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Legislative proposals for additional learning needs Responses 1-20

ALNOO1: Gail John

Question 1 - New terminology

a) Do you agree that a new term, ‘additional learning needs' (ALN) should focus on
children and young people who need additional and/or different support with
learning to allow them to benefit as fully as possible from the education or
training available to them?

Agree ’X [ Disagree ‘ [ Neither agree nor ‘
disagree

Supporting comments

he correct provision for children’s needs is the important priority. Whether it's ALN or
SEN is not really important, names for disfabled change frequently, so new term not an
issue,

b) Do you agree that the new system should apply to children and young people
from birth up to the age of 257 If so, what implications should we consider for the

professionals involved in assessing and providing that support?

Agree Disagree MNeither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments

Yes early intervention is essential to ensure closure of educational gaps & is also
needed for best outcome of improved standards. A multi-disciplinary overlap of closer
networking between social, medical and relational models is required to provide a
better service for our children.

Question 2 - Individual development plans (IDP)

a) Do you agree that all children and young people with ALN should be entitled to
an IDP which sets cut their agreed additional learning provision?

Agree X Disagree Neither agree nor
disagree

b} Do you agree that IDPs should replace statutory assessment and statements of
SEN, assessments for learners over 16 (under section 140 of the Learning and
Skills Act 2000) and non-statutory plans including individual education plans
under School Action and School Action Plus?
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Agree Disagree Neither agree nor ‘
disagree

Supporting comments

As long as children have access to best provision and barriers to learning are
removed by all professionals involved with child. However, currently some LEAs
stipulate that some provision can only be accessed through a statement eg. STF
at KS3 (In Yr5 annual review before Christmas- Swansea LEA or there's no
access to this provision)

¢) Do you agree that local authorities should be ultimately responsible for preparing
an IDP for children and young people aged 0-25 with ALN and for ensuring that
agreed provision set out in the IDP is delivered and reviewed?

Agree Disagree Neither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments

Currently in Wales, nearly a third of LEAs are in special measures, demonstrating that
they are not equipped to manage and lead effective current learning provision.

The only way LEAs should have more responsibiliy for 0-25 is by them improving and
up-dating their current skills and knowledge. It has been my unfortunate experience
that there are already massive gaps between current policy and actual practice in
some LEAs, which contribute to further damaging children (not helping them). Anti-
discrimination needs to be promoted throughout all sectors as research shows that a
quarter of dis/abled are victimised. (See essay)

Question 3 - A new code of practice

a) Do you agree that a new code of practice on ALN should include mandatory
requirements in accordance with which local authorities, schools, further
education institutions, local health boards and the tribunal must act?

Agree F( ‘ Disagree ‘ [ Neither agree nor | ‘
disagree |

Supporting comments

es FE, HE and all relevant bodies need to be working together for the best interests
f the child However the voice of the child should be listened to first (see enclosed
essay)

b) Do you agree that the code of practice should set out guidance for any other

bodies, such as third sector organisations or other providers of education and
training?
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Agree X Disagree Neither agree nor
disagree

Question 4 - Securing provision

Do you agree that further education institutions should be included alongside schools,
maintained nurseries and pupil referral units, as institutions that must use their 'best
endeavours' to secure the additional learning provision called for in an IDP?

Agree Disagree Neither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments

Yes it is time for everyone in Wales to pull together, to up-date skills and participate
ith more evidence-based practive, overlapping resources and traditional professional
isciplines.

Question 5 - Securing specialist provision for young people

Do you agree that local authorities should be responsible for securing specialist
education provision for post-16 learners outside of the further education sector where
the IDP indicates that this is necessary to meet a young person's ALN?

Agree [ [ Disagree ‘}{ ‘ Neither agree nor ‘
disagree

Supporting comments

Current Welsh LEAs are not in a strong position to provide effective services to
ALN/SEN, as it has been my experience and the experience of others that some LEAs
do not know current best practice as they do not consider voice of the child or
children's needs first. The only way LEAs should be given responsibility is through
being educated on best practice, policies, procedures, a stronger networking of multi-
disciplines & importance of listening to child's voice.

Question 6 - Placement at independent schools
Do you agree that local authorities should be prohibited from placing a child or young

person at an independent school which has not been registered to provide the type of
additional learning provision identified in their IDP?
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Agree Disagree Neither agree nor X
disagree

Supporting comments

There needs to be steps putin place to ensure children get access to best provision, |
am not entirely confident that LEAs are in a strong position to make this judgement
themselves at present. A lot of training and work needs to be done in LEAs before they
can be in a strong position to judge independent schools (as with nearly a third of
Welsh LEASs in special measures themselves - currently we need to review provision
through LEA schools let alone anywhere else)

Academy schools have been an effective tool for improving failing English LEAs
- it might be an effective tool to ensure LEAs start to provide a better service for
our children.

Question 7 - A multi-agency approach to planning and delivery

a) Do you agree that local authorities, local health boards and further education
institutions should be required to cooperate and share information in assessing,
planning and delivering support to meet ALN?

Agree Disagree ' Neither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments
Yes. Multi-agencies (including child voice) need to work together for best for child &
there needs to be an overlap between social, medical and relational models.

b) As well as using the code of practice to provide guidance, are there any other
ways in which you think multi-agency partnership working could be
strengthened?

Supporting comments

es through conducting more multi-disciplinary user led research that encompass
networking and breaking the barriers between the traditional disciplines to ensure best
ractice. (See enclosed essay)

Question 8 - Supporting looked after children
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Do you agree that IDPs should be able to replace or function as personal education
plans for children and young people who are looked after by a local authority?

Agree Disagree Neither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments

Ih’es we need to cut down on multiplying paperwork - a one for all standard IDP would |
be more inclusive and work for all.

Question 9 - Resolving disputes at an early stage

a) Do you agree that local authorities should be required to put in place
disagreement resolution arrangements?

l Agree ’x

Supporting comments

Disagree Meither agree nor
disagree

|LYes but unfortunately it has been my experience that Welsh LEA's tend to brush issues
lunder the carpet rather than put needs to children first. There needs to be a complete
breaking away from systems that are unfit for purpose and more training given to
ichange mindsets, attitudes and ineffective practice.

b) Do you agree that there should be a requirement to use the appropriate local
complaints processes prior to appeal to tribunal?

Agree

Disagree MNeither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments

IThis will only give LEAs more opportunity to brush issues under the carpet instead of ‘
lusing issues as a way of improving their services and practice.

