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ALN203:  Jonathan Bishop 

Centre for Research into Online Communities & Research 
Systems 
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ALN204:  Sarah Rees 

 

I am writing to you to express my opinion in changing the statementing process. I 
don't agree with the changes and don't think you will be giving the children with 
learning difficulties the best opportunity at a good quality of an education that these 
young children truly deserve. 
I believe if you where to change things then there education will suffer as a result of 
this.  
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   Learning Disability Wales 
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ALN208:  Vin West 

   Arfon Access Group 
 
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 

I am responding both as Chair of a Disabled People’s Organisation and as Parent / Carer for 

a young woman with some learning difficulties. 

‘Additional Learning Needs’ is of course is not a new term but it is very welcome that Welsh 

Government have at last moved the conversation around provision for young people with 
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learning difficulties in a Social Model direction.  

These proposals have been characterised by some as mere semantics but the words we 

use about each other are important, otherwise some of the racial slurs that are heard less 

and less, such as the ‘n’ word, would not have so much power.  

It is also desperately important that Welsh Government fully adopt, and are seen to adopt, 

the Social Model of Disability. Welsh Government nominally adopted this approach in 2002 

and yet, 12 years later, vanishingly few civil servants or Assembly Members understand the 

concept, let alone apply it, while the majority have not even heard of it. 

Previous terms [current terms in most public bodies] such as ‘people with disabilities’,  

‘learning disabilities’ and ‘special educational needs’ are pejorative and degrading to 

disabled people and imply that the ‘blame’ lies with the disabled person instead of where it 

really lies: with society. 

In adopting the Social Model the Welsh Government acknowledged institutional disablism 

[disability discrimination]. This is no more acceptable than institutional racism and yet 

disablism is ubiquitous, pervasive and entrenched across all levels of government, as it is 

across all sectors of society - still. 

The terms and language that we use about each other are both influenced by how we 

perceive each other and can influence those perceptions if we choose positive language 

models based on the terminology choice of those we are referring to. In the case of disabled 

people this has been very clear since Paul Hunt and Vic Finkelstein expounded the Social 

Model in 1973. Since then disabled people have stated repeatedly and clearly that it is 

society that ‘disables’ them and this must be clear in using the term ‘disabled people’ as the 

term chosen by disabled people. 

It is no longer acceptable to infantilize women by referring to them as ‘girls’ and yet Welsh 

Government continues to infantilize disabled people by insisting that they “need care” as 

though disabled people are all helpless babies.  

So disabled people are prevented from functioning by the barriers that society confronts 

them with but in order to overcome these barriers they have to enter a ‘care’ system that 

demeans them and insults them before it will give them the support they are entitled to. 

 

b) Do you agree that the new system should apply to children and young people 
from birth up to the age of 25? If so, what implications should we consider for 
the professionals involved in assessing and providing that support?  

 

Agree  Disagree  Neither agree nor 
disagree 
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Supporting comments 

Professionals will need to become familiar with a co-productive approach to creation of 

development plans, both in terms of the young people the plan is intended to support and 

the parents or Carers involved. This means a genuine partnership of equals, which requires 

staff to challenge their own [unconscious] attitude to ‘service users’, ‘clients’, ‘people in need’ 

and the many other more or less pejorative terms in current use.  

Alongside this new partnership of equals there will be a need to capacity-build some of the 

partners to have the tools and skills to engage in the discussions. This is needed because 

historically public bodies have [intentionally or otherwise] developed an exclusive language 

and terminology, made further obscure by the attendant acronyms, that requires a dictionary 

on hand to interpret jargon into plain language. 

 

 

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  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? 

 

Agree  Disagree  Neither agree nor 
disagree 

 

 

Supporting comments 

 

 

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  Disagree  Neither agree nor 
disagree 
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Supporting comments 

 

However, the partnership / co-production approach should be maintained throughout. 

