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	Consultation Response Form
Consultation closing date: 10 September 2014
Your comments must reach us by that date

	Special Educational Needs and Disability Data Descriptors


If you would prefer to respond online to this consultation please use the following link: https://www.education.gov.uk/consultations
Information provided in response to this consultation, including personal information, may be subject to publication or disclosure in accordance with the access to information regimes, primarily the Freedom of Information Act 2000 and the Data Protection Act 1998.
If you want all, or any part, of your response to be treated as confidential, please explain why you consider it to be confidential.
If a request for disclosure of the information you have provided is received, your explanation about why you consider it to be confidential will be taken into account, but no assurance can be given that confidentiality can be maintained. An automatic confidentiality disclaimer generated by your IT system will not, of itself, be regarded as binding on the Department.
The Department will process your personal data (name and address and any other identifying material) in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, and in the majority of circumstances, this will mean that your personal data will not be disclosed to third parties.
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	Please tick if you want us to keep your response confidential.
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Reason for confidentiality: 
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	Name: Artemi Sakellariadis
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Please tick if you are responding on behalf of your organisation.

	(
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Name of Organisation (if applicable): Centre for Studies on Inclusive Education (CSIE)
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Address: The Park Centre, Daventry Road, Bristol BS4 1DQ



If your enquiry is related to the DfE e-consultation website or the consultation process in general, you can contact the Ministerial and Public Communications Division by e-mail: consultation.unit@education.gsi.gov.uk or by telephone: 0370 000 2288 or via the department's 'Contact Us' page.
Please select the respondent type which best describes you.
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	Colleges
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	Training organisations
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	Local authorities
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	Schools
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	Parents
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	Young people
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	Interest in SEND policy implementation/data development
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	Employers (FE providers)
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	Other
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	Please Specify:


	


ILR - We welcome views on the terminology used to capture ‘Visual Impairment’.
1 Is this the preferred terminology? If no, why not and what do you recommend?
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	Yes
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments:
This is a general comment on this consultation and the drive to improve the quality of data collected.  We applaud this initiative and absolutely agree that an improved data collection system can lead to improved data quality and, ultimately, a better educational experience and outcomes.  Clarity of information on who is being educated where, however, is not enough.  A recent study (“Contrasting responses to diversity: school placement trends 2007-13 for all local authorities in England”, researched and written by Dr Alison Black and Professor Brahm Norwich, published by CSIE 2014), has confirmed a postcode lottery for disabled children and flagged up the problem of important and significant data not being collected by the DfE.  No information is currently available on the proportion of time that children and young people spend in different settings, for example on how time is divided between ordinary and special schools for children in dual placements.  For children in special classes, units or resource bases in ordinary schools, no information is available on the proportion of time they spend alongside, or separated from, other pupils in the school, which means that pupils in such placements may have remarkably different experiences.  The report recommends that the DfE collects time-based information from schools and colleges, and we reiterate this recommendation here.  Such a time-based approach to data collection is already in use in USA data collection systems (more info available on request).  This seems the only way to understand and monitor an important aspect of children and young people’s educational experiences.  A key aim of this consultation is to improve the experiences of disabled children and young people, or those identified as having special educational needs.  Enabling a better evaluation of value for money in various educational settings is also mentioned.  It seems obvious to us that experiences cannot be improved, without a clear picture of what they are in the first place. 


	


ILR - We welcome views on the terminology used to capture ‘Hearing Impairment’.
2 Is this the preferred terminology? If no, why not and what do you recommend?
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	Yes
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments:


	


3 ILR – We propose replacing the Multiple Disabilities field with a Multi-Sensory Impairment field? Do you agree?
Rationale – The aim is to capture the particular circumstances of these children and young people.
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	Yes
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments: This is also consistent with using “impairment” and “disability” in ways which are consistent with language proposed by UK disabled people’s organisations.


	


4 School Census: Do you agree with replacing Physical Disability with two separate fields – Physical Disability Affecting Mobility; and Other Physical Disability?
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	Yes
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments:  Physical impairment would show more consistent use of language (see above).


	


ILR – The ILR currently contains a field for Emotional / Behavioural Difficulties and a separate field for Mental Health Difficulty.
We propose to create a new field called Social, Emotional and Mental Health (Option 3).
Rationale – this reflects changes in the 0-25 SEND Code of Practice, which look to focus on the underlying reasons for behavioural difficulty and ensure that mental health is captured. The Code changes do not require that we capture these as one field. We could retain two if it is felt to be helpful, but distinctions are not always clear cut.
We welcome your views on which option to progress with.
5 Option 1: No change – don’t create a new field called Social, Emotional and Mental Health.
Option 2: Rename 'Emotional / Behavioural Difficulties' field to 'Emotional / Social Difficulties'. No change to Mental Health Difficulty.
Option 3: Remove both current fields and add a new Social, Emotional and Mental Health field.
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	Option 1
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	Option 2
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	Option 3
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	Not Sure
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	Comments:


	


6 ILR – We propose replacing Other with Other Difficulty/Disability. Do you agree?
Rationale –For clarity and consistency.
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	Yes
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments: Impairment would be preferable for clarity and consistency.