Question 10 - Extending the right of appeal

Do you agree with our proposals in relation to extending rights of appeal to tribunal (see
proposals 19, 20 and 21)?

Agree Disagree MNeither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments
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If correct provision and effdctive practice was in place in the first place there would not
be any need for parents or anyone else to complain.

Question 11

We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any related issues which we
have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report them.

Academy schools would be an effective way to improve current failing LEA
services (These have been an effective tool in England). Welsh children deserve
the best start in life and unfortunately a lot of training, research and change is
hecessary to change our current situation in Wales, as many children are being
failed.(See my papers - Psychoanalysis of Oppression & What can the Welsh
Education system learn from the Academies Act 20107

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the internet orina [
report. If you would prefer your response to remain anonymous, please {
tick here:

—4
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been sufficiently clear that local authorities can assist parents in this way until now and | am pleased that this
amendment gives me the opportunity to clarify the position.”

"Where parents or a young person make alternative arrangements, the local authority must satisfy itself that those
arrangements are suitable before it is relieved of its duty to secure the provision. It can only conclude that _
arrangements are suitable if there is a realistic possibility of them being funded for a reasonable period of time. Ifitis
satisfied, the authority need not name its nominated school or college in the plan and may specify only the type of
provision. This is to avoid the school having to keep a place free that the parents have no intention of taking up. If the
local authority is not satisfied that the parent or young person’s alternative arrangements are suitable, it could either
name another appropriate school or college in the EHC plan or assist parents in making their arrangements suitable,
including, if they consider it approptiate, through a financial contribution, though it will be under no obligation to meet
the costs of those arrangements.”

"Where parents make suitable alternative arrangements for educational provision, the health commissioning
body is still responsible for arranging the healthcare specified in the child or young person’s EHC plan. If
parents make alternative arrangements for healthcare provision, then the health commissioning body would need to
satisfy itself that those arrangements were suitable. If the arangements were not suitable, they would arrange the
provision specified in the plan ar, if they felt it appropriate, assist the parents in making their own arrangements
suitable. We will, of course, clarify this position in the SEN code of practice."

Clearly WAG are proposing a different way forward, but the principle applies that home educated children should be
considered in the drafting of new proposals, so that they are not disadvantaged.

ALNOO4: Dr Gareth Price
Retired Teacher

Question 1 - New terminology

a) Do you agree that a new term, ‘additional learning needs’ (ALN) should focus on
children and young people who need additional and/or different support with
learning to allow them to benefit as fully as possible from the education or
training available to them?

Agree k] Disagree 1] Neither agree nor
disagree

5

Supporting comments

As | noted in my response to the October 2012 consultation exercise, whilst ALN may be an
improvement on SEM, a classification such as ‘exceptional learning needs’ or better still ‘exceptional
needs’ would reflect better the fact that certain children and young people have needs that are not
only ‘additional to' but ‘different from’ those of the majority of other children and young people of their
age. Similarly, | am disappointad that the Welsh Government is retracting from its proposal in October
2012 to use the term ‘additional needs’. Retaining the term ‘additional needs' would have been a very
progressive springboard towards developing a support system for children and young people which
was common for all the exceptional needs of children and young people whether their causation
relates to learning, health or social well-being — or often a combination of all three. | believe an ideal
apportunity is being missed to link in a far more integrated manner than proposed the range of
education, health and social services 1o be made available for these vulnerable children and young
people.
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As | noted in October 2012, legisiative reform should be developed in ‘parallel’ across all areas of
need and service provision rather than separately according to the different departmental
respansibilities within the Welsh Government. There should be a common ‘Individual Development
Plan’ developed for all children and young people whether their exceptional needs are related to
health, social well-being, leaming — or various combinations of each. This would encourage far more
co-ordinated working by professionals across all the different agencies invalved.

It is often argued that ‘confidentiality’ restraints inhibit the sharing of information — but ways can be
found of overcoming such issues when the intended outcome is greater collaboration in maximising
the quality of services for such children and young pecple. This would be more in line with a
‘child/person-centred’ approach’.

{Will this mean that you will be changing the title of your branch?)

b) Do you agree that the new system should apply to children and young people
from birth up to the age of 257 If so, what implications should we consider for the
professionals involved in assessing and providing that support?

Agree X Disagree [ ]| Meither agree nor |||
Il disagree

Supporting comments

There is a very important need for greater consistency across all the phases encompassed within the
0-25 age range. However, several parents/carers who were consulted in the past when | was
involved in such discussions asked the question: "Why stop at 257", If, as | proposed in answer to
Question 1(a), an IDP covered all exceptional needs — why shouldn't an IDP continue beyond 25 for
young people as they enter adulthood if they continue to have needs which require continuing special
provision. This may well encompass such areas as employment, recreation, independent living, stc.

The IDF should also covering young people with exceptional needs who enter HE or other avenues
where they continue to require exceptional support.

Question 2 = Individual development plans (IDP)

a) Do you agree that all children and young people with ALN should be entitied to
an IDP which sets out their agreed additional learning provision?

Disagree

Agree
disagree

X I ] l Neither agree nor || | l

L]

b) Do you agree that IDPs should replace statutory assessment and statements of
SEN, assessments for learners over 16 (under section 140 of the Learning and
Skills Act 2000) and non-statutory plans including individual education plans
under School Action and School Action Plus?

Agree
disagree

Disagree l O] l Neither agree nor

o i
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Supporting comments

In support of my earier comments — a common IDP should have the capacity to set out all the
exceptional/additional needs of children and young pecple across their full spectrum of needs and
similarty the exceptional/additional provision required from service providers to meet those needs.

The implementation of the short-term ongoing provision should be guided by an ‘Individual Action
Plan (IARP)Y = nat an ‘Individual Education Plan (IEF)'.

c) Do you agree that local authorities should be ultimately responsible for preparing
an |OF for children and young people aged 0-25 with ALN and for ensuring that
agreed provision set out in the IDP is delivered and reviewed?

Agree | Disagree [ 1| Neither agree nor
disagree [ ]

Supporting comments

If you continue with your current proposals — surely the governing bodies and the senior management
of schools have the responsibility for preparing 1DPs to cover ‘school action” provision.  Similarly with
early years provision providers and Post 16/18 providers at this level of provision.

If a more co-ordinated IDP was developed (as | proposed earlier) the responsibility overall would be
via Local Fartnerships.