 

 

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  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  Disagree  Neither agree nor 
disagree 

 

 

Supporting comments 
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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 

 

 

 

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  Disagree  Neither agree nor 
disagree 

 

 

Supporting comments 

 

 

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 
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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 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  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  Disagree  Neither agree 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 

 

 

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 or in a 

report. If you would prefer your response to remain anonymous, please tick 

here: 
 

 

 

 

 

ALN209:  Nicola Massey 

   Shire 
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ALN210:  Sally Rees 

 

I take this opportunity as I gather that it is the last day for consultation on the Paper 

and, I would agree, having listened to Mike Charles that it falls way short of what will 

be implemented in England. I have experience services both sides of the border 

since 2004/5, had a 360 degree perspective and been involved I worry about the 

future of the next generation, given the state LA's and Health Boards in their ability to 

respond. Weekly I get emails from those I've worked with asking for support and help 

but not in a position to fully respond. I am now a position where my own son's 

placement has to change after 18 mths of being settled so he faces a big move and 

for a young person who does not deal with change it will be yet another upheaval. It 

doesn't go away!   

 Briefly, the White Paper, whilst there is a nod to the holism again it does not fully 

address the multi-agency dimension - it is in fact education focused which has 

always my concern nor does it explore fully the relationship with the Social Care and 

Well-being Bill. Finally, the White Paper doesn't go much further than Forward in 

Partnership in giving more substance to the IDP and further evidence that it will be 

more effective than the current Statementing Process than it being person-centred, 
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which also needs further explanation for many people to comment who are not 

familiar with the approach. Furthermore, unless there is a duty on the social services 

and health boards in terms of the contribution and delivery of support and services 

then we are no further forward.  In terms of transition young people will continue to 

fall the gap and many will not be be able to access adult social care support and no 

IDP or plan currently will address this issue. The structural and cultural difference 

inhibit seamlessness.  

 
 
 
 
 

ALN211:  David Jones 

   Coleg Cambria 
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Question 11 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ALN212:  Angela Burns AM, Shadow Minister for Education 

Welsh Conservatives 
 

 
 The Welsh Government White Paper on ALN is a positive start to what we hope will 
eventually become a radical Bill that changes the landscape for children and young 
people with learning needs in Wales. My sincere wish is that the Government will 
recognise the concerns and input of all political parties so we can jointly deliver a 
ground-breaking solution to an issue that has no place in partisan politics and can 
break hearts and families rather than the ground. We recognise, and are in accord, 
with the focus that has been placed on the provision of equality and fairness for all 
learners with needs whether they are transitory or complex. However, the White 
Paper does throw up some areas where we intend to share some specific concerns 
and it is more discursive for us to detail those concerns below rather than merely 
answering the questions listed on the response form. 
 
Current Situation. It is extremely difficult for many parents to get a statement for a 
child with moderate needs at present as the system appears to be in a holding 
pattern because, for some time now, there have been discussion about IDPs and 
their possible introduction. This has created a hiatus in the provision of statements 
making it doubly difficult for parents and young people. We are concerned that this 
hiatus will continue until this Bill is passed. Whilst the White Paper recognises this 
issue the Government needs to put in place a concrete instruction to Education 
Authorities for the interim. For children and parents waiting for help, even a few more 
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months feels like an incredibly long-time with a great deal of opportunity lost whilst 
waiting. 

 
ALN Definition. The term additional learning needs is a very broad term which 

covers everything from behavioural to mental health issues and physical disabilities, 
all of which can impact upon a child’s ability to learn. The nature of some of these 
issues may be particularly complex and difficult to approach. Given these 
circumstances, the Welsh Government has to carefully define each of these issues 
and decide who within the local authority or school setting has the capacity to 
provide a diagnosis for them. Do educational psychologists have the capacity to deal 
with socio/emotional issues and physical disabilities? There needs to be greater 
clarity on who is responsible for this judgment call and what is required in terms of 
their background and training. The Welsh Government should also make especially 
clear, which aspects of additional learning needs are protected by statute, so that the 
relevant bodies have a non negotiable understanding on what has to be done and 
what the consequences will be if they don’t deliver.  
 
Collaboration. Based on the information contained within the White Paper, 
someone within the local authority is likely to play the lead role in the diagnosis and 
treatment of ALN. This person must have the ability to buy-in/co-opt professionals 
from other organisations, including health, social care and charitable organisations. 
This person should also be able to provide some degree of clarity on how a problem 
is identified, diagnosed and managed by each of the bodies involved and how these 
bodies interact with each other. This person should be able to access a huge range 
of health services including physiotherapy, dietetics and speech and language 
therapy without the usual constraints affecting treatment, like waiting times for 
example. Many paediatricians have waiting lists which are considerably long, but a 
child cannot have their education put on hold for periods of months and years. 
Treatment should therefore be delivered according to the child’s developmental 
milestones and the individual coordinating the treatment should have the ultimate 
authority within this chain of command should there be any disagreements between 
professionals. Their pay should be ring-fenced from the financial pressures that a 
local authority faces and there should be a wall between the local authority and this 
professional. This will provide a clear understanding that the professional is there to 
represent the child and not the authority – with unequivocal clarity. As far as the 
parents are concerned, money shouldn’t cloud the ability to communicate the truth. 
 

