
Review of Disability Standards for Education 2005

Questions for providers of education and training

In order to provide context for your comments please indicate whether you are from:

(   )	School
(   )	VET
(   )	University
(   )	Private training provider
(  x )	Peak/community organisation
(   )	Other  __________________

Early Childhood Intervention Australia (ECIA) welcomes the opportunity to submit its views on the current issues facing children who have disabilities or developmental delays and their families.  

About ECIA
Our members are based in urban, rural and regional areas throughout Australia and our association has chapters in every State and Territory (except NT).  Our central focus is to advocate for the provision of quality, comprehensive early childhood intervention (ECI) services that are accessible on an equitable basis and which offer responsive support to young children with disabilities or developmental delays and their families. 

General observations
The provision of early childhood intervention services is a fundamental human right and we advocate that governments promote the optimal development of all young children through well-funded initiatives that effectively support the foundations of education and learning, family resilience and social inclusion. 

Early childhood intervention is the provision of educational and therapeutic services designed to promote the functional and participatory development of children with disabilities and developmental delays. Early childhood intervention focuses on children with disabilities or developmental delays, from birth to 6 years of age.

Question 1 Providing clarity 

Are the Standards easy to understand or are there parts that require clarification?
•	Is the format of the Standards useful for understanding rights and requirements under each of the Standards?
•	Are the terms used in the Standards clear to users and providers?
•	Are there any parts of the Standards that need additional explanation or details of where to find additional information?




Question 1 ECIA response:
•	The document states that a student with a disability has the right to participate within each standard.  The obligations and the specific responsibility of education providers are weak.
•	Key terms that are broad and ambiguous can be interpreted in vastly different ways by individual education providers eg. on the same basis;   take reasonable steps and make reasonable adjustments.
Depending on time, facilities, resources and funding that education providers access, there is an unreasonable disparity between individual educational providers.
•	  There is lack of clarity of education provision and equity of the Standards across the states and territories.  Education provision and access to services for young children with a disability and their families are vastly different in each state.  The Standards do not reflect these differences and how they are to be enacted.

Question 2 Obligations under the Standards 

Are you aware of the requirements of education providers to enable students with disability to access and participate in education and training on the same basis as students without disability?                                                                           
•	Are you aware that these requirements form part of the Standards?
•	How have the Standards assisted you in understanding the requirements of providers under the DDA?
•	Where did you find out about the Standards and where would you access additional information? 
•	Are the Standards easy to understand or are there parts that require clarification?
•	Are the measures for compliance contained in the each of the parts of the Standards reasonable and helpful in understanding the requirements of providers? Have they been effective?
•	In what ways have you demonstrated compliance with the Standards?

Question 2 ECIA response:

•	Who is responsible for monitoring the obligations of education providers to adhere to the Standards?  Who is responsible for making sure that leaders and staff within this highly specialised field are aware of their obligations?  Who is responsible for making sure that students and their families have the specialised resources needed and the training to implement adjustments?
It does not appear that the Standards, under the provision of the Disability Discrimination Act [1992], are being enacted at all education facilities.  Many people who work within the field of special education and services have, at very best, a vague knowledge of the Standards.
•	Further complications and an even more watered down approach of the delivery of the provision of education and service occurs in remote and regional areas, and educational settings with high proportions of indigenous students and minority groups.
•	Measures of compliance are ambiguous because they only cover some of the needs of students with a disability.  It is not clear when additional or alternative actions will be needed.  
•	The additional resources designed to assist education providers to enact the Standards are little know even within the field of special education.  This means they under used.
•	Training educational leaders and all educational staff in the obligations of the DDA and Standards does not seem to have been effective.  Many educational leaders are unaware and uninterested until a family decides to test the rights of their child through State processes.

Question 3 Access to education and training opportunities 

Since the introduction of the Standards have any new processes relating to enrolment, participation and support services been introduced to ensure students with disability access education and training opportunities on the same basis as those without disability?
•	Has the participation of students with disability changed at your institution following the introduction of the Standards in 2005? If so, in what way have the Standards contributed to the change? 
•	Has the process specified in the Standards assisted you to meet your requirements; particularly the provisions relating to reasonable adjustment and unjustifiable hardship?

Question 3 ECIA response:

•	In general there has been some change in participation of students with a disability since 2005.  However, due to lack of awareness and lack of clarity of key terms, the effectiveness of the Standards is significantly inhibited.  The differentiation of processes within regions and states proves to be a further barrier to the provision of education for students with a disability on the same basis as their peers.  
•	With the major focus on ACARA and NAPLAN, the motivation to enact the Standards with the integrity from which they were intended, is reduced.
•	Training all educational staff in implementing adjustments, accessing resources and specialised equipment as well as training educational staff in the use of this specialised equipment has been a barrier to education provision.
•	Training specialised staff working with students and their families in curriculum, enacting ACARA and NAPLAN has been a barrier to education provision.
•	ACARA does not seem to acknowledge the Standards in any shape or form.

Question 4 Eliminating discrimination 
Has your institution taken any specific action to reduce the possibility of discrimination relating to students with disability following the introduction of the Standards in 2005? If so, what actions? 
•	For example does your institution have grievance procedures in place for students who wish to lodge a complaint relating to discrimination, harassment or victimisation? Are the grievance procedures publicly available?
•	Has your institution received complaints relating to the discrimination, harassment or victimisation of students with disability? If so, please describe.
•	Has the number or nature of complaints changed since the introduction of the Standards?

Question 4 ECIA response:

•	It is highly unlikely that early childhood education providers have more than a fleeting awareness of the Standards. 
•	How can unjustifiable hardship be measured? 
•	There has been an increased awareness of grievance processes through family support groups.
•	Staff working in the field providing education services are generally unaware of grievance processes.
•	Are there times that poorly defined inclusive practices are sustaining discrimination?


Question 5 Recognition and acceptance 

Do you think the Standards have raised awareness and increased understanding of the issues affecting people with disability and their rights to access and participate in education and training? 
•	If so, can you provide examples?
•	Are there issues that require more information or clarification so that there is greater awareness of the issues affecting people with disability in relation to education and training? 

Question 5 ECIA response:

•	Provision of a concentrated approach targeting all leaders of education providers outlining the legislative processes and the Standards is required.
•Linking education providers obligations to students with disabilities and their families is needed.



Question 6 Compatibility with current education system 

Have there been any changes in education and training practice (including admission, enrolment, participation and curriculum delivery) that are not covered or compatible with the provisions in the Standards?
•	Are there any issues about access, participation and educational provision not addressed in the current Standards that might be considered in the future? 
•	Are you aware of any educational institutions that are not covered by the list in Part 1.5 of the Standards?




Question 6 ECIA response:

•	Education providers struggle and are confused about regional, state and national responsibility and obligations. 
•	Further layers of complication include different systems and responsibility between state and territories.



