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Survey profile

We had 137 responses with: The majority of respondents stated they are
« 12% early years sector supporting 4-10 children with SEN support and/or an
. EHCP
. O,
70% primary Of those children, the same average was recorded for
* 12% secondary those pupils with ASC diagnosis being supported.

* 6% post 16.
98% Respondents believed that they had additional

pupils in their settings with undiagnosed ASC or SCN.
88% of respondents worked in a maintained
mainstream setting. Length of time in role

Under 1 year

53% of the respondents were the SENCo or
SEN lead for their setting.

1 up to 3 years
3upto5years

S up to 10 years

51 of respondents stated they would be willing 15 10 upto15 years
to speak to us further about their answers. » -
5 I Other shire
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Confidence levels

Confidence levels around identifying and supporting Autistic CYP

W Very confident M Confident M Neither confident nor unconfident B Unconfident M Very unconfident

Identifying the needs of ASC children and young

people

Supporting the needs of ASC children and young

people

Working alongside parents to support them in their

understanding and expectation of next steps related...

In your knowledge of SEN Support and EHCP's _.
processes and delivery

Accessing management (SLT) support to implement _-
strategies for ASC children and young people

Implementing strategies for ASC children and young _.
people

100% 0% 100% Hampshire
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Confidence levels - reason behind feelingvconfident

External Support P |
Expertise Experience agency from special arentat
support schools suppor
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Confidence levels - reasons for lack of confidence

No clear
Pathway to
diagnosis

Need for
Signposting

Knowledge
) Lack of

. experience
understanding P

Time to plan,
support and
train.

Training needs
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Confidence levels
Examples of what could help increase confidence:
Whole school w AUtiS sUpPG
approach i far O
“Access 10 one-se R
practical approo
strategjes rafner . : ’ iali i
then theory- Practical strategies ‘ Specialised services
More multidiscipline ’
approaches to Regular and specific
support CYP 4 training sessions "Support f,
including child and Mainstreqr
parents voice £ feachers i,
J knowled "Ategies work g
o to fnance Increasteh nowledge why, SPecifica
“peing @ couote o ) on the various around sep,
and red‘;“ oot the Reallsﬂ;:\ﬂzing o pathways - EHCP integration.
[esource dlevel process, CAMHS,
Um;rs < need diagnosis etc Hampshire
an Autism
Partnership Board




ole school approach exa

| pshire
Autism
Partnership Board

Project Analysis

Transitions

Confidence levels around transitions and information provided:

M Strongly Agree M Agree M Neither Agree nor Disagree M Disagree B Strongly Disagree
| have sufficient information about a child or young

person with ASC when they move into my setting /...

| can engage with a family / child or young person

prior to them moving to my setting / class

| share appropriate and sufficient information with _I
others when a child / young person moves into a ne...

| can engage directly with the setting that a child / _l
young person is moving onto to share support needs

100%
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Examples of what has been most beneficial in
supporting transitions for Autistic CYP:

. Project Analysis

Transitions

Examples of what could improve the support
in transitions of Autistic CYP:

Ham
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Inclusion

M Strongly agree M Agree

You have appropriate strategies in place to manage
ASC children and young people's inclusion

You can manage social inclusion issues ASC young
people may face when engaging their peers

You support neurotypical young people to increase
understanding and positive peer engagements

M Neither Agree nor Disagree

100%

M Disagree M Strongly Disagree

100%)

79% stated they strongly agreed or agreed to having
appropriate strategies to manage inclusion for Autistic CYP,
70% stated they strongly agreed or agreed to being able
to manage an Autistic CYP's social inclusion issues with
peers

77% stated they strongly agreed or agreed they could
support neurotypical CYP to increase positive peer
engagements

&

* 6% stated they disagreed to having appropriate strategies
to manage inclusion for Autistic CYP

»  10% stated they strongly disagreed or disagreed to being
able to manage an Autistic CYP's social inclusion issues
with peers

* 7% stated they disagreed they could support neurotypical
CYP to increase positive peer engagements

re
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Inclusion

M Very confident M Confident

In accessing strategies to manage ASC children and
young people’s inclusion within your setting

In supporting neurotypical children and young
people to understand ASC and promote positive pee...

