C1 analyse how the changing concept of childhood has influenced the development of legislation and early years provision 

In the 17th and 18th century children were seen as ‘mini’ adults, so were put to work at an early age. Most children became cloth workers or chimney sweeps by the age of ten. In the industrial revolution the number of children workers increased. More houses were needed to accommodate the increase of people who had come to towns to find work. For this reason houses were smaller, and had smaller chimneys so needed smaller children to clean them. Children as young as six years old were being used. If they were unwilling to do the job they were often beaten by their carers, if the child was to become stuck they were often pulled out and if that didn’t work walls were ripped down but by that point the child would be dead. 


At present time any child that is killed or beaten would have their abuser prosecuted for their crime. The media would then alert the public of what happened. However, in the 17th and 18th century the parents of such children would have been more worried of where they would get their money from and how much it would cost to fix the damage. This view of ‘mini’ adults has changed over the years for many reasons. One of which is because some people mainly the upper classes felt is was unfair to treat children in such a way, one of these people was Jonas Hanway, he was appalled with what he found and pushed for an act to be passed to protect these children. And in 1788 and cat was passed which said children under the age of twelve are not to be used as chimney sweeps. However the government at this time had not considered how they were going to enforce this law and for that reason the law was ineffective and for years after children were still going up chimneys.

From this it is clear the views are beginning to change however not enough for anyone to want to put any effort into protecting them, until this changes any laws which are past will not be effective. 

A further reason in the change in view towards children is the advances in medical science, because doctors were beginning to understand the human body. They were able to cure more illnesses which would have killed many people in previous years because of this more children were living to an older age. Which made people stop and consider what type of care they were being given, parents had to start to think about what types of skills their children will need after they are to big to be chimney sweeps. Parents considered what skills they can teach their children so they can continue to make them money. Many children when on to learn how to build houses, or work in mines. At this time this change in view did not provoke any new legislation.

At the same time as the boys being chimney sweeps, girls were working in factories, at this time children were the cheapest from of labour, so were used in almost all factories in the industrial revolution. These children worked long hours, got little sleep and got little food and water. There was a risk of children loosing limbs in the machinery. Factory owners did not consider that children needed care and were driven by the thirst for money. This was brought to the government’s attention and they were so appalled that the first factory act was passed. This was only the case because the view of children had changed much more in the upper classes then in the lower classes. The factory act stated that children were not to work more than twelve hours each day and that it was the factory owners responsibility to provide good food, education and some where to sleep. The justices of the peace enforced this act. This is good because it was the first real step towards children being treated properly and beginning to develop the childhood we see today.

In the 20th century, the idea the children need to be cared for, have a good home life and education has sunk in and it was the view of the majority instead of the minority of the upper classes in the 17th and 18th century. For this reason an act was passed saying that the local authorities had a responsibility to the children in the area. The had to provide one meal a day to those child who’s parents can not afford to feed them well. Medical care was introduced to schools, so all children could have health care even if they can’t afford it. This is good because if It had not been for the changing view of the general public the government may not of passed this act. In 1908 the opinion on the way children were treated grew stronger and an act was passed that entitled them to a happy and safe life.  

As time passed people saw how having these acts in place were helping the children to become stronger, healthier and cleverer. People now saw how not having children working all day was better for the children and for the adults. As the children are tomorrow’s adults. For this reason the government pushed even further to protect children and the young person Act was passed. This made it illegal to be cruel to children. Due to this change in concept towards childhood, The Young Persons Act helped to make childhood longer and happier. 

Now almost everyone thought children should not have to work and should get a good education: be protected from illness and harm. To uphold this view from people who don’t agree an Act was passed to prosecute anyone who tries to harm a child. 

· In 1989 on Act was introduced that build on all previous Acts that had been passed. This Act dealt with many aspect of childcare. Children are seen to be part of the family and it is their parent’s responsibility to look after the children, feed, dress and to get a good education. If the family don’t do this then they can be prosecuted. 