Question 3 - A new code of practice

a) Do you agree that a new code of practice on ALN should include mandataory
requirements in accordance with which local authorities, schools, further
education institutions, local health boards and the tribunal must act?

Agree X Disagree L | Neither agree nor || |
| disagree

Supporting comments

All statutory agencies must have prime and ultimate responsibility for delivering the provision they are
respansible for. There should also be statutory responsibiliies placed aon other organisations, whether
private or in the third sector, to deliver the services for which they have been commissioned using

public funding.

A new code of practice should cover all this.

k) Do you agree that the code of practice should set out guidance for any other bodies, such as third
sector organisations or other providers of education and training?

Agree X Disagree L | Neither agree nor || |
[ ] disagree
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Question 4 — Securing provision

Do you agree that further education institutions should be included alongside schools, maintained
nurseries and pupil referral unite, as institutions that must use their ‘best endeavours’ to secure the
additional learning provision called for in an IDP?

L] ‘

Agree ] X Disagree | || MNeither agree nor
L] disagree

Supporting comments

In addition this should include HE institutions and other service providers receiving public funds to
provide such services.

Question 5 — Securing specialist provision for young people

Do you agree that local authorities should be responsible for securing specialist education provision for
post-16 learners outside of the further education sector where the IDP indicates that this is necessary to
meet a young person's ALN?

Agree L] Disagree | || Nelther agree nor | X
disagree []

Supporting comments

As noted earlier, Local Partnerships should have this responsibility.

Question 6 - Placement at independent schools
Do you agree that local authorities should be prohibited from placing a child or young person at an

independent school which has not been registered to provide the type of additional learning provision
identified in their IDP?

Agree [x Disagree (]| Neither agree nor |[ ]
‘[ ] disagree

Supporting comments

A very sensible move. ‘

Question T - A multi-agency approach to planning and delivery

a) Do you agree that local authorities, local health boards and further education
institutions should be required to cooperate and share information in assessing,
planning and delivering support to meet ALN?
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Agree Disagree [ ] Neither agree nor | [ |

X
[ ] disagree

Supporting comments

Similarly with a more common IDP across all appropriate agencies — a protocal is needed regarding
information sharing and storage. This should be common across Wales and supported by the use of
appropriate information technology.

b) As well as using the code of practice to provide guidance, are there any other
ways in which you think multi-agency partnership working could be
strengthened?

Supporting comments

| believe my early comments address this question.

Question 8 — Supporting looked after children

Do you agree that IDPs should be able to replace or function as personal education plans for children and
young people who are looked after by a local authority?

Disagree [] Neither agree nor ||

Agree X
[] disagree

Supporting comments

A common IDP across all areas of needs would encompass the full range of needs of children and
young people looked after by a local authority.

Question 9 — Resolving disputes at an early stage

a) Do you agree that local authorities should be required to put in place
disagreement resolution arrangements?

Agree X Disagree [ ]| Neitheragreenor |[ |
[] disagree

Supporting comments

This requirement should apply to all statutory agencies, including the health authorities. It should also
be common and integrated across all the different authorities if children, young people and their
parents/carers are to understand the issues involved.
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b) Do you agree that there should be a regquirement to use the appropriate local
complaints processes prior o appeal to tribunal 7

Agree X Disagree L || Neither agree nor || |
L] disagree

Supporting comments

Again this should be common across all agencies with a common tribunal system.

Question 10 - Extending the right of appeal

Do you agree with our propesals in relation to extending rights of appeal to tribunal (see proposals 19, 20
and 21)7

Agree X Disagree ]| Neither agree nor
[] disagree

&l

Supporting comments

| In addition, these should apply to health, social well-being as well as leaming. ‘

Question 11

We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not
specifically addressed, please use this space to report them.

As noted above — | have put forward suggestions for a more comprehensive and integrated system
than is currently intended. | have concemns that if the current proposals are implemented as they
stand — the Welsh Government will have missed an excellent opportunity to be far more progressive
in how it provides services for vulnerable children, young people and their families in a more co-
ordinated manner across all areas of need,

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the internet or in a report. If
you would prefer your response to remain anonymous, please tick here:
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ALNOO5: Anonymous

Question 1 — New terminclogy
c) Do you agree that a new term, "additional learning needs’ (ALN) should focus on
children and young people who need additional and/or different support with
learning to allow them to benefit as fully as possible from the education or
training available to them?

Neither agree nor || | l
disagree

Agree X Disagree []

Supporting comments

d) Do you agree that the new system should apply to children and young people
from birth up to the age of 257 If so, what implications should we consider for the

professionals involved in assessing and providing that support?

[ || Neither agree nor ‘ ] ’
disagree _ :

Agree X ’ Disagree

Supporting comments

Question 2 - Individual development plans (IDP)

d) Do you agree that all children and young people with ALN should be entitied to
an IDP which sets out their agreed additional learning provision?

[i[

Agree [[ ] l Disagree X ‘ Neither agree nor

disagree

e) Do you agree that IDPs should replace statutory assessment and statements of
SEN, assessments for learners over 16 (under section 140 of the Learning and
Skills Act 2000) and non-statutory plans including individual education plans

under School Action and School Action Plus?

L] Disagree [ ]| MNeither agree nor |X
disagree

Agree

Supporting comments
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The man-power required to set up and review |DPs for all children would be impossible to manage. In
a small school we have 27 children on our ‘additional needs’ register. It is hard to keep up with writing
and reviewing |IEPs and IBPs — We have trialled IDPs in our school and they were great but only did 5
children. The administration of inviting people to meetings, changing arrangements when somecne
pulled out and then distributing relevant paperwork before and after the mesting was very time
consuming, especially for me as the part-time SENCo

f) Do you agree that local authorities should be ultimately responsible for preparing
an |DP for children and young people aged 0-25 with ALN and for ensuring that
agreed provision set out in the IDP is delivered and reviewed?

L ]

Disagree Neither agree nor

Agree X
disagree

Supporting comments

There needs to be much better communication and joint working betweean health, social services and
education to ensure the best cutcomes for children and their families. In an area where a many
parents do not have the necessary skills to write letters, make phone calls and generally make a fuss,
someone reliable and well trained, with the best intentions needs to help parents get the most from
the services availakble,

Question 3 = A new code of practice

c) Do you agree that a new code of practice on ALN should include mandatory
requirements in accordance with which local authorities, schools, further

education institutions, local health boards and the tribunal must act?

|

Agree ] Disagree L || Neither agree nor | X
disagree

Supporting comments

| \

d) Do you agree that the code of practice should set out guidance for any other bodies, such as third
sector organisations or other providers of education and training?

