ble
bef'dre this matté:r’ is.discissed fully with.the children.. ‘"
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Have there been any.fundamental changes in the child's overall.circumstances. since
«w-the Yast review? ’ . ' )

VU Ll BENPE £ SRR | J:‘"'E""s‘f‘-i,dn.u:/.’:jﬁi‘
On .a weekend leave at home, James was rather hérshly‘and'unfairly treated

ie He'seemed to be left out.of small things like
children had easter eggs|/extept him. He had soiled hi .

O R a0 {) I 2 1) O SERNESTL
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Te cen atso re qulte contented nlaying on his own. : ’
ATIEY OBSERVATTONS R — NN

ot HE i e et IS “':J gt

STRATHCLYDE REGIONAL COUNCIL—-SOCIAL WORK DEPT.—GLASGOW DIVISION

INTER-DEPARTMENTAL MEMO

w352 ]
‘L. From Mrs S,D. Halcrow, 42 UWL‘fO“"f R !
. North Digtrict Reviews, Pinewood, /
, Foresthall, 657 Edgefauld Road, G21. - % %Q/OW . :
] U T

supject . GASE REVIEWS
J.Meo \ gcJ\JL

Names

i Home: Kames Castle, Port Bannatyne,

ute .

1 am hoping to arrange reviews of the’above children in September/ '
October which will take place.at Kames, It would be helpful if you
could continue your visits to

see the children angd family during the
next few months as I will be Tequesting an

up~to-date backgrownd
report from you in Septemiber:

In the meantime I enc¢lose g copy of a review of the children's progress - .
from the Staff at Kamesg ’

e
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STRATHCLYDE REGIONAL COUNCIL—SOCIAL WORK DEPT.—GLASGOW DIVISION

-

INTER-DEPARTMENTAL MEMO

WIS
g fh W o Mo Skdlidee C. 2
From Mrs S.D. Halerow, 42 Owwufomz‘ Rel
North District Reviews, Pinewocd,
Foresthall, 657 Edgefauld Road, G21l. - é%ﬂloﬁycmd.

sugecT,  CASE REVIEWS .
Ja (3 enn

Name:

, Home: Kames Castle, Port Bannatyne, Bute,

I am hoping to arrange reviews of the ‘above children in Septembexr/
October which will take place at Kameg, »It would be helpful if you
could continue your visits to see the children and family during the

next few months as I will be requesting an up-to-date backgrownd
report from you in Septembery

In the meantime I enclose.a’ copy of a review of the children's progress
from the Staff at Kames. ’

-0
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CONTINUATION SHEET
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