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	Name: Click or tap here to enter text.
	Year: Click or tap here to enter text.
	School: Click or tap here to enter text.

	Young person’s strengths  

	Click or tap here to enter text.
	What are we worried about?

	Click or tap here to enter text.
	What could be the short-term impact?

	Click or tap here to enter text.
	What could be the long-term impact?

	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Working Hypothesis (at time of referral):

	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Ordinarily Available Provision supporting young person’s inclusion:

	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Training accessed by school staff that supports young person’s inclusion:

	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Current Provision/Support
	​​☐​ Small group support in class 
	​​☐​ 1:1 support in class 
	​​☐ Full-time 1:1 support away from classroom 
	​​☐​ Enhanced provision 

	
	​​☐ Adult support during unstructured times 
	​​☐​ Alternative provision during unstructured times 
	​​☐​ Reduced timetable 
	​​☐​ Alternative curriculum



Summary of Assess, Plan, Do, Review Cycles
Assess, Plan, Do, Review Cycle 1 – 4-6 weeks
	Working Hypothesis 



	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Action/Strategy implemented

	Impact

	Click or tap here to enter text.	No Impact
The support has had no observable effect. The child’s risk of permanent exclusion remains unchanged.
	Low Impact
The support has had a minimal effect. There are slight improvements, but the child remains at significant risk of exclusion.
	Moderate Impact
The support has had a noticeable effect. The child’s risk of exclusion has reduced, with some positive changes in behaviour, engagement, or support systems.
	High Impact
The support has had a substantial effect. The child’s risk of permanent exclusion has significantly decreased, with sustained improvements and protective factors now in place.

	
	☐	☐	☐	☐
	Click or tap here to enter text.	No Impact
The support has had no observable effect. The child’s risk of permanent exclusion remains unchanged.
	Low Impact
The support has had a minimal effect. There are slight improvements, but the child remains at significant risk of exclusion.
	Moderate Impact
The support has had a noticeable effect. The child’s risk of exclusion has reduced, with some positive changes in behaviour, engagement, or support systems.
	High Impact
The support has had a substantial effect. The child’s risk of permanent exclusion has significantly decreased, with sustained improvements and protective factors now in place.

	
	☐	☐	☐	☐
	Click or tap here to enter text.	No Impact
The support has had no observable effect. The child’s risk of permanent exclusion remains unchanged.
	Low Impact
The support has had a minimal effect. There are slight improvements, but the child remains at significant risk of exclusion.
	Moderate Impact
The support has had a noticeable effect. The child’s risk of exclusion has reduced, with some positive changes in behaviour, engagement, or support systems.
	High Impact
The support has had a substantial effect. The child’s risk of permanent exclusion has significantly decreased, with sustained improvements and protective factors now in place.

	
	☐	☐	☐	☐
	CYP Feedback
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Parent Feedback
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	School Feedback
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Risk Assessment reviewed? Click or tap here to enter text.
	Individual Handling Plan reviewed? Click or tap here to enter text.
	Hypothesis adjusted? Click or tap here to enter text.




Assess, Plan, Do, Review Cycle 2 - 4-6 weeks
	Working Hypothesis 



	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Action/Strategy implemented

	Impact

	Click or tap here to enter text.	No Impact
The support has had no observable effect. The child’s risk of permanent exclusion remains unchanged.
	Low Impact
The support has had a minimal effect. There are slight improvements, but the child remains at significant risk of exclusion.
	Moderate Impact
The support has had a noticeable effect. The child’s risk of exclusion has reduced, with some positive changes in behaviour, engagement, or support systems.
	High Impact
The support has had a substantial effect. The child’s risk of permanent exclusion has significantly decreased, with sustained improvements and protective factors now in place.

	
	☐	☐	☐	☐
	Click or tap here to enter text.	No Impact
The support has had no observable effect. The child’s risk of permanent exclusion remains unchanged.
	Low Impact
The support has had a minimal effect. There are slight improvements, but the child remains at significant risk of exclusion.
	Moderate Impact
The support has had a noticeable effect. The child’s risk of exclusion has reduced, with some positive changes in behaviour, engagement, or support systems.
	High Impact
The support has had a substantial effect. The child’s risk of permanent exclusion has significantly decreased, with sustained improvements and protective factors now in place.

	
	☐	☐	☐	☐
	Click or tap here to enter text.	No Impact
The support has had no observable effect. The child’s risk of permanent exclusion remains unchanged.
	Low Impact
The support has had a minimal effect. There are slight improvements, but the child remains at significant risk of exclusion.
	Moderate Impact
The support has had a noticeable effect. The child’s risk of exclusion has reduced, with some positive changes in behaviour, engagement, or support systems.
	High Impact
The support has had a substantial effect. The child’s risk of permanent exclusion has significantly decreased, with sustained improvements and protective factors now in place.

	
	☐	☐	☐	☐
	CYP Feedback
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Parent Feedback
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	School Feedback
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Risk Assessment reviewed? Click or tap here to enter text.
	Individual Handling Plan reviewed? Click or tap here to enter text.
	Hypothesis adjusted? Click or tap here to enter text.
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