]

‘ Agree

X ‘ Disagree

Neither agree nor | [ |
disagree

Question 4 - Securing provision
Do you agree that further education institutions should be included alongside schools, maintained

nurseries and pupil referral units, as institutions that must use their ‘best endeavours' to secure the
additional learning provision called for in an IDP?
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Agree X Disagree _|| Neither agree nor |||
disagree

Supporting comments

This will require a SENCo type person in these institutions. In my personal experience, the bigger the
crganisation the less personal involvement the SENCe has with children who have an IEP - &g,
primary school SENMCOs are much more likely to know the children in their school and act in their best
interests, compared to SENCos in high schools. In an FE college the SENCo would be still further
removed from the learners.

Question 5 = Securing specialist provision for young people

Do you agree that local authorities should be responsible for securing specialist education provision for
post-16 learners outside of the further education sector where the IDP indicates that this is necessary to
mesat a young person's ALN?

Agree i | Disagree [T ]| Neither agree nor | X
| disagree

Supporting comments

Question 6 — Placement at independent schools
Do you agree that local authorities should be prohibited from placing a child or yvoung person at an

independent school which has not been registered to provide the type of additional learning provision
identified in their IDP?

Agree ] Disagree X Neither agree nor ||
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 7 — A multi-agency approach to planning and delivery

c) Do you agree that local authorities, local health boards and further education
institutions should be required to cooperate and share information in assessing,
planning and delivering support to meet ALN?

Agree X Disagree L] Neither agree nor || |
disagree

Supporting comments
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We have had some very successful multi-agency meetings, but these often depend on the co-
operation and attitude of the individuals who attend the meetings. Changes in staffing can lead to a
break down in the communication which can have adverse effects on outcomes for children.

d) As well as using the code of practice to provide guidance, are there any other
ways in which you think multi-agency partnership working could be
strengthened?

Supporting comments

Question 8 - Supporting looked after children

Do you agree that IDPs should be able to replace or function as personal education plans for children and
young people who are looked after by a local authority?

Agree Disagree [ || Meither agree nor || |

X
[] disagree

Supporting comments

In my experience PEPs are not read or acted upon. They often don't seem to get ta the right person at
the right time. They needs replacing.

Question 9 — Resolving disputes at an early stage

¢) Do you agree that local autherities should be required to put in place
disagreement resclution arrangements?

Agree X Disagree [ || Neither agree nor |||
disagree

Supporting comments

d) Do you agree that there should be a requirement to use the appropriate local
complaints processes prior to appeal to tribunal?

Agree L] Disagree L || Neither agree nor | X
disagree
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Supporting comments

GQuestion 10 - Extending the right of appeal

Do you agree with our proposals in relation to extending rights of appeal to tribunal (see proposals 18, 20
and 21)7

Agree L] Disagree [ || Meither agree nor | X
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 11

We have asked a number of specific questions. f you have any related issues which we have not
spacifically addressead, please use this space to report them.

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the internet or in a report. If
you would prefer your response to remain anonymous, please tick here: ¥

ALNO006: Anonymous

Question 1 — New terminology

a) Do you agree that a new term, ‘additional learning needs’,(ALN) should focus on
children and young people who need additional and/or different support with
learning to allow them to benefit as fully as possible from the education or
training available to them?

Agree =4 Disagree [ ]| MNeitheragree nor |[[]
disagree

Supporting comments
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Agree ] Disagree ] Neither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments

| strongly agree with this point. All too often information isn't shared between
agencies that would be beneficial in the planning and delivering of provision.

b) As well as using the code of practice to provide guidance, are there any other
ways in which you think multi-agency partnership working could be
strengthened?

Supporting comments

It would be beneficial if all of the multi angencies involved with specific
children’s IDPs attended reviews of to evaluate and discuss progress and
whether their specific suport and provision is appropriate for that individual.
To frequenlt Health agencies e.g Speech and language fail to attend so their
input is not given.

Question 8 — Supporting looked after children

Do you agree that IDPs should be able to replace or function as personal education
plans for children and young people who are looked after by a local authority?

Agree =4 Disagree L] Neither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 9 — Resolving disputes at an early stage

a) Do you agree that local authorities should be required to put in place
disagreement resolution arrangements?

Agree > Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor
disagree
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ALNOO8: ANONYMOUS

Question 1 — New terminology

a) Do you agree that a new term, ‘additional learning needs’ (ALN) should focus on
children and young people who need additional and/or different support with
learning to allow them to benefit as fully as possible from the education or
training available to them?

Agree < Disagree [] Neither agree nor | [ ]
disagree

Supporting comments
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b) Do you agree that the new system should apply to children and young people
from birth up to the age of 257 If so, what implications should we consider for the
professionals involved in assessing and providing that support?

Agree 4| Disagree [ 1| Neitheragreenor |[[ ]
disagree

Supporting comments

Many services work with children and young people up to the point where they
leave full time education. Services will need to be extended - so
staffing/budgetary implications will need to be looked at.

Question 2 - Individual development plans (IDP)

a) Do you agree that all children and young people with ALN should be entitled to
an IDP which sets out their agreed additional learning provision?

Agree =4 Disagree [ 1| Neitheragreenor |[]
disagree

b) Do you agree that IDPs should replace statutory assessment and statements of
SEN, assessments for learners over 16 (under section 140 of the Learning and
Skills Act 2000) and non-statutory plans including individual education plans
under School Action and School Action Plus?

Agree =4 Disagree [ 1| Neither agree nor |[]
disagree

Supporting comments

IDPs are far more centred around the CYP and proved a more effective way of
working to address issues arising by all professionals involved.

c) Do you agree that local authorities should be ultimately responsible for preparing
an IDP for children and young people aged 0-25 with ALN and for ensuring that
agreed provision set out in the IDP is delivered and reviewed?

Agree d Disagree [ 1| Neither agree nor |[]
disagree

Supporting comments
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requirements in accordance with which local authorities, schools, further
education institutions, local health boards and the tribunal must act?

Agree

B

Disagree

[]

Neither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments

b) Do you agree that the code of practice should set out guidance for any other
bodies, such as third sector organisations or other providers of education and

training?

Agree

]

Disagree

[]

Neither agree nor
disagree

Question 4 — Securing provision

Do you agree that further education institutions should be included alongside schools,

maintained nurseries and pupil referral units, as institutions that must use their ‘best

endeavours’ to secure the additional learning provision called for in an IDP?

