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CRIDE report on 2015 survey on  
educational provision for deaf children in 

Northern Ireland 
 
 
Introduction 
 
In 2015, the Consortium for Research into Deaf Education (CRIDE) carried out its fifth annual 
survey on educational staffing and service provision for deaf children1. It covers the 2014/15 
financial year2. This report sets out the results of the survey for Northern Ireland and is intended 
for heads of services, policy makers in local and central government and anyone with an interest 
in deaf education. 
 

Summary of findings 
 

¶ There are at least 1,

http://www.batod.org.uk/index.php?id=/resources/survey
http://www.ndcs.org.uk/cride
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The tables below provide breakdowns by age, education setting and level of deafness.  
 
Table 2: Number of children belonging, by age  
 

Age group Number of deaf 
children 
reported  

Percentage of 
total  

Preschool  201 15% 

Primary  609 46% 

Secondary  451 34% 

Young people in maintained sixth forms (years 13+) 71 5% 

Young people in education/who have completed year 12, 
but who are not in school sixth form (e.g. they are in a 
General Further Education College, enrolled with a private 
training provider, in employment etc.), known to belong, by 
level of deafness: 

0 0% 

Total  1,328  

   

Not known 4  

Total 1,332  

 
None of the services reported having any deaf young people who had completed year 12 and who 
were still in education but no longer in school sixth forms. CRIDE believes that this reflects the fact 
that, as regions do not have statutory responsibility for this group of young people, they therefore 
do not collect data on how many deaf young people fall into this category.   
 
By way of comparison, we looked at ONS statistics on population estimates by age4 to see if there 
were any differences in the proportion of children in different age groups. It should be noted that 
CRIDE did not ask the specific age of children but whether they were of “primary age”, etc. so the 
data 

http://www.ons.gov.uk/ons/publications/re-reference-tables.html?edition=tcm%3A77-368259


5 
 

Table 4: Number of children belonging, by level of deafness:  
 
Level of deafness Number of deaf children 

reported  
Percentage of total (where 
known) 

Unilateral5 266 20% 

Mild 336 25% 

Moderate 417 31% 

Severe 162 12% 

Profound 147 11% 

Total (where known) 1,328  
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Table 7: Breakdown of types of educational provision  
 
Type of educational provision 
(regardless of whether in or out of 
local authority) 

Number of 
deaf 
children  

Percentage 
of total 

Percentage of total 
school-aged 
children 
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Deaf children with cochlear implants and bone conduction hearing devices 
 
4 services were able to provide information about how many deaf children had a cochlear implant. 
Based on these responses, there are 96 deaf children across Northern Ireland with cochlear 
implants. This is 7% of the total of deaf children.  
 
Services were then asked to provide a breakdown by age group. One service was not able to 
provide a full breakdown.  
 
Table 9: Number of deaf children belonging with cochlear implants, by age group 
 
Age Total with cochlear 

implants 
Total deaf children 
within each age 
category 

Percentage of total 
within each age 
category 

Pre-school  22 201 11% 

Primary aged 16 609 3% 

Secondary aged 34 451 8% 

Post 16 8 71 11% 

Total  80 1,332  
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Deaf young people post-16 
 
For the first time, CRIDE asked a series of questions on deaf young people aged 16 or above. 
Given the issues raised earlier about lack of post-16 data, these figures should be used with 
caution.  
 
Table 12: Post-school destinations   
 
 Number Percentage (where 

known) 

Further education (college) 18 67% 

Higher education (university or higher education course at 
college) 

<5 * 

Training/apprenticeship <5 * 

Employment <5 * 

Not in education, employment or training <5 * 

Other 0 0% 

Total (where known) 27  
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recommends that these figures be used as a basis for further debate and analysis, rather than to 
reach firm conclusions.  
 
Previous CRIDE reports  
 
As set out in the introduction, comparisons with the previous CRIDE reports should be made with 
caution due to differences in the response rates between the two surveys. We also believe that 
services have taken a different understanding of what data CRIDE has requested in different 
years.   
 
Table 15: Number of deaf children belonging, over successive years 
 
 Number of children belonging reported 

CRIDE 2015 1,332 

CRIDE 2014 1,574 

CRIDE 2013 1,481 

CRIDE 2012 1,249 

CRIDE 2011 1,238 

 
The School Census 
 
School Census figures for 2014/15 identify 1,029 deaf children within the education system. Of 
these, 746 had a mild or moderate hearing loss and 283 had a severe or profound hearing loss. 
This represents a slight increase from 2013/14 when the corresponding figure was 1,021 deaf 
children. The CRIDE survey has identified 1,332 deaf children, which suggests that the School 
Census is capturing around, at most, 75% of deaf children identified by CRIDE. This is likely to be 
due to the School Census only recording whether a child is deaf when the deafness is the primary 
need and when they have been identified on the SEN spectrum. The School Census reports that 
473 have a statement (this equates to roughly half of the deaf children identified by the School 
Census and around 36% of those identified by CRIDE).  
 
