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Strengthening Services: Working preventatively i S " « EIS input results in positive change and risk reduction;
with local services to increase their capacity to o “ meeting the tfransforming care agenda priorities.
create capable environments. 5 ! « Negative outcomes can be attributed to:
\\ / Tz s e s I Tz s e s N () educational placement breakdown, (i) difficulties
Case Study with service providers, and (iii) uncertainty in long tferm
Family Distress — BFDS Background: 28yrs old male, moderate LD, ASD, . L . .
s ™ complex needs & behaviours that challenge. planning; informing future service developments.
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