Agree

B

Disagree

L]

Neither agree nor
disagree

L]

Supporting comments

Question 5 — Securing specialist provision for young people

Do you agree that local authorities should be responsible for securing specialist

education provision for post-16 learners outside of the further education sector where

the IDP indicates that this is necessary to meet a young person’s ALN?

Agree

B

Disagree

[]

Neither agree nor
disagree

L]

34|Page




Legislative proposals for additional learning needs Responses 1-20

Supporting comments

Question 6 — Placement at independent schools

Do you agree that local authorities should be prohibited from placing a child or young

person at an independent school which has not been registered to provide the type of

additional learning provision identified in their IDP?

Agree

X

Disagree

L]

Neither agree nor
disagree

L]

Supporting comments

There would be a risk of that school failing to meet the needs of the CYP.

Question 7 — A multi-agency approach to planning and delivery

a) Do you agree that local authorities, local health boards and further education
institutions should be required to cooperate and share information in assessing,

planning and delivering support to meet ALN?

Agree

X

Disagree

L]

Neither agree nor
disagree

[

Supporting comments

the CYP.

Multi disciplinary co-operation and joint working will make the support around

b) As well as using the code of practice to provide guidance, are there any other

ways in which you think multi-agency partnership working could be

strengthened?

Supporting comments

35| Page




Legislative proposals for additional learning needs Responses 1-20

Question 8 — Supporting looked after children

Do you agree that IDPs should be able to replace or function as personal education
plans for children and young people who are looked after by a local authority?

Agree L] Disagree [ 1| Neither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments

Don't know enough about it.

Question 9 — Resolving disputes at an early stage

a) Do you agree that local authorities should be required to put in place
disagreement resolution arrangements?

Agree 4] Disagree [ 1| Neither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments

b) Do you agree that there should be a requirement to use the appropriate local
complaints processes prior to appeal to tribunal?

Agree =4 Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 10 — Extending the right of appeal
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Do you agree with our proposals in relation to extending rights of appeal to tribunal (see
proposals 19, 20 and 21)7

Agree 4] Disagree [ ]| Neitheragree nor |[]
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 11

We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any related issues which we
have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report them.

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the internet orin [
a report. If you would prefer your response to remain anonymous,
please tick here:

ALNO009: Helen Etherington
Carmarthenshire County Council

Question 1 — New terminology

e) Do you agree that a new term, ‘additional learning needs’,(ALN) should focus on
children and young people who need additional and/or different support with
learning to allow them to benefit as fully as possible from the education or
training available to them?

Agree v Disagree [ ]| Neitheragree nor |[]
disagree

Supporting comments

| think that the term ‘additional learning needs’ should address those children whose needs would not
fall under the ‘average’ range (i.e. 1 standard deviation, approximately 68% of the population) of the
normal distibution. The needs of the majority of children should be met through good quality,
differentiated teaching and through whole school approaches to physical literacy (motor-skills),
emotional literacy/well-being, speech and language. | think that a number of professionals, including
members of school staff, may need to be reminded of the normal distnibution, and if a school has
identified more than 16% of its population as having an ALN (14% more than 1 SD below the mean,
and 2% more than 2 SD below the mean), then they should be looking closely at the standard of
teaching within their schools, and whether there is appropriate differentiation to meet the learning
needs of the children within the school population.
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f) Do you agree that the new system should apply to children and young people

from birth up to the age of 257 If so, what implications should we consider for the

professionals involved in assessing and providing that support?

Agree v Disagree L] Neither agree nor
disagree

L]

Supporting comments

The extended age range is important for consistency, and at the upper end will address the cumrent
difficulties regarding transition from children to adult services, particularly for those young people on
the autism spectrum without a learing disability. However, there will be implications in terms of some
supporting professionals, particularly the Educational Psychology (EP) Profession, who may well be
the best-place professionals to undertake assessments of young people going through transition in
the near future. There is already a shortage of EPs in Wales, and in terms of workforce planning, it
may well be worth considering a proactive programme to train and employ more EPs. However, this is
obviously challenging in the current austerity climate. Once the Individual Development Plans have
been established and developed, there should be less of an onus on assessment at the fransition
stage, and more emphasis on intervention/fforward planning through the person-centred review
process as the IDP progresses.

With regards to the lower end of the age range, the emphasis here should be on effective multi-
agency working and planning for early intervention to support young children who are identified as
having ALN, and planning for their transition into school. If the system is going to be effective across
this age range, then all health, social care and educational professionals involved will need to be
conversant with person-centred practices, and with the implementation of individual development
plans. Once the IDP has been established, it should grow and develop with the child, and the process
of continual assessment, intervention and review should be more ‘seamless’ than is currently the
case.

Question 2 - Individual development plans (IDP)

g) Do you agree that all children and young people with ALN should be entitled to
an IDP which sets out their agreed additional learning provision?

Agree v Disagree [] Neither agree nor
disagree

L]

h) Do you agree that IDPs should replace statutory assessment and statements of
SEN, assessments for learners over 16 (under section 140 of the Learning and

Skills Act 2000) and non-statutory plans including individual education plans
under School Action and School Action Plus?

Agree v Disagree L] Neither agree nor
disagree

[]

Supporting comments

An integrated planning process that takes into consideration all elements of a child/young person’s life
which may impact on their educational attainment and progress, as proposed through the
development of the IDP, is a far more efficient and holistic approach, which would minimise the
fragmentation frequently experienced in the current statutory system. Ensuring that all children and
young people from school action stage of the cumrent COP onwards should ensure that more children
and young people’s needs are met effectively, with less dependence on a criteria-led system.

38| Page




Legislative proposals for additional learning needs Responses 1-20

i) Do you agree that local authorities should be ultimately responsible for preparing
an IDP for children and young people aged 0-25 with ALN and for ensuring that
agreed provision set out in the IDP is delivered and reviewed?

Agree y Disagree L 1| Neither agree nor |[]
disagree

Supporting comments

Yes, but in partnership with schools for school-aged children/young people, so that the latter take
responsibility for daily implementation and delivery of interventions/actions identified through the 1DP.
In order for LAs to undertake these responsibilities effectively, they should also be fully versed in
person-centred practices and encourage an ethos of putting the child/young person at the centre of
any planning process. There may also be a requirement to develop systems to support this in terms of
establishing a forum to ensure all children and young people, and their parents and families are aware
of how an IDP is established and monitored, and to give them a voice when developing services and
provision around ALN.

