Case No: 

IN THE FAMILY COURT AT (INSERT PLACE)
IN THE MATTER OF (INSERT CHILD’S NAME) (D.o.B.)

IN THE MATTER OF THE CHILDREN ACT 1989

BETWEEN:

NORTH SOMERSET COUNCIL

Applicant

-and-

First Respondent
-and-
Second Respondent

-and-

 (via his/her/their Children’s Guardian)

Third Respondent
________________________________________________________
BALANCE SHEET
________________________________________________________
1.
This Balance Sheet has been prepared in support of an application for [immediate/interim] separation of a [newborn] baby.

2.
This Balance Sheet sets out the realistic interim placement options for (insert child’s name) which have been considered by the local authority. 

3.
The Balance Sheet should be read in conjunctions with the initial SWET which considers the specific risks posed to (insert child’s name). The balance sheet will contemplate realistic alternatives and available resources that might remove the need for interim separation, even if not supported by the local authority. 
In preparing this document the local authority has considered and kept in mind the following principles summarised in  Re C (A  Child) [2019] EWCA Civ 1998 at [2]:

"(1) An interim order is inevitably made at a stage when the evidence is incomplete. It should therefore only be made in order to regulate matters that cannot await the final hearing and it is not intended to place any party to the proceedings at an advantage or a disadvantage. 

(2) The removal of a child from a parent is an interference with their right to respect for family life under Art. 8. Removal at an interim stage is a particularly sharp interference, which is compounded in the case of a baby when removal will affect the formation and development of the parent-child bond.

(3) Accordingly, in all cases an order for separation under an interim care order will only be justified where it is both necessary and proportionate. The lower ('reasonable grounds') threshold for an interim care order is not an invitation to make an order that does not satisfy these exacting criteria.

(4) A plan for immediate separation is therefore only to be sanctioned by the court where the child's physical safety or psychological or emotional welfare demands it and where the length and likely consequences of the separation are a proportionate response to the risks that would arise if it did not occur.

(5) The high standard of justification that must be shown by a local authority seeking an order for separation requires it to inform the court of all available resources that might remove the need for separation."

For the purposes of his decision in this case, the judge summarised it this way:

"The test is whether the child's safety is at risk and, if so, any removal should be proportionate to the actual risks faced and in the knowledge of alternative arrangements which would not require separation."

4.
The following placement options have been discounted as it has been assessed that the child’s safety would be at risk; 
	Discounted option
	Reason why discounted

	
	

	
	


REALISTIC OPTIONS

5.
Placement option 1: Living with one or both parents in the community; 
5.1
The risks posed to the child by being placed in this placement have been assessed to be:

a) 
b)

c)

5.2
How could these risks be mitigated?

(consider support from CSC (including visits/frequency etc, support from other agencies working with the family)
a) 

b)

c) 

5.3
What resources are available?

a)

b)

c)

5.4
The benefits and detriments of this placement are as follows:
	Benefits
	Detriments

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


6.
Placement option 2: Living with other parent/family member (repeat with alternative family members as necessary) 
6.1
The risks posed to the child by being placed in this placement have been assessed to be:

a) 

b)

c)

6.2
How could these risks be mitigated?

(consider support from CSC (including visits/frequency etc, support from other agencies working with the family)

a) 

b)

c) 

6.3
What resources are available?

a)

b)

c)

6.4
The benefits and detriments of this placement are as follows:
	Benefits
	Detriments

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


7.
Placement option 3: Residential placement or parent and child foster placement; 
7.1
The risks posed to the child by being placed in this placement have been assessed to be:

a) 

b)

c)

7.2
How could these risks be mitigated?

(consider support from CSC (including visits/frequency etc, support from other agencies working with the family)

a) 

b)

c) 

7.3
What resources are available? (here include summary of placement searches undertaken to date including when search made and whether any requests outstanding). 

a)

b)

c)

7.4
The benefits and detriments of this placement are as follows:
	Benefits
	Detriments

	
	

	
	


8.
Placement option 4: Removal to foster care; 
8.1
The risks posed to the child by being placed in this placement have been assessed to be; (consider any issues such as separating siblings, identity, location etc)
a) 

b)

c)

8.2
How could these risks be mitigated? (consider contact plans, likely length of placement etc)
a) 

b)

c) 

8.3
What resources are available? (here include summary of placement searches undertaken to date including when search made and whether any requests outstanding). 

a)

b)

c)

8.4
The benefits and detriments of this placement are as follows:
	Benefits
	Detriments

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


9.
Analysis and conclusion: 

(Confirm why child’s safety at risk and that only proportionate response having considered all realistic alternative interim options is separation.)
Signed: …………………………………………….    Dated: ……………………………….

Name: XXX (Social Worker) 