This is good because it means that this view is not going to change and if anyone does something to try and change it they will be prosecuted. It also makes it hard for a child not to learn skills that they can use to support themselves in later life. And even if the child has a poor home life they will still get care from the school as the family will not want to be prosecuted. 

· The act stated that there is a parental responsibility. This means that if a child is mistreated in any way the parents can be put in prison. This is good because it stops the children from being subjected to being beaten, or any other form of abuse.

This would not have been possible if people believed that children are min-adults, and are meant to go out and work.

· The welfare principal, This part of the act states that the government has to give money to help care for, and pay for schooling, clothes and food for all children.

This good, because in the 17th and 18th century, this would have been left to the factory owner and parish officers, which never would have happened as all they wanted was to make as much money as possible, while spending as little on food and education as possible. Due to the change in view, parents do not think that children are there to make money for them, but may still need money to support their children.

· Local authority services. This part of the act is to ensure that services are set up to benefit children within a local area. This means that if parents cannot provide for their children, then other people can take the responsibility and do it for them.

This is good because it minimises harm done to the child and any abuse can be caught early, and can be fixed. Medical care and education can also be given. If parents do not use these services when they could e, they can be prosecuted.

· Children in care of the local authorities. This part of the act states that if the local authorities have to care for a child, they must do it in the best way possible, always putting the child’s best interests first. This is good because it means all children can have support whenever it is needed, and they are not likely to be mistreated because of budgets and quotas.

· Child protection. This part of the act states that all children have the right to be safe from any sort of harm.

This is good because people that mistreat children can be brought to justice, therefore ensuring that the children can have a happy and safe life.

· Adoption. This part of the act states that all children have the right to a loving, caring home, and it protects and child from being place with a bad family and suffering abuse from them.

This is good because, even if a child has a bad background, they are able to receive care and start, and continue, to have a good life.

· Juvenile offenders, this part of the act ensures that children who commit a crime get help to overcome problems which may have lead them to commit a crime and it also states that children under 14 years of age can not be put into prison for a crime.

This is good because is allows children to be given a chance to change things which they may not have been tort is wrong because of a bad upbringing and poor education. This would not have been the case if a child committed a crime in the 17th and 18th century, then they would have been charged like an adult. This is only different now because of the change in concept towards children.

Under other legislation it states that all children have the right to gain access to the law above no matter what race, sex, religion, language they speak or ability they have. This is good because it makes all children equal and they all get the same services. This is unlike in the 17th and 18th century when the poor children got treated one way and the rich another. 

Article three of the United Nations convention stated that all decisions between authorities and parents are made with the child’s best interests in mind. This is good because of the change in view people now consider the child before themselves. In the 17th and the 18th century children were considered last, as people back then wanted to make money more than they wanted to help their children 

Article nineteen states that all children have the right to be protected from all forms of violence. This enables people who do harm a child to be put in prison, this acts as a safeguard for children as they are less likely to be subjected to violence because of this. This would not even have been considered if people had not started to believe that children need care. 

 In the UK health care is given to children for free, this means that even if the child lives in a poor family they are still able to be healthy. Along side this, the government offer all children a chance to be immunised (a type of primary care) against all childhood disease. It is up to the child’s parents to make that choice however if the parents are deemed to be unfit to make that choice, the government can make it for them.  This is good because in the 17th century children were dying at a young age anyway so people did not seek medical care for them. The change in view to where or not children, caring for is the only reason the free health care and immunisations are given today.

Another type of primary care is screening, this is testing for illnesses before they show any symptoms. This shows that views have changed so much so that children are being treated for illnesses that are not apparent yet. 

A type of secondary care is speech therapy. This is when help is given to children who have speech problems in schools. This to help children to speak better, this is only in place because of the change in view. Children never used to go to school so had no reason to have to speak properly.      