Question 3 — A new code of practice

e) Do you agree that a new code of practice on ALN should include mandatory
requirements in accordance with which local authorities, schoals, further
education institutions, local health boards and the tribunal must act?

Agree v Disagree [ 1| Neitheragreenor |[]
disagree

Supporting comments

The current code of practice, although sound In itself, has been open to interpretation and there is a
need to ensure that a new code is adhered to closely. Ensuring that the requirements outlined are
mandatory for LHBs, FEs and tribunals would also help to promote effective multi-agency working,
and encourage communication and co-operation between professionals, particularly around transition
points.

f) Do you agree that the code of practice should set out guidance for any other bodies, such as third
sector organisations or other providers of education and training?

Agree v Disagree [ 1| Neitheragreenor |[[]
disagree

Question 4 — Securing provision

Do you agree that further education institutions should be included alongside schools, maintained
nurseries and pupil referral units, as institutions that must use their ‘best endeavours’ to secure the
additional learmning provision called for in an IDP?

Agree v Disagree [ 1| Neitheragreenor |[[]
disagree

Supporting comments
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| think this Is essential in ensuring consistency of approach, and in ensuring that a young person’s
needs are met appropriately. FEs do not have the same access presently as schools do to supporting
professionals, such as an Educational Psychologist (EP), Speech and Language Therapist (SLT) etc,
and consequently this may be a challenge for them initially. However, requiring FEs to use their ‘best
endeavours’ to secure the additional learning provision identified through the IDP may encourage
them to:
e prioritise ALN within their establishments
e develop specialist roles around ALN
+ be more proactive in ensuring all members of staff have a good knowledge of SEN, including
‘mainstream’ lecturers (i.e. develop training programmes/raise capacity of members of staff)
« forge closer links with the LA/LHB support services, or invest in employing their own EPs,
SLTs etc.

Question 5 - Securing specialist provision for young people

Do you agree that local authonties should be responsible for securing specialist education provision for
post-16 learners outside of the further education sector where the IDP indicates that this is necessary to
meet a young person’s ALN?

Agree v Disagree ]| Neither agree nor |[ ]
disagree

Supporting comments

This would encourage LAs to develop robust services to support young people through transition
(development of transition services), and should reduce the current stress and anxiety many young
people and their families experience when they leave school at 16. It would also ensure continuity of
support, as professionals who have supported the young people through the progression of their IDP
would be involved in the development and implementation of the action plan to secure the specialist
education provision indicated. The Real Opportunities Project has been very successful in supporting
young people through transition, and part of its success has probably been due to the fact that the
teams establishes were multi-disciplinary, bnnging a wealth of different skills and experience to
effectively support the young people.

Question 6 — Placement at independent schools

Do you agree that local authorities should be prohibited from placing a child or young person at an
independent school which has not been registered to provide the type of additional leaming provision
identified in their IDP?

Agree v Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[ ]
disagree

Supporting comments

This is essential in ensuring that a child or young person’s needs are met appropriately. It should
encourage LAs to be more proactive in planning to support the needs of children and young people,
and may prompt them to develop more ‘in-county’ provision/services — although this may prove
difficult against the current backdrop of financial cuts. Working in partnership with parents is also
important here, to ensure realistic and appropnate expectations.

Question 7 — A multi-agency approach to planning and delivery
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e) Do you agree that local authorities, local health boards and further education
institutions should be required to cooperate and share information in assessing,
planning and delivering support to meet ALN?

Agree v Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[ |
disagree

Supporting comments

This is absolutely paramount to:

+ meet the individual needs of children and young people, in order to reduce duplication/cost for
all concemned, including families

¢ develop multi-agency assessment and intervention services

+ develop multi-agency services at the universal and emerging needs levels e.g. providing joint
multi-agency training for schools/FE institutions to raise capacity

« share ‘good-practice’

* obtain a picture of the ‘whole’ child

f) As well as using the code of practice to provide guidance, are there any other
ways in which you think multi-agency partnership working could be
strengthened?

Supporting comments

e Developing multi-agency teams around the assessment and intervention of children/young
people with severe and/or complex needs —possibly based at special schools. The team could
then act as an ‘outreach service’ for mainstream schools. A similar model could be applied for
autism.

e Clear guidelines from WG on effective multi-agency working in the early and transition years —
development of multi-agency teams.

« Organising joint service meetings e.g. EPs, SLTs, social workers to share work
practices/develop joint models of working.

« Having professionals based within a school cluster e.g. the secondary school, and working
from there to service all feeder primary schools.

» Having flexibility regarding venue to hold IDP reviews e.g. school, health clinic, home to
maximise attendance from professionals

+ The development of an effective and safe online system which would:

o ensure effective and timely communication

o faclitate sharing of information in real ime

o allow professionals who are unable to attend a review/meeting to input updated
information

Question 8 — Supporting looked after children

Do you agree that IDPs should be able to replace or function as personal education plans for children and
young people who are looked after by a local authority?

Agree v Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[ |
disagree

Supporting comments

| Absorbing the PEP into the IDP would help to reduce duplication and cost, and promote more
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effecive communication between professionals in education, health and social care who are
supporting the child/young person.

Question 9 — Resolving disputes at an early stage

e) Do you agree that local authonties should be required to put in place
disagreement resolution arrangements?

Agree v Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[ ]
disagree

Supporting comments

Carmarthenshire participated in the Child's Right to Appeal project. The appointment of two Family
Support Officers proved to be extremely effective in supporting parents, in improving communication
between the authorty and parents/families, and was felt to be instrumental in reducing the tribunal
rate in county to zero. In my opinion, all authorities should invest in establishing similar posts who can
act as a conduit between an authority and parents.

f) Do you agree that there should be a requirement to use the appropriate local
complaints processes prior to appeal to tnbunal?

Agree v Disagree L ]| Neither agree nor |[]
disagree

Supporting comments

This is important as many of the issues may be resolved effectively through the local complaints’
procedures, and will conseguently reduce the need to proceed to a formal tribunal process, which can
be unpleasant and costly for all concerned.

Question 10 — Extending the right of appeal

Do you agree with our proposals in relation to extending rights of appeal to fribunal (see proposals 19, 20
and 21)?

