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Regressive not Radical

Parents do not always know best. 
There is no bias to inclusive education. This is a myth. Choices are never as straightforward as implied by the Green Paper. Culture of medical model/treatment and cure dominates thinking of UK society of which parents are part. Disability/SEN = what is wrong = can we cure it = can we treat  it = is there somewhere ‘special’ to provide this. A typical family where a child is disabled will be strongly influenced by this medical model especially in the first 5 years of their child’s life. They will have direct contact with medical staff and agencies as well as others influenced by this outlook. Linked to this medical orientation of ‘what is wrong with your child and can we fix it’ is a wider community perspective of shame and pity. “What a shame ‘ and ‘what a pity’ – spoken by family members and friends betray how our culture values and views disability. All of this impacts strongly on preferences for schooling and makes special schooling appear seductively magical and treatment oriented. This is a bias towards to special education.
40 years of campaigning by families, disabled people and a number of thoughtful experienced professionals and academics to gain inclusion in mainstream society is threatened by this Green Paper. Whilst current mainstream inclusion is far from perfect as the figures of exclusion and bullying revealed in this paper underline a shift towards increased separation, othering and segregation do nothing to improve things. Using the phrase ‘ removing the bias to inclusive education’ is insulting and shameful and rubbishes all that has gone before including the battles that have been fought to create basic human rights for disabled children and adults and runs in the face of a range of national and international legislation on equalities. This position totally disrespects the international drive towards increased rights, belonging emancipation and participation of disabled people.
One Plan with increased coordination and shorter timescales sounds great but has been the frustrating goal of previous national and local governments and those officers who have attempted to deliver. Most Local Authority staff who would be tasked with improvements in these areas are currently reeling from cuts and find themselves working in an increasingly less coherent education system.
The new developments around free schools including free special schools are creating a ‘free for all ad hoc’ system where private interests and the profit motive are clearly moving to centre ground. Nationally this seems set to create an inconsistent, incoherent model of national provisions. Where special schools are created they will fill – the well-known vacuum cleaner effect.  We will soon not just have a post code lottery but a post code nightmare.
Allowing more families to access ‘Personal Budgets’ by 2014 whilst appealing for some – may well only benefit a small group of articulate, well informed  middle class families – unless serious funding is provided for every family to have its own ‘independent broker’ who will work on their behalf around natural and special supports in and out of school. http://www.inclusive-solutions.com/supportbrokerage.asp
Increased Training is an excellent idea in initial nad on-going professional development– but not led by special schools. Effectively inclusive mainstream schools should lead this training and support agencies who understand inclusion in mainstream well. Create Inclusion Facilitation teams nationally. Training needs to cover welcome, listening, learning, teamwork, person centred planning, effective use of resources. Money should be shifted from special school budgets to mainstream to allow this. 
We cannot see the point of voluntary organisations coordinating assessments. Local Authority services are much better placed for a consistent accountable approach to such a set of procedures.
The Green Paper overstates the importance of Special schools and betrays an overoptimistic view of their efficacy, which is not reflected in any research. Problems of special education include:
Low or no exam results
Increased social isolation
Absence of learning, language, social and behaviour models for learning by imitation which accounts for 80%of all learning
Stigmatisation by wider society and peers
Long term job prospects reduced
Lack of links with mainstream schools. Once placed – stay put even on co located sites, visits and transfers rare.

Where is the evidence that special schools do a better job? It does not exist.


Ultimately this Paper could cause more harm than good. It is regressive at a time when a radical look to the future with increased opportunities for inclusion and personalisation would have been so timely. What could have been achieved if the millions of pounds tied up in special education had been transferred to mainstream? 
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