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Change Proposal

Rationale for Change
Flags are not granular enough: differentiation is required between DisciplinaryContact and AttendanceContact, and between AccessToRecords and ReceivesAssessmentReport.
Business Case
1.       Whilst there is a DisciplinaryContact flag, there does not seem to be a way to currently indicate who is to be contacted in the case of an Attendance Issue, so I would recommend and argue the need for some way to indicate who should be contacted in the case of the student being absent from school. So an AttendanceContact flag is needed. This would also be used to determine who to send any automatic SMS of student absences to as well. Perhaps a discussion might be in order as to whether there is a requirement for the SMSing of student absences to have a flag in its own right or an AttendanceContact flag will cover this for the moment.

2.   Would like to add: ReceivesAssessmentReport;  which would be used to determine which contacts require a copy of a student’s report. Given that most schools currently have separate Reporting and Student Information Systems, and its usually the SIS that stores this information, being able to get this data from the SIS would alleviate a big headache at report time in trying to figure out which reports to generate multiples of. SIMON Schools have implemented this type of flag in their system but based on the student (keeping the two sets of flags synched), and have coded a Duplicate Report run which quickly and easily generated a second report for each flagged student. This process reduced the Duplicate Report processing for schools from 8+ hrs  to 5 minutes. If this was moved to the contacts however, they could generate the exact number required, so 3 or 4 or just a second copy.

Time Line

This change will be in the Version 1.2 SIF Implementation Specification (Australia) timeline.

Potential Object Changes

We propose to add two new flags to the object:  AttendanceContact and ReceivesAssessmentReport.
	Proposed Data Object Changes

	Object
	Element
	Attribute
	Reason for including

	StudentContactRelationship
	
	
	

	
	ContactFlags/AttendanceContact
	O
	Should this contact be notified in case of attendance issue? (refined from DisciplinaryContact) 

	
	ContactFlags/ReceivesAssessmentReport
	O
	Should this contact receive a copy of the student report? (refined from AccessToRecords)


Change Plan

Object Dependencies and Relation Map

Changes to Other Objects

There are no anticipated changes to other objects.

Infrastructure Changes

There are no anticipated infrastructure changes as such; the content of the resource report is provided 
Object Definition

StudentContactRelationship 
This object defines a relationship between a contact person and a student

	 Object

	Elements
	Char
	Description
	Type

	ResourceUsage
	
	
	This object defines a relationship between a contact person and a student
	

	
	ContactFlags/AttendanceContact
	O
	Should this contact be notified in case of attendance issue?
	AUCodeSetsYesOrNoCategoryType


	
	ContactFlags/ReceivesAssessmentReport
	O
	Should this contact receive a copy of the student report?
	AUCodeSetsYesOrNoCategoryType



Issues
· These flags are proposed as optional; they have not been used in existing practice, and schools using SIF will already have their own criteria on who to send reports to and report attendance to, based on existing information. If a value is not given for AttendanceContact or ReceivesAssessmentReport, schools may need to implement a decision matrix based on other flags (such as AccessToRecords and DisciplinaryContact).
XML Example
<StudentContactRelationship StudentPersonalRefId="DEE34B359D75101A8C3D00AA001A1652" StudentContactPersonalRefId="6472B2610947583A463DBB345291B001">
   <Relationship>
     <Code>01</Code>
   </Relationship>
   <HouseholdList>
     <Household>FamilyA</Household>
     <Household>FamilyB</Household>
   </HouseholdList>
   <ContactFlags>
     <ParentLegalGuardian>Y</ParentLegalGuardian>
     <PickupRights>Y</PickupRights>
     <LivesWith>N</LivesWith>
     <AccessToRecords>U</AccessToRecords>
     <EmergencyContact>Y</EmergencyContact>
     <HasCustody>N</HasCustody>
     <DisciplinaryContact>N</DisciplinaryContact>
     <PrimaryCareProvider>U</PrimaryCareProvider>
     <FeesBilling>Y</FeesBilling>
     <FamilyMail>Y</FamilyMail>
     <InterventionOrder>N</InterventionOrder>
     <AttendanceContact>N</AttendanceContact >
     <ReceivesAssessmentReport>N</ReceivesAssessmentReport>
   </ContactFlags>
   <MainlySpeaksEnglishAtHome>U</MainlySpeaksEnglishAtHome>
   <ContactSequence>1</ContactSequence>
   <ContactSequenceSource>P</ContactSequenceSource>
 </StudentContactRelationship>

Codeset
N/A
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