A further issue for consideration is the report from the Commission on Public Service 
Governance and Delivery (the Williams Commission). The report has recommended 
merging the existing 22 local authorities, and the Welsh Government has recently 
indicated its preference for 12 authorities. Whichever option is chosen will result in a 
timeframe for changes and mergers. It is vital that any proposed ALN measures are 
not allowed to fall through the gaps when authorities merge. As I have already 
stated, a child’s education cannot be put on hold to meet other organisations 
timescales. Collaboration between all public service bodies involved in ALN must not 
be allowed to suffer when these mergers occur. 
 
Resources and Funding. This level of collaboration will require a huge level of 
funding and a change in culture both of which I appreciate may be difficult to provide 
in the present circumstances. The National Assembly's Children, Young People and 
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Education Committee has called for evidence and is conducting an inquiry into 
CAMHS (Children and Adolescent Mental Health Services). This is due to previous 
enquiries that have touched on this area, as well as empirical evidence and a 
recognition by most people that resources and capacity within CAMHS are already 
incredibly overstretched to the point where in 2013/14 there were 2,629 referrals not 
accepted, and a further 2,410 children and young people who are currently waiting 
for a CAMHS outpatient appointment. Furthermore, educational psychologists are 
working in fewer numbers with increased workloads and specialists dealing 
specifically with behaviour and communication are rare. There must be a range of 
trained and well-equipped professionals available to manage the variety of issues 
that fall under the definition of ALN. At the moment, we have some educational 
psychologists who are doing a very good job and a number who are not. Above all 
we have a shortage of qualified individuals within many of the areas this level of 
service provision will require and limited ability for training and CPD within Wales. All 
learners should be able to access support of the same quality. Current provision is 
not equitable, with services differing wildly between counties. Parents will always 
fight 100% for their child and this can cause conflicts between parents and 
authorities. This can, in turn, affect the quality of provision those parents receive. An 
equitable level of service should be provided across individuals, departments and 
counties and training will play a key factor in delivering this. Furthermore, 
ALNCOs/SENCOs should have dedicated training suitable for their role. The ALN 
component of the Masters in Educational Practice (MEP) is a welcome component, 
but this might not be in-depth enough for an ALNCO/SENCO, who will also need to 
know how to deal with, manage and access needed resources. Given that the MEP 
is optional and can be obtained very early on in a teacher’s career, many 
inexperienced teachers might end up fulfilling the role of ALNCO/SENCO unless 
there is a stipulation that this teacher should be an experienced teacher. If trainee 
teachers are going to learn about ALN early on in their careers then perhaps it 
should form part of their initial teacher training so that it is compulsory rather than 
optional. I have repeatedly put on record my support for the MEP programme, but I 
do have reservations that it comes too early in a teacher’s career. It is not entirely 
improbable that a school would to appoint a NQT teacher who is in the first year of 
their MEP, studying the ALN module. That teacher, with potentially the only ALN 
background in the school, might be asked to have some form of ALNCO role. This 
would put far too much pressure on them, and this needs to be addressed.  
Schools will have different numbers of ALN learners to one another, of varying levels 
of severity. One school ALNCO may have responsibility for ten students in a 
hundred. Another ALNCO may have responsibility for thirty students in a hundred. In 
terms of human resources, this will require a substantial time investment from the 
ALNCO. It is not clear in the white paper where the ALNCO will come from – if it will 
be a teacher with extra responsibility, or a member of staff. Irrespective of who it is, it 
is vital that an ALNCO responsibility does not detract from their existing role. 
 
The school’s resources should also be given greater consideration. If a school is 
expected to provide 4 hours of additional learning from their own budget, some 
thought should be given to the cumulative impact on this budget when a high number 
of the children attending that school require additional learning. Early Education 
Plans and Action Plans are a great idea, providing that the school can afford to 
follow them. At the moment, a child who is told they will receive 8 hours of learning 
per week will find that they actually receive 4 hours when large numbers of children 
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needing additional support become unmanageable. We must work out how we can 
provide the resources to deliver the education that these children are entitled to 
whilst being realistic with regards to the school’s capacity. 
 