Prevalence data 
 
Using prevalence data, NDCS estimates there are over 1,300 deaf children in Northern Ireland. 
This estimate has been calculated using known data on the prevalence of deafness and 
population estimates from mid 2010 from the Office of National Statistics. The estimates include 
deaf children with all types and levels of permanent hearing loss, including unilateral. 
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PART 3: Teachers of the Deaf and other specialist staff  
 
Our survey asked how many Teachers of the Deaf are working in different settings, including 
those in a peripatetic role and working in resource provisions. Figures are expressed as Full Time 
Equivalent (FTE) posts; a 0.5 Teacher of the Deaf FTE post could, for example, indicate that a 
person spent half of the standard “working week” as a Teacher of the Deaf.  
 
In total, there are at least 30.6 fully qualified Teachers of the Deaf in employment in Northern 
Ireland.  
 
There are at least 34.4 teachers working as Teachers of the Deaf in employment. 89% of these 
posts are occupied by a fully qualified Teacher of the Deaf. The remaining teachers are in training 
(11%). At the time the survey was completed, there were no reported vacancies.  
 
Table 20: Number of Teachers of the Deaf overall  
 
 Number of Teacher of 

the Deaf posts (FTE) 
Percentage of 
Total   

Teachers of the Deaf with the mandatory qualification  30.6 89% 

Teachers in training for the mandatory qualification within 
3 years 

3.8 11% 

Qualified teachers without the mandatory qualification and 
not in training  

0 0% 

Total  34.4  

 
Comparing with figures from the CRIDE 2014 survey, there appears to have been a slight increase 
in the number of Teachers of the Deaf from last year.   
 
Table 21: Changes in numbers of Teachers of the Deaf from year to year  
 
 2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 

Teachers of the Deaf with the mandatory 
qualification in employment  

34.9 29.6 30 28.6 30.6 
 

Number of teachers working as Teachers of the 
Deaf in employment  

37i  
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Table 22: Number of visiting Teachers of the Deaf in employment  
 
 Number of Teacher 

of the Deaf posts 
(FTE) 

Number of services with 
staff in relevant category  

Teachers of the Deaf with the mandatory 
qualification  

27.6 5 

Teachers in training for the mandatory 
qualification within 3 years 

2.8 2 

Qualified teachers without the mandatory 
qualification and not in training  

0 0 

Total 30.4  

 
We asked if services had experienced any difficulty recruiting Teachers of the Deaf over the past 
12 months. Just 1 service reported a difficulty, in recruiting supply cover. This was said to be due 
to financial constraints.  
 
Peripatetic Teachers of the Deaf caseloads  
 
This section looks at the theoretical caseloads of each visiting Teacher of the Deaf by looking at 
the number of deaf children living in an area who are not already in specialist provision (regardless 
of whether they are receiving support or not). There are a range of views on both the usefulness of 
this and how best to calculate this ratio. Points to consider include:   
 

¶ Areas that are large or rural may, by necessity, have more visiting Teachers of the Deaf than 
areas that are small and urban because of the need to allow for travel time.  

¶ Areas in which there is a specialist unit or special school may have fewer visiting Teachers of 
the Deaf because it has been assessed that deaf children with most need are already in 
specialist provision.  

¶ Services that are better able to reliably record and identify how many deaf children, including 
those over 16, are in their area may appear to have worse caseloads than services which have 
only given a figure for the number of deaf children they ‘know’ about.  

 
In simple terms and for consistency, CRIDE calculates the theoretical caseloads by dividing the 
number of permanently deaf children belonging in any given area and in non-specialist provision8 
by the number of visiting Teachers of the Deaf who are qualified or in training for the mandatory 
qualification9. This will include some deaf children in some areas who are not being actively 
supported by the service. However, to exclude these children would obviously pro
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Respondents were asked to exclude time spent on other school duties (such as time as the 
school’s SEN co-ordinator, for example).  
 
Table 23: Number of Teachers of the Deaf in resource provisions employed by the Region or the 
school  
 
 Number of teachers 

(FTE) in resource 
provision   

Number of services with 
staff in relevant category 

Teachers of the Deaf with the mandatory 
qualification  

3 3 
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PART 4: Eligibility frameworks and funding arrangements  
 
Eligibility criteria/frameworks  
 
All 5 services reported that they mostly use locally developed criteria as a vehicle to help 
determine what support deaf children receive,  
 
The survey also sought general information about the type of service provided for different 
categories of deaf children and young people. It was recognised that this could only be a crude 
estimate of services offered and the amount of support provided to an individual child would be 
determined by a range of factors, including professional judgement, and not just the degree and 
type of deafness. Services were able to tick more than one option for each group of deaf children.  
 