Agree v Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[ ]
disagree

Supporting comments

| think this will need to be managed carefully, particularly at the upper age range. The fact that the
Tribunal's power to make an order will only relate only to the LA may be problematic for LAs in terms
of management and cost, but should encourage them to carefully monitor the progress of a
child’young person attending a setting outside the LA Having this extended appeal system in place,
together with the Equality Act is paramount in ensunng that LAs and all professionals:

= develop good, supportive working relationships with children, young people and their families

= are committed to meeting the individual needs of children and young people

= take responsibility for any decisions they make/actions undertaken

Question 11

We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not
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specifically addressed, please use this space to report them.

| think that the White Paper i1s effective in setiing out the reform proposals against the wider national
context/strategies that are currently being implemented. However, there are training implications to
ensure that all regions, LAs and their partners are fully conversant with person-centred practices and
the implementation of the Individual Development Plan. LAs across Wales have a considerable
amount of preparation to do in terms of ensuring all their schools are trained in person-centred
planning, person-centred reviews and in the development of effective and supportive IDPs. It is also
paramount that the links between ALN reform and the wider School Improvement agenda are
recognised and, that the ALN reform agenda is subsequently priontised by all local authonties.

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the intemet or in a report. If

you would prefer your response to remain anonymous, please tick here:

ALNO10:

Question 1 — New terminology

Anonymous

g) Do you agree that a new term, ‘additional learning needs’,(ALN) should focus on

children and young people who need additional and/or different support with

learning to allow them to benefit as fully as possible from the education or

training available to them?

Agree

X

Disagree

L]

Neither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments

h) Do you agree that the new system should apply to children and young people

from birth up to the age of 257 If so, what implications should we consider for the
professionals involved in assessing and providing that support?

Agree

X

Disagree

L]

Neither agree nor
disagree

L]

Supporting comments

Agree as long as the young person is remaining in education or supported work placement.

Question 2 - Individual development plans (IDP)
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i) Do you agree that all children and young people with ALN should be entitled to

an IDP which sets out their agreed additional learning provision?

Agree

X

Disagree

[]

Neither agree nor
disagree

[]

k) Do you agree that IDPs should replace statutory assessment and statements of
SEN, assessments for learners over 16 (under section 140 of the Learning and
Skills Act 2000) and non-statutory plans including individual education plans

under School Action and School Action Plus?

Agree

]

Disagree

X

Neither agree nor
disagree

[]

Supporting comments

The IDP should NOT replace statutory assessment and statements for Post 16 learners if they are still
attending an educational establishment. These ensure consistency in terms of support within a
centrally controlled system.

I) Do you agree that local authorities should be ultimately responsible for preparing
an IDP for children and young people aged 0-25 with ALN and for ensuring that
agreed provision set out in the IDP is delivered and reviewed?

Agree X Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[]
disagree
Supporting comments
Question 3 — A new code of practice
g) Do you agree that a new code of practice on ALN should include mandatory
requirements in accordance with which local authorities, schools, further
education institutions, local health boards and the tribunal must act?
Agree X Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[_]

disagree

Supporting comments

We agree especially in terms of health boards and tribunals.

h) Do you agree that the code of practice should set out guidance for any other bodies, such as third

sector organisations or other providers of education and training?
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Agree X Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[ |
disagree

Question 4 — Securing provision

Do you agree that further education institutions should be included alongside schools, maintained
nurseries and pupil referral units, as institutions that must use their ‘best endeavours’ to secure the
additional learning provision called for in an IDP?

Agree X Disagree [ 1| Neitheragree nor |[ |
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 5 - Securing specialist provision for young people

Do you agree that local authonties should be responsible for securing specialist education provision for
post-16 learners outside of the further education sector where the IDP indicates that this is necessary to
meet a young person’'s ALN?

Agree X Disagree L ]| Neitheragree nor |[|
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 6 — Placement at independent schools

Do you agree that local authornties should be prohibited from placing a child or young person at an
independent school which has not been registered to provide the type of additional leaming provision
identified in their IDP?

Agree X Disagree L l| Neitheragree nor |[|
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 7 — A multi-agency approach to planning and delivery
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g) Do you agree that local authorities, local health boards and further education
institutions should be required to cooperate and share information in assessing,
planning and delivering support to meet ALN?

Agree X Disagree ]| Neither agree nor |[ |
disagree

Supporting comments

Confidentiality must be considered.

h) As well as using the code of practice to provide guidance, are there any other
ways in which you think multi-agency partnership working could be
strengthened?

Supporting comments

Question 8 — Supporting looked after children

Do you agree that IDPs should be able to replace or function as personal education plans for children and
young people who are looked after by a local authority?

Agree X Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[ |
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 9 — Resolving disputes at an early stage

qd) Do you agree that local authorities should be required to put in place
disagreement resolution arrangements?

Agree X Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[ |
disagree

Supporting comments
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h) Do you agree that there should be a requirement to use the appropriate local

complaints processes prior to appeal to tnbunal?

Agree

L]

Disagree

L]

Neither agree nor
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 10 — Extending the right of appeal

Do you agree with our proposals in relation to extending rights of appeal to tribunal (see proposals 19, 20

and 21)?

Agree

Disagree

[]

Neither agree nor
disagree

[]

Supporting comments

Question 11

We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any related issues which we have not

specifically addressed, please use this space to report them.

reports.

unnecessary demands.

There needs to be more fairmess with tribunals. Tribunals often favour independent reporis over LA

Tribunal recommendations should also be able to be amended in future reviews: they often become
outdated yet parents still insist they remain in statements and so schools still have to adhere to

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the internet or in a report. If X

you would prefer your response to remain anonymous, please tick here:
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b) As well as using the code of practice to provide guidance, are there any other
ways in which you think multi-agency partnership working could he
strengthened?

Supporting comments

By making it mandatory.

Question 8 — Supporting looked after children

Do you agree that IDPs should be able to replace or function as personal education
plans for children and young people who are looked after by a local authority?

Agree 4 Disagree 1| Neitheragree nor |[]
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 9 — Resolving disputes at an early stage

a) Do you agree that local authorities should be required to put in place
disagreement resolution arrangements?

Agree 4 Disagree [ 1| Neitheragree nor |[ |
disagree

Supporting comments

b) Do you agree that there should be a requirement to use the appropriate local
complaints processes prior to appeal to tribunal?

Agree < Disagree [ 1| Neitheragree nor |[ |
disagree

Supporting comments
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Question 10 — Extending the right of appeal

Do you agree with our proposals in relation to extending rights of appeal to tribunal (see
proposals 19, 20 and 21)?

Agree

[

Disagree

[]

Neither agree nor
disagree

L]

Supporting comments

Question 11

We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any related issues which we
have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report them.

| believe that funding needs to be provided for the ALNCo qualification -
protected funding may need to be considered.