In accessing additional support, both internally and
externally, where needed

In managing social inclusion and bullying issues ASC
children and young people face when engaging thei...

B Neither confident nor unconfident

100%

W Unconfident

M Very unconfident

100%

*  75% stated they were either very confident or confident
in accessing strategies to manage an Autistic CYP's
inclusion into a setting.

*  61% stated they were either very confident or confident in
supporting neurotypical CYP to understand Autism.

*  57% stated they were either very confident or confident
in accessing additional support.

*  60% stated they were either very confident or confident
in managing social inclusion and bullying issues Autistic
CYP may face.

5% stated they were either very unconfident or unconfident
in accessing strategies to manage an Autistic CYP's inclusion

into a setting.

9% stated they were either very unconfident or confident in
supporting neurotypical CYP to understand Autism.
18% stated they were either very unconfident or unconfident

in accessing additional support.

7% stated they were unconfident in managing social inclusion

and bullying issues Autistic CYP may face.

2= 0
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Respon-dence about best inclusion apprbaches

Themes:

Elements such as
more adults in the
classroom and
modelling social
interactions

Such as safe places,
buddying, longer
transitions

Such as Outreach,
EP service C& | team

Overarching views

-l

Interventions

Uses of zones of
regulation, Lego

therapy, nurture

groups some of
ideas put forward.

ements such as
managing expectation
and whole child
approach and working
with families as a
eam
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Quotes about best inclusion approaches
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Awareness of services
M Strongly Agree M Agree M Neither Agree nor Disagree M Disagree M Strongly Disagree
| am aware of services available to support ASC
children and young people
| know about support services available without an _-
EHCP / Statement of Support for ASC children and...
| know professionals that can support ASC children _-
and young people (outside of the SEN team)
| am aware of the process of commencing SEN _.
Support or an EHCP where multi-agency or addition...
100% 0% 100%
Autism
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Awareness of services

W For EHCP learners W For SEN Support learners

SENCo / Internal Specialist

Hampshire Inspection and Advisory Service (HIAS)

SEN Caseworkers

Hampshire and loW Educational Psychology (HIEPS)

Therapies (OT)

Disabled Children’s Team (DCT)

Support for Younger Children (SfYC) Inclusion Team

Primary Behaviour Service (PBS)

Independent Futures Team (IFT)

Local Community / Voluntary Organisations

QOther education settings / professionals

W Never used

| NA

100% 0%

Most used
services for
EHCP
learners

Most used
services for
SEN support
learners

Most
underused —<
services

Additional
support
accessed
was from

A4

100%

« SEN caseworkers (57%)

+ SENCo/Internal specialist (40%)
* Therapies (34%)

« HIEPS (33%)

* PBS (59%)

+ Other settings/professionals (40%)
* HIEPS (39%)

* Therapies (36%)

< IFT (77%)

* SFYC (63%)

* DCT (57%)

+ Local community/voluntary orgs (51%)
« HIAS (50%)

+ CAMHS

« Outreach

« Early help hub

« Autism Education Trust

+ 1SSO's

« Portage

* MHST

* Physiotherapists re
* Variety of private therapies T‘!

TATITCTSIIE
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Reduced hours provision

+ 38% of respondents stated they had no Autistic CYP on Reduced hours provision in their setting (© out of 128 didn't know)
+ Of those that did state they had a children on RHP the average amount of Autistic CYP's was 1.13

52% stated they strongly
agreed or agreed in their
awareness of how many
RHP learners they should
be supporting in their class.
24% stated they strongly
agreed or agreed they felt
able to appropriately
support learners not in
school.

38% stated they strongly
agreed or agreed they

W Strongly agree M Agree M Neither Agree nor Disagree

1am aware of how many RHP learners should be
engaging with my class / support but are currently n...

1am able to appropriately support their leamning while
they are ‘not in school’

| am given appropriate information about their
barriers to education, and notice of their retumn

| feel confident in supporting their return

100%

M Disagree W Strongly Disagree

*  10% stated they strongly
disagreed or disagreed in
their awareness of how
many RHP learners they
should be supporting in
their class.

*  21% stated they strongly
disagreed or disagreed
they felt able to
appropriately support
learners not in school.

