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Abstract
Limited interventions exist that support student’s school participation. This paper describes a theoretical model of school 
participation and the iterative process that led to the development of an intervention that aims to improve the school partici-
pation of students on the autism spectrum and their typically developing peers. Literature on autism, school participation 
and intervention research were integrated to develop a theoretical model. Focus groups, a Delphi study, online surveys, and 
reference group consultation helped to develop and refine the intervention. A novel school-based intervention was developed. 
The impetus to develop interventions with a strong theoretical rationale is discussed.
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Introduction

School participation is essential to students’ social, emo-
tional and academic development (Frederickson et  al., 
2007). In recent years there has been growing concern about 
the school experiences of students on the autism spectrum. 

This research indicates that students on the autism spectrum 
experience significant school participation restrictions and 
are more likely to experience bullying, less social support 
and more frequent suspensions compared with typically 
developing peers (Humphrey & Symes, 2010; Jones & Fred-
erickson, 2010). Persistent challenges participating at school 
can lead to students feeling like they do not belong at school, 
which can have a significant long-term impact on student 
outcomes (Shochet et al., 2006). However, there are limited 
interventions available that specifically aim to increase stu-
dent’s participation at school (Centers for Disease Control 
& Prevention, 2009).

The development of interventions that aim to improve 
students’ school participation requires an understanding of 
the construct of school participation and factors that support 
or hinder students’ experiences. This is critical, as without 
a clear understanding of the construct, we cannot be sure 
interventions are targeted appropriately. In this paper, we 
present a theoretical model that illustrates the interaction 
between characteristics of autism and factors that promote 
school participation. We then describe how we used this 
theoretical model to engage in a multi-stage iterative process 
to develop a school-based intervention aiming to improve 
the school participation of primary school students on the 
autism spectrum and their typically developing peers.
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The Research Team

The development of the theoretical model and resulting 
intervention was led by authors of this paper. The primary 
author is a registered occupational therapist with clinical 
experience working with children and young people with a 
range of disabilities, specialising in providing community 
based consultative services to support school aged students 
on the autism spectrum, their families, and educators. Pro-
fessor Reinie Cordier’s research focuses on promoting the 
social inclusion of children with various developmental dis-
abilities, such as autism, measurement and psychometrics 
and developing evidence-based psychosocial interventions. 
Associate Professor Annette Joosten has extensive clinical 
and research experience in area of autism, early interven-
tion, and the impact autism has on participation. Associate 
Professor Helen Bourke-Taylor has research experience in 
school participation and the involvement of children with 
atypical learning needs. The expertise of the research team is 
important to describe as it provides context and validates the 
theoretical model and intervention as an expert led, research 
informed initiative.

The Proposed Theoretical Model of School 
Participation and Autism

The theoretical model of school participation and autism 
(MSPA) was constructed following a critical appraisal 
of the literature relating to autism, school participation 
and intervention research. Authors reviewed all studies 
included in a systematic literature review of the psycho-
metric properties of school connectedness measures (see 
review for search terms and studies included; Hodges 
et al., 2018). Additional searches were conducted using 
a range of databases such as CINAHL, Embase, ERIC, 
Medline, PsycINFO, to identify studies exploring the 
relationship between characteristics of autism and school 
participation, as well as intervention techniques used 
and found to be effective in facilitating the school par-
ticipation of students on the autism spectrum. All studies 
were independently reviewed by the primary author, and 
then by the research team, based on a pre-set criteria to 
determine the strength of the relationship between factors 
illustrated in the MSPA. Relationships in the MSPA were 
considered ‘strong’ if more than 70% of studies reviewed 
showed a direct relationship between factors in the MSPA 
(e.g., the social communication skills of students on 
the autism spectrum improved following a peer medi-
ated intervention), the purpose of the study was clearly 
linked to factors in the MSPA, the quality of studies was 

quasi-experimental or higher, and there were autism spe-
cific findings. Relationships were considered ‘emerging’ 
if less than 70% of studies reviewed showed a direct rela-
tionship, the purpose of the study was not clearly linked to 
factors in the MSPA, the quality of studies was lower than 
quasi-experimental or only used qualitative methodology, 
and findings were not autism specific. Integrating litera-
ture on autism, with literature on school participation and 
intervention research enabled us to construct an evidence-
based theoretical model that depicts the interactive process 
between characteristics of autism and factors that promote 
school participation.