Impact of Regional Consortia. These bodies have a huge footprint and the 
capacity to understand ALN on a large scale and a responsibility for delivery. This 
doesn’t mean, however, that ALN is best treated on a large scale. Centralising 
special schools within each region for those with complex needs would put 
enormous pressure on a child who is already disadvantaged due to the physical and 
emotional costs involved in travelling long distances to and fro school. Whilst ideas 
of this nature might work well in urban areas, further consideration should be given 
to learners in more rural areas.  
 
Tribunals. Tribunals should be seen by all involved as an ultimate last resort. 

Tribunals are costly, time-consuming, overly confrontational and mostly unbalanced. 
Mediation is a good way forward, but the length of time that is spent mediating 
should be limited. In terms of a child’s education, months and months is far too long. 
However, tribunals should only be a last case scenario. Many local authorities can 
employ a first rate Barrister to work full-time a specific case. On the other hand, most 
parents cannot afford the time to put together a top flight legal case, the knowledge 
or a lawyer of equal standing and are effectively left defenceless. Local Authorities 
should be prevented from pitting Barristers against parents in such a way and there 
should either be a fund for parents to access a lawyer of equal quality and stature or 
a ban on Local Authorities using Barristers. This would also prevent the parents’ 
costs from drastically spiralling. The Welsh Government might also consider a further 
right to appeal after a tribunal but this would require careful consideration of the 
grounds on which an appeal could be launched.  
 
Statutory versus Guidance. The Welsh Government cannot keep relying on 
subordinate legislation and ‘due regard’. All children should have equal access to a 
good education and in my view this should be made statutory. The National 
Assembly for Wales was founded on the premises of equality and sustainability and 
that should be reflected in this Bill with a statutory underpinning. In past legislation, 
as indeed highlighted by the ALN White Paper, legislation has relied on authorities 
having to pay “due regard” to something, and then the Government attempting to 
enforce this through Codes of Practice. This is not a statutory obligation, and I 
believe it allows children and students to fall through the gaps. A Code of Practice 
cannot fill gaps in primary legislation. Any ALN measures taken forward must be 
done on primary legislation that places a statutory duty on a LEA.  
 
Home Education. A small number of children with ALN are educated at home 
because the parents either believe the state cannot currently meet their needs or 
they have had to remove them from settings. Home education is acceptable, so long 
as it is a parent’s personal choice and not something that they are obliged to do in 
order to compensate for the failings of the state. We acknowledge the positive 
discussions that have centred on post-16 children and their inclusion in the 
education system. However, younger, home-schooled children should also be given 
more thought. A Bill needs to be crafted so that these parents can bring their children 
back into the heart of the education system, particularly those with physical 
disabilities. Furthermore, when a child is educated at home, the other children within 
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that family can feel marginalised. If the child educated at home could follow the same 
path into education that is taken by his/her siblings then the family would be 
alleviated of certain additional pressures involved in providing a home education. We 
also achieve the objective of not marginalising those children who would like to be 
part of some form of school setting but can't have that choice. 
 
Certification of the School. Parents should have a choice in where they can send 
their children to school regardless of the child’s additional learning needs. Many 
independent schools offer a viable alternative education for children with specialised 
needs. Whether it's because the classrooms have smaller numbers and therefore 
fewer distractions or because the young people are effectively not in a "school" 
setting such as Coleg Elidyr or Plas Dwbl. Teachers and other professionals are also 
better able to address their specific needs. I would like school certification to be 
viewed through a neutral prism and would suggest Estyn should be responsible for 
making decisions on a school’s capacity to provide for additional needs, rather than 
a local authority whose decisions may be biased by their capacity to fund 
placements. Nevertheless, the criteria on which these decisions are based should be 
looser and broader. For example, if a school has many highly trained teachers with 
the ability to teach children with specialised needs in smaller classes, the school 
should not find themselves unable to get registration simply because they don’t have 
a sensory room which may be what a child with a different need may require.  
 