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the internetorin [
a report. If you would prefer your response to remain anonymous,

please tick here:
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ALN 014: Karenza Cassidy

I'm a parent of 2 children with autism (ages ™ + **), complex medical issues, learning
difficulties, home-schooled etc. i wanted to feedback having read the white paper
proposals for Additional Learning Needs.

« very refreshing read, recognises current difficulties and frustrations of
parents/children.

» like new terminclogy.

» good age 0-25 focus.

= paramount that it recognises current poor situation with agencies not working
together, we have found this particularly difficult planning transition for my 15
year old. social services and education particularly unimpressive.

« i wonder how these changes are going to be put in place - finances, provisions,
lack of staff when we are seeing cuts across the board?

» with a large pot of money, training etc. | would be excited about these
proposals. is there a large pot of money?

» |ooking forward to hearing about how these changes and developments are
going to be implemented.

ALNO15: Sue James
Ysgol Maes y Coed

| have read with interest the recent Consultation Document on changes that are
proposed for Additional learning Needs.

Overall | think the changes are fine — the biggest change seems to be in changing the
statement process with the IDP process. As an Advisory Teacher working across five
authorities | have had the opportunity of being involved in the Pilot schemes that were
introduced to certain authorities to trial the IDP/Transition process.

Generally the actual process is good — | attended a fantastic Transition review where
everyone contributed positively to the meeting rather than everyone reading reports.
Three key targets were set for this young person and everyone left happy with the
process. Sadly the whole process fell apart because adult services work in a different
way, funding is different and staffing ratios are different — consequently what was good
on paper fell apart because of resources and funding and lack of staff who are fully
qualified and have the knowledge and understanding to support these children and
young people effectively.
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Whilst | think the changes afoot are good | believe strongly that in order for them to work
effectively you have to put in the money and the resources and more importantly people
who have empathy, understanding, experience and qualifications to get the best out of
children with Additional Learning Needs and who parents trust.

| have worked in education for 33 years and with Sensory Impaired children for the last
30 years and sadly LEAs are becoming more ‘corporate’ and ‘strategic’ and managerial
positions within LEAs are filled with people who have generally either lost touch with
ALN or indeed have no knowledge , understanding or empathy with these children and
talk only of budgets and increasing capacity |

The WAG bring out consultations and spend lots of money on producing literature such
as Quality Standards but often leave LEAs to their own devices and as a result there
are many LEAs not fulfilling there statutory obligations, not replacing highly skilled,
experienced and qualified staff and stretching key ALN staff to their limit.

It seems to me LEAs can sail through inspections as long as they have the glossy
brochure and tick the right boxes and yet key staff working with these children are
struggling to maintain levels of support.

| believe education should change and there are things that can be made better or mere
efficient — the consultation proposals are fine but make sure as a WAG that you ensure
all LEAs have strong experienced qualified staff to support these children and their
families — that is the key to success and no tribunals. In 24 years working in a sensory
authority where all Hearing Impaired children were educated in mainstream there were
no tribunals .

| hope my comments, as a lowly Advisory Teacher will be of some use . | write them as

somecne who has dedicated my teaching life to ALN and who is passionate about
working effectively with these children.
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Supporting comments

| It is good to extend the rights although | do feel that for some parents they may |

use this process to try and push for a diagnosis, obtain 1: 1 support which is not
always the appropriate level of support to meet the child's needs, or have
implications for benefit applications.

Question 11

We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any related issues which we
have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report them.

| would like to be consulted on the full draft for the New Code of Practice for
ALN.

Will in the COP it provide clarity on who is going to manage Resourced
Provisions? As this is currently managed and maintained by the LA and over
seen by the Headteacher and ALNCO. As a ALNCO who manages a Resourced
Provision | would like to see some guidance on the admission process to ensure
it is standardised due to the high level of need, to obtain accessibility to this
specialised learning environment as the demand on places within these settings
is great.

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the internetorin [
a report. If you would prefer your response to remain ancnymous,
please tick here:
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Supporting comments

b) Do you agree that there should be a requirement to use the appropriate local
complaints processes prior to appeal to tribunal?

Agree 4] Disagree [ 1| MNeither agree nor |[ |
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 10 — Extending the right of appeal

Do you agree with our proposals in relation to extending rights of appeal to tribunal (see
proposals 19, 20 and 21)7

Agree 4 Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[ |
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 11

We have asked a number of specific questions. If you have any related issues which we
have not specifically addressed, please use this space to report them.

Responses to consultations may be made public, on the internet orin [ |
a report. If you would prefer your response to remain anonymous,
please tick here:

82| Page



Legislative proposals for additional learning needs Responses 1-20

83| Page



Legislative proposals for additional learning needs Responses 1-20

84|Page



Legislative proposals for additional learning needs Responses 1-20

85|Page



Legislative proposals for additional learning needs Responses 1-20

Question 7 — A multi-agency approach to planning and delivery

a) Do you agree that local authorities, local health boards and further education

institutions should be required to cooperate and share information in assessing.

planning and delivering support to meet ALN?

Agree 4 Disagree ]| Neither agree nor |[ |
disagree
Supporting comments
Has several implications re data sharing
b) As well as using the code of practice to provide guidance, are there any other
ways in which you think multi-agency partnership working could be
strengthened?
Supporting comments
Question 8 — Supporting looked after children
Do you agree that IDPs should be able to replace or function as personal education
plans for children and young people who are looked after by a local authority?
Agree ] Disagree Ll| Neither agree nor |[]
disagree
Supporting comments
Question 9 — Resolving disputes at an early stage
a) Do you agree that local authorities should be required to put in place
disagreement resclution arrangements?
Agree [ Disagree [ ]| Neitheragreenor |[ ]

disagree
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Question 8 — Supporting looked after children

Do you agree that IDPs should be able to replace or function as personal education
plans for children and young people who are locked after by a local authority?

Agree [] Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[[ ]
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 9 — Resolving disputes at an early stage

a) Do you agree that local authorities should be required to put in place
disagreement resolution arrangements?

Agree < Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[[ |
disagree

Supporting comments

b) Do you agree that there should be a requirement to use the appropriate local
complaints processes prior to appeal to tribunal?

Agree 4 Disagree [ ]| Neither agree nor |[[ ]
disagree

Supporting comments

Question 10 - Extending the right of appeal

Do you agree with our proposals in relation to extending rights of appeal to tribunal (see
proposals 19, 20 and 21)7
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