The MSPA is based on Imms and colleagues’ (2016) 
framework of participation, called the family of Participation 
and Related Constructs (fPRC), which was developed fol-
lowing a systematic literature review of language, definitions 
and constructs used in participation intervention research 
with children with disabilities (Imms et al., 2015). The 
MSPA extends the fPRC by applying the fPRC to students 
on the autism spectrum in the school environment. Accord-
ing to the fPRC, participation comprises two essential com-
ponents: “attendance—defined as ‘being there’ and meas-
ured as frequency of attending, and/or the range or diversity 
of activities; and involvement—the experience of partici-
pation while attending” (Imms et al., 2016, p. 18). In the 
context of education, this means being actively engaged in 
activities, tasks and routines that are typical for students of 
that age in a given education system, as well as a subjective 
feeling of belonging, and being active in the school environ-
ment (Libbey, 2004). Merely being present in a mainstream 
classroom does not lead to participation and is not indicative 
of successful inclusion (Symes & Humphrey, 2012).

Based on the fPRC, several intrinsic factors can influ-
ence and, in turn, are influenced by participation (Imms 
et al., 2016). Intrinsic student factors impacting school par-
ticipation include students’—activity competence (i.e., the 
ability to execute an activity to an expected standard; Imms 
et al., 2016), sense of self (i.e., personal perceptions related 
to students confidence, satisfaction, self-esteem and self-
determination; Imms et al., 2016) and preferences (i.e., inter-
ests or activities that hold meaning or are of value; Imms 
et al., 2016). These factors are considered antecedents to, 
and consequences of, school participation—they influence 
future participation and are influenced by past and present 
participation (Imms et al., 2016). For example, to participate 
in an activity at school students must have a degree of inter-
est; however, through participation students’ interest may 
increase or they may develop new interests that hold mean-
ing or are of value to them.

In addition to extending the fPRC to schools, the MSPA 
includes students’ sense of school connectedness as an addi-
tional intrinsic student factor, based on a large body of lit-
erature emphasising the significant impact reduced school 
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connectedness has on students’ school participation and 
student outcomes (Furlong et al., 2003; Maddox & Prinz, 
2003; Shochet et al., 2006). The MSPA also acknowledges 
that all participation occurs within a contextualised setting 
and recognises the moderating and mediating impacts stu-
dents’ school, family, and community environments have on 
students’ school participation (Anaby et al., 2014; Colver 
et al., 2012; Eriksson, 2005). Environmental factors, such as 
the impact unexpected changes in the curriculum, attendance 
at school events such as sports carnivals, and the imple-
mentation of evidence based intervention techniques has on 
students school participation, have been explicitly illustrated 
in the MSPA. Broader social and cultural environmental 
factors, however, such as peer and teacher understanding, 
awareness and acceptance of autism, and teachers knowl-
edge, attitudes and skills in supporting students with diverse 
learning needs, have not been explicitly illustrated in the 
model due to layout restrictions, but are recognised as fac-
tors that can impact student school participation.

Figure 1 outlines the MSPA. The centre of the model 
represents the school participation transaction and shows 
that any reduction in intrinsic student factors (i.e., due to 
characteristics of autism or environmental factors) needs 
to be offset by school participation enablers (i.e., interven-
tion techniques). Uni- and bi-directional arrows are used to 

illustrate relationships between factors and a colour coding 
system has been used to assist with readability and interpre-
tation. Solid lines between factors indicate that the relation-
ship between factors is strongly supported in the literature, 
whereas dotted lines indicate the relationship between fac-
tors is still emerging in the literature.

School participation barriers that result from characteris-
tics of autism (illustrated from left to centre in Fig. 1), such 
as difficulty establishing and maintaining friendships, are 
specifically linked to intrinsic student factors in the centre of 
the model. For example, literature suggests difficulty regulat-
ing emotions impacts student’s capacity to learn effectively 
(Laurent & Rubin, 2004) and impacts the development of 
social, communication and problem-solving skills (i.e., 
activity competence; Prizant & Wetherby, 2005). This rela-
tionship received a dotted line as relationships identified in 
the literature were indirect or inferred and not always autism 
specific.