Table 24: Type of support provided by type of deafness  
 
Type of 
need 

Type of deafness or other 
characteristic 

Number 
of 
services 
that 
provide 
no 
direct 
support  

Number of 
services 
that provide 
annual, one-
off or 
occasional 
visit 

Number of 
services that 
provide 
allocated ToD 
and regular 
visits (i.e. more 
than once a 
year) 

Primary 
and 
permanent 
need 

Bilateral severe or profound 
sensorineural deafness  

0 1 5 

Bilateral moderate sensorineural 
deafness  

0 2 5 

Bilateral conductive deafness 0 2 4 

Bilateral mild or high frequency only 
sensorineural deafness 

0 2 4 

Unilateral deafness (sensorineural or 
conductive) 

0 2 3 

Additional 
and 
permanent 
need 

Bilateral severe or profound 
sensorineural deafness  

0 1 4 
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Quality standards  
 
Services were asked to report which quality standards they used to review service development. 
Services were able to tick more than one option.  
 
Table 25: Use of quality standards to reflect on the service provided or to look at service 
development  
 
 Number of services  

BATOD, NDCS and RNID (now Action on Hearing Loss): Quality standards: 
Specialist teaching and support services for deaf children and young people 
(2009)10  

5 

Department for Children, Schools and Families (now Department for 
Education): Quality standards for special educational needs (SEN) support and 
outreach services (2008)11  

4 

Newborn Hearing Screening Programme Quality Standards 4 

NatSIP Quality Improvement Support Pack (2014) 4 

Deafblind people: guidance for local authorities, Department of Health (2014) 1 

 
In terms of resource provisions, two of the three services with resource provisions in their area 
reported that they have used the NDCS Quality Standards: Resource provisions for deaf children 
and young people in mainstream schools and the NatSIP Quality improvement support pack to 
reflect on the service provided within the resource provision. The other services with resource 
provisions did not know which standards were used by the resource provision in their area.  
 
Funding arrangements  
 
All peripatetic specialist support services stated that they were funded centrally by the Education 
Authority Region.  
 

http://www.ndcs.org.uk/QSRPs
https://www.education.gov.uk/publications/standard/publicationDetail/Page1/DCSF-00582-2008
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Budget changes and resource provision closures   
 
The survey asked about budgeted changes between 2013/14 and 2014/15 such as training or 
equipment. No decreases in budgets were highlighted though a few services were unable to say 
for certain.  
 
Table 26: Budget changes  
 
 Increase in 

budget 
Decrease in 
budget 

No change in 
budget 

Don’t know/can’t 
separate budget 
for HI team 

Staffing  1 (20%) 0 2 (40%) 2 (40%) 

Training  0 0 2 (40%) 3 (60%) 

Equipment  0 0 2 (40%) 3 (60%) 

Other  0 0 0 1(100%) 

 
CRIDE asked if any resource provisions in the area had closed within the past 5 years. Two 
services identified three resource provisions in total that had closed. The reasons given were 
insufficient pupil numbers in one case and the closure of the host school in the others.  
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PART 5: Background and methodology   
 
CRIDE is a consortium bringing together a range of organisations and individuals with a common 
interest in improving the educational outcomes achieved by deaf children through research. 
Representatives include: the British Association of Teachers of the Deaf (BATOD), City University 
London, the Ear Foundation, the Ewing Foundation, the National Deaf Children’s Society (NDCS), 
the National Sensory Impairment Partnership (NatSIP), Frank Barnes School for Deaf Children, 
Mary Hare School, the specialist education service for deaf children in Kent, Norfolk and the 
Highlands, University of Leeds and UCL. 
 
The survey was designed and created by members of CRIDE. Feedback from services on 
previous surveys was used to inform changes to the 2015 survey.  
 
The CRIDE survey now alternates between a full and shorter survey from year to year. In 2015, a 
full survey was issued.  
 
The Northern Ireland survey was disseminated to services in Northern Ireland in February 2015 by 
NDCS staff on behalf of CRIDE. Services were asked to respond by 22nd April 2015. Where there 
was no response by this time, staff from NDCS and members of CRIDE contacted services by 
email and telephone. Following this, as a last resort, Freedom of Information requests were sent 
out in May 2015 to the remaining services who had not responded by then.  
 
The table below sets out the response rate at each stage.  
 
Table 27: Response rate by services to the CRIDE survey  
 
 Number of responses  Cumulative total 

First deadline  1 1 

Returned late following a Freedom of 
Information request  

4 5 

 
Services were able to respond by completing an online survey or a Word document of the survey.  
 
Analysis of the results using Excel and drafting of this report was largely completed by NDCS with 
guidance and clearance from members of CRIDE.  
 

http://www.batod.org.uk/
http://www.city.ac.uk/
http://www.city.ac.uk/
http://www.earfoundation.org.uk/
http://ewing-foundation.org.uk/
http://ndcs.org.uk/
http://www.natsip.org.uk/
http://www.fbarnes.camden.sch.uk/
http://www.maryhareschool.org.uk/
http://www.leeds.ac.uk/
http://www.ucl.ac.uk/
mailto:professionals@ndcs.org.uk
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Annex A: Numbers of deaf children belonging by service  
 
This table sets out some individual data from services. Education Authority Regions were asked to 
provide figures for the number of children and Teachers of the Deaf as of 31 January 2015.  

 
References to Teachers of the Deaf should