100% | |« 11% stated they strongly

have appropriate
information about barriers
and notice of return.

45% stated they strongly
agreed or agreed they feel
confident in support their
return.

Stated the neither agreed not disagreed:

* 46% to first question.
*  52% to second

* 38%tolast

* 55% to third

disagreed or disagreed
they have appropriate
information about barriers
and notice of return.
*  8.4% stated they strongly
disagreed or disagreed
they feel confident in
support their return.
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Quotes from respondents about the support received for those on reduced hours provision

. SUPPORT AGENCIES USED FOR CHILD ON RHP
* Had 12 support agencies or people

Private tutors_Portage  FSS

sought for children on RHP | 2%

* 11 people stated they had no EY service
additional support. y

* 6 stated there was very little support.

/ SEN team
21%

Behavioural
support team
——  (pBS)

9%

SENCO
13%

ASD consultant _/

(EXTERNAL) EP team '-'amwwe

% Autism
7 o Partnership Board
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What would you like to seein Hampshire's Autism Sirategil in relation to education?

Py |

Main themes
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Autism strategy

e
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Partnership Board
rFroject AnCIIYSTS
. Avutism Strategy .
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Quotes from Autism Strategy in relation o education question
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Quotes from Autism Strategy in relation to education question
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Quotes from Autism Strategy in relation o education question

Autism
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Summary

Sample note - within findings it should be noted the majority of responses were from primary and mainstreams and
over Y2 were SENCO's or the SEN lead with most having 5-10 years experience so this may have influenced results.

Confidence

* The majority of respondents had good confidence levels in identifying and supporting Autistic CYP

* Ways to improve confidence focused on having a whole school and multidisciplinary approach that includes children's voices, with regular and specific
training sessions to build knowledge on ways to support pupils but also knowledge around the various pathways such EHCP process. There was also a
desire to see more realistic funding for services and practical strategies.

Transitions

* The majority of respondents felt they had sufficient information about an Autistic CYP when they transitioned to different settings and they were able to
engage with the CYP and their family.

« A large proportion strongly agreed that they shared appropriate information when an Autistic CYP moves and will directly engage with the setting to
share support needs.

* The main ways respondents felt this could be improved as a whole was honest and detailed information about key strategies that support that
pupil/student. It was also felt important to give sufficient preparation time for the teacher as much as the CYP

Inclusion

« Over % of respondents were confident they had appropriate strategies in place to ensure inclusion for Autistic pupils and were able to support
neurotypical children have positive peer engagement.

+ Over Y felt confident in accessing additional support where required and managing social inclusion including bullying.
* Ways felt inclusion could be improved were mainly understanding/awareness and supporting self-advocacy skills for Autistic pupils/studer}t_gam .
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Summary

Awareness of services

*60% of respondents stated they felt they knew where to go when struggling to meet a CYP's need and 32% stated they sometimes knew.

« There was mixed knowledge around knowing support services without a EHCP in place or what professionals outside of the SEN team that could
provide support.

« The majority were aware of the process of requesting SEN support or an EHC assessment however confidence levels would suggest a deeper
knowledge of this would be beneficial.

* The most used services for EHCP learners was SEN caseworkers, SENCo/Internal specialists

« In contrast the most used services for SEN support learners was the Primary Behavioural Service and other settings/professionals

* The most underused services were IFT, SfYC, DCT Local community/voluntary organisations and HIAS.

Reduced Hours Provision

« Only 38% of respondents had any children on RHP so noted this is a smaller sample
* The SEN team was the main place settings sought support with family and senior leaders next most used.
« Over a 1/3 of those that had a child on RHP stated they had no or very little support.
Improvements from the strategy
« Quiality training to aid in building acceptance within settings
« More consistency in approaches, processes and guidance
« Increased parental support in place
* Improved access to support especially specialist support and support around EHCP’s
« Improved transitions processes with age relevant information/guidance
« Clearer pathways for elements such as diagnosis, CAMHS and support referrals

* Improved funding to meet increasing demand with more targeted funding being utilised iarq@shire
. i i utism
More multiagency approaches and increased transferable resources Parinership Board

Thankyou to all that participated and
analysed this survey
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