School participation enablers and intervention techniques 
used to implement these enablers (illustrated from right to 
centre in Fig. 1), are also linked to intrinsic student fac-
tors as depicted in the centre of the model. For example, 
literature suggests peer mediation is a robust method for 
teaching and improving academic and social communication 
skills, as well as improving peer acceptance and reducing 

Fig. 1  The proposed model of school participation and autism (MSPA)
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social isolation (Bene et al., 2014; Wang et al., 2011). The 
relationship between peer mediated intervention and activity 
competence received a solid line as there have been several 
autism-specific experimental studies conducted outlining 
strong direct relationships as well as reviews and meta-
analyses (Bambara et al., 2016; Banda, Hart, & Liu-Gitz, 
2010; Bene et al., 2014; Rodriguez-Medina et al., 2016; 
Strain et al., 1979; Wang et al., 2011). Conversely, the rela-
tionship between peer mediated intervention and school 
connectedness received a dotted line as relationships in the 
literature were largely inferred and the purpose of studies 
were not clearly linked to the concept of school connected-
ness (Kasari et al., 2012; Rodriguez-Medina et al., 2016). 
Inconsistency in the way school connectedness is conceptu-
alised and defined, however, may contribute to lack of strong 
evidence to support this relationship. To effect change in 
student school participation, the MSPA proposes school 
participation enablers as implemented through intervention 
techniques need to offset the barriers that result from charac-
teristics of autism. The proposed model is described briefly 
below in relation to four intrinsic student factors of school 
participation and autism.

Activity Competence and Autism

The school environment is complex and requires many skills 
to successfully navigate. Autism can impact the development 
and performance of several skills, such as social communica-
tion, which can significantly impact students’ ability to par-
ticipate at school (Saggers et al., 2011, 2016). Social com-
munication participation restrictions can include difficulty 
establishing and maintaining friendships at school, engaging 
in social interactions, expressing needs and wants and asking 
for help at school (Hodges et al., 2020). Literature suggests 
students on the autism spectrum are less likely to initiate 
social interactions and spend a larger proportion of time 
engaging in non-social play at school (Koegel et al., 2012). 
Students’ school participation can be further impacted by 
hyper or hypo reactivity to sensory input with noise, touch, 
and the ability to stay still, identified as sensory preferences, 
significantly impacting students’ learning and performance 
at school (Saggers et al., 2016). Furthermore, impaired 
executive functioning skills, such as problem solving and 
attention, can result in students having difficulty adapting 
their behaviour, following instructions, and being part of a 
group (Torrado et al., 2017; Zingerevich & LaVesser, 2009).

Several effective intervention techniques have been iden-
tified to improve the social communication, play and prob-
lem-solving skills of students on the autism spectrum includ-
ing peer mediation (e.g., large effect size (ES) = 1.3, 95% 
CI; Wang et al., 2011); role play (e.g., medium ES = 0.92, 
95% CI; McCoy et al., 2016), video modelling (e.g., large 
ES = 1.22, 95% CI; Wang et al., 2011), and direct instruction 

(Ganz & Flores, 2009; Klinger, Klinger, & Pohlig, 2007). 
Peer mediated interventions facilitate active student engage-
ment by providing students with frequent opportunities to 
respond, and provide prompts and feedback (Bene et al., 
2014; Wang et al., 2011). Results from a meta-analyses 
found peer mediated instructional arrangements to have a 
significant impact on students on the autism spectrum in aca-
demic content areas (e.g., reading, comprehension), as well 
as social communication skills and reducing problem behav-
iours with an average ES of 0.82 of all studies reviewed 
(95% CI; Bene et al., 2014).

Sense of Self and Autism

While skills are necessary to be able to participate at school, 
another key factor impacting student school participation is 
students’ sense of self, including students’ confidence (i.e., 
students’ perceived competency, skill and capability to deal 
effectively with various situations; Shrauger & Schohn, 
1995), satisfaction (i.e., short term attitude resulting from 
an evaluation of students educational experience, services 
and facilities; Weerasinghe et al., 2017), self-esteem (i.e., 
overall subjective sense of personal worth or value; Blascov-
ich & Tomaka, 1991) and self-determination (i.e., ability to 
think and make decisions without external influences; Hui 
& Tsang, 2012; Imms et al., 2016). Lack of structure and 
predictability in the school environment, students’ awareness 
of limited social relationships and difficulties connecting 
with peers, and persistent challenges participating at school 
can result in students feeling less satisfied and confident at 
school which can lead to a negative sense of self (Humphrey 
& Lewis, 2008). As a result of these challenges, students 
on the autism spectrum are more likely to experience bul-
lying and social isolation (Rowley et al., 2012), leading to 
increased risk of anxiety and depressive symptomatology 
(Shochet et al., 2006).

