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SEN the Background

 Warnock recants!
 Select Committee two reports
 Government responds
 Bercow on Speech and Language
 Steer on Behaviour
 Rose on Dyslexia
 Lamb Parental Involvement
 Salt SLD and PMLD training
 OFSTED
 Green Paper
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The Key Questions

 Role of Statements-Separate Assessment
from Provision

 Role of Parent Partnerships
 Team around the Child
 School Action and School Action Plus-what

happens?
 Reducing conflict
 Numbers of children with SEN
 Interface with other services
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Solutions

 School Leadership
 Greater focus on Outcomes
 Parental Engagement
 Support Early Intervention
 Better Assessment
 Develop Skills and Expertise
 Support individual rights
 Inspection on SEN
 Tackle bullying and exclusions
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Key Outcomes

 Legislation on OFSTED and Inspections
 Legislation on extending Equality Legislation to Education

provision- Auxiliary Aids
 Legislation on new rights to appeal on non review of a statement
 £31m to pilot “Achievement for All” project to improve outcomes
 Funding for additional specialist training in key SEN areas
 Legal Training for Parent Partnerships
 Training for LA officers on statement writing
 Leadership on SEN part of National College training
 Shift in profile of SEN and culture at LA and school level?
 Greater focus on parental involvement?
 Set terms for the next stage of debate?
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Known unknowns!

 Information helpline-awaiting a decision
 Child’s right to appeal in its own right-awaiting

decision
 Core Offer-will it still be implemented in

another form?
 Future Guidance on Exclusions
 Training for Exclusion panels on SEN
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What’s not happening!

 Extension of Legal Aid to Tribunal Cases-see
MOJ.

 Tell Us survey including questions on SEN-
survey abolished.

 LGO’s being used instead of appeals to Sec of
State?

 Sec of State to use intervention powers more?
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New Legislation-Impact on SEN

 Academies Act-SEN on face of the Act
 Local Authorities retain responsibility for low

incidence needs
 Free Schools-more divergence in the system?
 Greater delegation of budgets
 Changes to the curriculum-more flexibility
 Pupil Premium-impact on SEN funding?
 Less central control?
 End of a national framework?
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Salt Review

 Teaching SLD/PMLD is considered an area of specialist expertise,
with higher status and value, attracting some of the best applicants;

 With a quarter of learners with SLD/PMLD taught in mainstream
settings, opportunities for teachers to gain the necessary skills for
teaching these learners need to be embedded across the system

 ITT providers and Overseas Trained Teachers (OTTs) know that
working in a special school/setting can count towards gaining
Qualified Teacher Status

 Increased placements across ITT within SLD/PMLD settings and
increased take-up – with evidence that some of those who have this
experience will enter and stay in the profession;
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Salt Review

 SLD/PMLD teachers are drawn from the best teachers, who have
first secured a mainstream teaching qualification, with their
specialist skills built on top of this. The talent pool we draw from
should include the highest quality teachers in mainstream who now
wish to convert, as well as NQTs;

 Once in teaching, consistently high quality CPD, judged by the
impact on outcomes, will enable teachers to keep pace of changes
to demand and refresh the skills they need to excel;

 An increased supply of teachers provides high quality school
leaders, providers, academics

 Ofsted inspectors of the future, ensuring sustainability in the system
 Achieving QTS is more accessible for the very best non-QTS staff.
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White Paper – implications for SEN?

 Behaviour partnerships to go-no new guidance
on exclusions?

 Heads to be able to refuse re-instatement of
excluded pupils.

 Schools to retain responsibly for placing
children and pupils results will continue to
count as part of the schools until they move

 Disability cases to be heard at Tribunal?
 Heads have more freedom on curriculum and

admissions?
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White Paper-implications for SEN

 Ofsted new inspection framework
 Government have promised in the Teaching

White Paper that the new inspection
framework; “will help to make sure that there is a
better focus on the needs of all pupils, including the
needs of pupils with Special Educational Needs and/or
disabilities”

 LGO powers not going to apply to Education-
removal of SEN requirements to be part of this
as Government seeks more local solution?
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Green Paper
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What really happens?

“Laws, like sausages, cease to inspire respect in
proportion as we know how they are made.”

John Godfrey Saxe
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OFSTED-Conclusions

 improving the quality of assessment
 improving teaching and pastoral support early on so that

additional provision is not needed later
 developing specialist provision and services strategically so that

they are available to maintained and independent schools,
academies and colleges

 simplifying legislation so that the system is clearer for parents,
schools and other education and training providers

 ensuring that schools do not identify pupils as having special
educational needs when they simply need better teaching

 ensuring accountability for those providing services focuses on the
outcomes for the children and young people concerned.
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Green Paper Consultation

Principles
 Transparency for parents
 Involvement
 Effective use of resources
 Increased expectations for children
 Local Solutions
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Green Paper

 Better Outcomes
 Early Intervention
 Greater Choice
 Public services centred on Needs
 Streamline Assessment process
 Presumption towards mainstream?
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Green Paper Responses

Are the SEN and Disability statutory frameworks –
including the SEN statementing process – helping
children and young people to get what they need?
If not, what changes could help?

Number of responses

Statutory framework process is too bureaucratic 562 33 %

Statutory framework process is adversarial 387 23 %

Statutory framework process is not working effectively 302 18 %

Greater parental involvement needed 213 13%

There are difficulties in implementing the statutory frameworks 199 12%

More joined-up approach between agencies and professionals 188 11%

Inconsistencies in the statementing process of LAs 184 11%

Inconsistencies in support provided by LAs 183 11%

SEN statements perceived as releasing more resources 151 9%

Focus on outcomes for children required 134 8%
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Green Paper Responses

How can we identify children's special educational needs
earlier, and make sure that they get the support they need as
quickly as possible? Number of responses

Identifying children’s needs as early as possible 624 40%

Improved SEN and disability training for teachers and practitioners 613 39%

Greater involvement of parents 486 31%

More joined-up approach between agencies and professionals 460 29%

Faster intervention in response to children’s identified need 390 25%

Identifying and supporting children’s needs pre-school 219 14%

Using educational psychologists more efficiently 155 10%

More and better SEN and disability trained health visitors 154 10%

Clearer referral routes to access services 154 10%

More regular and earlier child development checks 131 8%

Greater role for support services 107 7%
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Interesting Times but not a curse?

 Is there an emerging consensus around SEN?
 Parental Involvement-Core Offer approach?
 Focus on Outcomes-needs extension of Achievement

for All
 Improved assessment-changes to statements?
 Better specialist support-but how?
 Early Intervention-greater use of existing

mechanisms?
 Role of personalised budgets-for what services?
 But numbers with SEN...........missing half million?
 And Removing the presumption towards inclusion?
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Principles to Inform change
 Any changes should enhance entitlements not weaken them;
 Specialist support should be available early in the process of identification and

provision;
 The principles behind the SEN Code of Practice should be retained and clarified in

any new arrangements - parents and practitioners are still very supportive of them;
 Proposals should not send out signals to the system that undermine the new focus

on SEND but should build on these;
 Parental Choice and involvement should be enhanced and embedded in the system,

but the quality and effectiveness of provision should not be left to parents to police;
 The views of children and young people should have more weight, and their rights

should be enhanced.
 Local agencies must work more collaboratively to deliver better outcomes across the

whole range of need, but especially for those with more complex needs.
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Contact Details

Brian Lamb brian.publicaffairs@gmail.com
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