PRUs. The Welsh Government should reassess why we have Pupil Referral Units 
(PRUs) and who they are designed for. A high proportion of children in PRUs are 
children with SEN, but equally, a high proportion of children who attend a PRU are 
also those with behavioural issues. These problems are very different and in some 
cases, the PRU becomes a prison for children with SEN where they are effectively 
sent to a unit to be educated alongside children who have behavioural issues that a 
school simply can’t manage. According to the Edinburgh Report, nearly 90% of 
people educated outside of the school setting were SEN. Of these, 40% were in 

PRUs. Which brings us back to the definition of ALN because if a child with anger 
management or attachment issues cannot cope in a mainstream school environment 
then they too have an additional learning need.  
 
Impact on Existing Legislation. The National Assembly for Wales has recently 
passed the Social Services and Well-being (Wales) Bill and will soon look at 
legislation on the recommendations of the Williams Commission. The changes made 
to education provision in the ALN Bill should consider these. Looked After and 
Adopted children should be given an automatic and statutory right to request an IDP 
and the SSW Bill needs to be reflected on in this case. Furthermore the direction of 
travel for health provision in Wales will also have a profound effect on the impact of 
decisions that need to be made under this Bill.  
The Welsh Government has embarked on an ambitious legislative programme since 
2011. A number of Bills are set to pass through the National Assembly in the next 
Assembly year. ALN provision will not just have an impact on existing legislation, but 
on any new legislation. I strongly hope that the ALN measures that result from this 
White Paper will be integrated fully into new legislation.  
 
I welcome the opportunity to respond to this consultation, and I strongly believe that 
the ALN White Paper is the start of a vital piece of legislation to protect some of the 
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most vulnerable children and young people in our society and to try and secure a 
more sustainable and successful future for them.  
 
This is something most of us wish for. To be the best we can be. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ALN213:  Sue Painter  

   Portfield School 
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ALN214:  Paul Catris 

   St Patrick’s Primary School 
 
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 Yes
 

Disagree  Neither agree nor 
disagree 

 

 

Supporting comments 

 

 

b) Do you agree that the new system should apply to children and young people 
from birth up to the age of 25? If so, what implications should we consider for 
the professionals involved in assessing and providing that support?  

 

Agree  Disagree  Neither agree nor 
disagree 

Yes
 

 

Supporting comments 

 

 

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  Disagree Yes
 

Neither agree nor 
disagree 
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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 Yes
 

Disagree  Neither agree nor 
disagree 

 

 

Supporting comments 

I can understand the need to have an IDP for pupils that are in need of statementing and 

possibly those at SA+ but to have these for children at SA is a ‘big ask’ and would be very 

time consuming to administer. 

 

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  Disagree yes
 

Neither agree nor 
disagree 

 

 

Supporting comments 

I cannot envisage the LA having the ‘man-power’ to take responsibility for preparing IDPs for 

every child on the register. In our school we have 58 children on the register. 

 

 

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  Disagree  Neither agree nor 
disagree 

Yes
 

 

Supporting comments 

I understand the need to have mandatory requirements but must stress the practicality of 

having IDPs for every child – arranging meetings and reviewing the plans on top of children 

having IEPs as well would be an enormous undertaking. 
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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 Yes
 

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 

Yes
 

 

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  Disagree  Neither agree nor 
disagree 

Yes
 

 

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 Yes 
 

Disagree  Neither agree nor 
disagree 
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Supporting comments 

 

 

 

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 Yes
 

Disagree  Neither agree nor 
disagree 

 

 

Supporting comments 

However, I am unsure as to the capability of these institutions to meet the demand that 

would be created by having IDPs for all children on the register. I attend CP core group 

meetings and some institutions find it difficult to attend these! 

 

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  Neither agree nor 
disagree 

 

 

Supporting comments 

 

 



Legislative proposals for additional learning needs Responses 201-215 

64 | P a g e  
 

 

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  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)? 

 

Agree  Disagree Yes
 

Neither agree nor 
disagree 

 

 

Supporting comments 

 

What happens when families don’t attend these review meetings – some of our parents find 

it difficult to attend IEP reviews so to double up on the number of meetings in a term is very 

unrealistic.  
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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. 

I feel that IEPs could bew amended to include some of the contents of an IDP, where it was 

felt applicable, rather than create a potential ‘bureaucratic nightmare’ for already overworked 

ALNcos. 

 

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: 
 

 

 

 

ALN215:  ANONYMOUS 
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