	


7 ILR – We propose removing Other Medical Condition (For Example Epilepsy, Asthma, Diabetes)? Do you agree? If no, please advise what the information is used for.
Rationale – This does not add useful detail to the ‘Other Difficulty/Disability’ field. Where the condition is such that it means that a child or young person has a Learning Difficulty or Disability they will be captured under that.
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	Yes
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments:


	


ILR - The ILR currently contains a field for Dyslexia, a field for Dyscalculia and a field for ‘Other Specific Learning Difficulty’.
Rationale – The rationale for these changes is to achieve the single set of indicators shown in Table 1 and to simplify the data collection process. 
We welcome your views on which option to progress with.
8 Option 1: Do you agree with combining Dyslexia and Dyscalculia and Other Specific Learning Difficulties into one Specific Learning Difficulties category?
Option 2: Do you agree with introducing Speech, Language and Communication Needs into the ILR?
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	Option 1
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	Option 2
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	Not Sure
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	Comments:


	


9 School Census: We propose replacing Autistic Spectrum Disorder with Autism (including Asperger’s syndrome). Do you agree?
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	Yes
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments: When there is such a strong desire for perceived specificity, why not list two different conditions as two separate categories?  This would allow for more meaningful monitoring of educational experiences and outcomes.


	


10 ILR – The ILR currently has an Autism spectrum disorder field; and an Asperger’s Syndrome field.
We propose to create one field - Autism (including Asperger’s syndrome). Do you agree?
Rationale - the change follows feedback that it is not always clear which field to place young people in, this approach is clearer.
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	Yes
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments: as above


	


11 ILR - We propose removing the Profound Complex Difficulties field and capture this in Profound and Multiple Learning Difficulty instead. Do you agree?
Rationale – to achieve consistency of field names.
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	Yes
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments:


	


12 ILR – We propose removing the Multiple Learning Difficulties field and capture this in Profound and Multiple Learning Difficulty. Do you agree?
Rationale - The rationale for these changes is to achieve the single set of indicators shown in Table 1.
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	Yes
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	No
	[image: image64.png]




	Not Sure
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	Comments:


	


13 a) ILR – We propose removing Temporary Disability After Illness (for example Post viral or Accident). Do you agree? If no, please advise what the information is used for.
Rationale – The definition of disability in the Equality Act indicates that the disability must last or be expected to last, more than 12 months; therefore there is no legal rationale to collect data on Temporary Disability.
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	Yes
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments:


	


13 b) Do we need to collect this information and what is the best way to do this?
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	Comments:


	


14 ILR - We propose replacing “Not Known / Not Provided” with two new fields, “Not Provided” and “Prefer Not To Say”. Do you agree?
Rationale - The rationale for these changes is so that more complete SEN information is captured.
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	Yes
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	No
	[image: image73.png]




	Not Sure
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	Comments:


	


Thank you for taking the time to let us have your views. We do not intend to acknowledge individual responses unless you place an 'X' in the box below.
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	Please acknowledge this reply.
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E-mail address for acknowledgement: artemi@csie.org.uk



Here at the Department for Education we carry out our research on many different topics and consultations. As your views are valuable to us, please confirm below if you would be willing to be contacted again from time to time either for research or to send through consultation documents?
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	Yes
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	No 


All DfE public consultations are required to meet the Cabinet Office Principles on Consultation
The key Consultation Principles are:
· departments will follow a range of timescales rather than defaulting to a 12-week period, particularly where extensive engagement has occurred before
· departments will need to give more thought to how they engage with and use real discussion with affected parties and experts as well as the expertise of civil service learning to make well informed decisions 
· departments should explain what responses they have received and how these have been used in formulating policy
· consultation should be ‘digital by default’, but other forms should be used where these are needed to reach the groups affected by a policy
· the principles of the Compact between government and the voluntary and community sector will continue to be respected.
If you have any comments on how DfE consultations are conducted, please contact Aileen Shaw, DfE Consultation Coordinator, tel: 0370 000 2288 / email: aileen.shaw@education.gsi.gov.uk
Thank you for taking time to respond to this consultation.
Completed responses should be sent to the address shown below by 10 September 2014
Consultation responses can be completed online at www.education.gov.uk/consultations, by emailing SEN.Data@education.gsi.gov.uk or by downloading a response form which should be completed and sent to:
Gareth Ashcroft, Floor 1, Sanctuary Buildings, Great Smith St, Westminster, London SW1P 3BT, UK.