Interventions utilising a strengths-based approach that 
aim to increase students’ self-awareness of differences and 
provide opportunities for students to make choices, in line 
with principals of social and emotional learning (Jones & 
Bouffard, 2012; Pasi, 2001; Romasz et al., 2004), have been 
found to contribute to an improved sense of self for students 
on the autism spectrum (Niemiec & Ryan, 2009; Reutebuch 
et al., 2015). Cognitive based strategies such as seeking evi-
dence for and against the validity of thoughts, identifying 
consequences for holding a particular belief, and catego-
rising thought distortions have strong evidence to support 
their effectiveness in improving self-esteem, reducing anxi-
ety symptoms, self-report school anxiety and social worry 
for students on the autism spectrum (Chalfant et al., 2007; 
Lee et al., 2016; Luxford et al., 2016; Wood et al., 2009). 
For example, a study by Wood et al., (2009) reported a sig-
nificant reduction in anxiety symptoms for students on the 
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autism spectrum following a cognitive behavioural therapy 
intervention with a large reported ES of 2.46 (Cohen, 1988). 
Finally, task and environmental modifications such as the 
use of multi-media to increase student enjoyment (Hiemann 
et al., 1995) and providing access to a range of activities that 
cater to students diverse interests, in line with principals of 
universal design (Center for Applied Special Technology, 
1998; Orkwis, 2003; Spooner et al., 2007), have also been 
found to increase students sense of self (Eime et al., 2013; 
Hinchliffe et al., 2016; Mahoney et al., 2003).

School Connectedness and Autism

The extent to which students feel valued and cared for in 
their school community, referred to as school connected-
ness, is considered a predictor as well as an outcome of stu-
dent school participation (Ciani et al., 2010). A study by 
Wainscot and colleagues (2008) reported 90% of students on 
the autism spectrum felt they were disliked by someone at 
school. Studies also report students on the autism spectrum 
have fewer friends and that their friendships are of poorer 
quality (Kasari et al., 2011).

Modification to the social and physical environment, such 
as improving peer and teacher awareness and understanding 
of autism, has been linked to improved sense of connected-
ness at school (Batten et al., 2006). Peer mediated inter-
ventions focusing on increasing peer acceptance of autism 
and basic strategies to promote inclusion have also been 
found to improve the school connectedness of students on 
the autism spectrum (Harper et al., 2008; Owen-DeSchryver 
et al., 2008). For example, a study by Kasari and colleagues 
(2011) reported students on the autism spectrum received 
more friend nominations from their peers and were observed 
to be less isolated in the playground following the imple-
mentation of a peer mediated intervention.

Preferences and Autism

The motivation to participate rests on the premise that there 
are interests or activities at school that hold meaning or are of 
value to students (Imms et al., 2016). Students on the autism 
spectrum often have intense interests and a preference for same-
ness, which can impact their ability to participate in activities 
or subjects that are not an area of interest and manage when 
there is an unexpected change at school (Koegel et al., 2010). 
These challenges often result in students engaging in behav-
iours that can be disruptive in the school environment, which 
further impacts students’ capacity to participate at school (Sag-
gers et al., 2016). Furthermore, the school environment is often 
highly structured with limited flexibility in how the curriculum 
is taught; limiting students’ capacity to make choices and feel 
in control. Incorporating students’ interests and allowing choice 
and control in interventions has been found to improve students’ 

motivation, task completion and socialisation and reduce dis-
ruptive behaviour (Koegel et al., 2013; Reutebuch et al., 2015; 
Ulke-Kurkcuoglu & Kircaali-Iftar, 2010).

Current interventions for students on the autism spectrum 
tend to focus on targeting students’ skills in isolation, with an 
expectation there will be a flow-on effect on students’ partici-
pation (social skills; Mackay et al., 2007; McConnell, 2002; 
Ostmeyer & Scarpa, 2012). The MSPA highlights that to effect 
change in students’ school participation, a holistic approach 
using evidence-based intervention techniques is required, 
targeting not only students’ skills (i.e., activity competence), 
but also psychological aspects (i.e., sense of self, school con-
nectedness and preferences) of students’ school experiences. 
We used the MSPA as a theoretical foundation to guide the 
development of a school-based intervention aiming to improve 
school participation of primary school students on the autism 
spectrum and their typically developing peers from conceptu-
alisation to implementation in the school environment.

The Multi‑stage Iterative Process 
of Developing the School‑Based 
Intervention

A series of research activities and studies informed the devel-
opment of the school-based intervention, which involved: (a) 
a literature review of effective components of existing school-
based interventions; (b) regular consultations with a consumer 
and stakeholder reference group (CSRG); (c) focus groups 
with parents and educators to explore their perspectives on the 
school participation of students on the spectrum and gain gen-
eral recommendations regarding the intervention (Hodges et al., 
2020); (d) a national 2-round Delphi study to gain consensus on 
the application of the fPRC to students on the autism spectrum 
and recommendations on the content, delivery and feasibility 
of the intervention (Hodges et al., 2021); and (e) feedback from 
students, parents, educators on intervention resources.

Ethics approval was obtained from the Human Research 
Ethics Committee at Curtin University (HREC2016-0150) and 
permission granted from relevant schooling sectors, such as 
Catholic Education Western Australia and the Association of 
Independent Schools Western Australia (AISWA) prior to data 
collection. Figure 2 illustrates the multi-stage iterative process 
of developing the intervention and outcomes of each stage of 
the research, described below.

Literature Review

Effective Components of Existing School‑Based 
Interventions

Research indicates school-based interventions that yield the 
most successful results are those that are embedded across 
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the whole school, using a multi-modal approach (Clark 
et al., 2019; Goldberg et al., 2019). This approach typi-
cally involves coordinated action between “…curriculum, 
teaching and learning, the school ethos and environment 

and family partnerships” (Goldberg et al., 2019, p. 771). 
The primary author conducted a series of electronic data-
base searches to identify intervention studies or reviews that 
reported on the effectiveness of school based interventions. 

Fig. 2  Multi-stage iterative 
process of intervention develop-
ment
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Included studies were published in the last 15 years, reported 
on the effectiveness of intervention components of school 
based interventions but were not necessarily specific to stu-
dents on the autism spectrum. Studies were independently 
reviewed and summarised by the primary author, and then 
discussed with the research team, until agreement was 
reached to identify core components of the intervention. 
These included: (a) professional learning for teachers and 
school leadership staff; (b) teacher-led whole class lesson 
plans; (c) peer training for selected peers; (d) activity ideas 
to incorporate key messages across the whole school; and 
(e) weekly parent information handouts and invitations for 
parents to participate in the intervention.

The provision of professional learning is imperative to 
support the integration and sustainability of school-based 
interventions (Clark et al., 2019). Teachers often report a 
lack of training in relation to students on the autism spec-
trum. For example, in a recent study in Sweden, only 14% 
of staff reported receiving any formal training in teaching 
students with neurodevelopmental disabilities (Bartonek 
et al., 2018). As a result, teachers often felt ill-equipped to 
meet student needs and deliver school-based supports. The 
professional learning component of the intervention includes 
training and ongoing support, including information related 
to autism, as well as specific instructions on how to imple-
ment the intervention (Hodges et al., 2020), for teachers and 
school leadership staff delivering the intervention.

Teacher-led whole class lesson plans were developed to 
immerse all students in learning that aims to improve stu-
dents’ interpersonal empathy and ability to display behav-
iours that help others participate and feel included at school. 
School participation barriers identified in the MSPA were 
grouped into themes, which then formed proposed lesson 
topics using a strengths-based approach. For example, stay-
ing on task, completing worksheets, and following classroom 
instructions and routines were grouped into a theme called 
‘helping each other in the classroom’. This lesson aims to 
support students to take the perspective of others who may 
find learning in class more difficult, due to difficulties with 
skills such as attention, self-regulation, executive function-
ing, and social communication. It aims to teach students how 
to recognise when a peer is having difficulty in the class-
room and practise ways to help and learn ways to ask for 
help themselves when they needed it in class. Intervention 
techniques deemed effective for students on the spectrum 
such as peer mediation (Chan et al., 2009), video modelling 
and role play (Thompson, 2014) were incorporated into les-
son plans. For example, role play was incorporated into the 
‘helping each other in the classroom’ lesson, which involved 
an activity in this lesson requiring students to take the per-
spective of students who have limited verbal communication 
by trying to communicate what is written on a piece of paper 
to a partner without using any words.

Peer involvement in interventions play a critical role in 
promoting social interactions and friendships and creat-
ing communities where all students help each other learn 
(National Association of Special Education Teachers, 2020). 
Peer involvement also allows interventions to be delivered 
within a child’s natural environment; providing ongoing 
opportunities for students to practice their social skills and 
increase the likelihood skills will be generalised across set-
tings (Chan et al., 2009; Watkins et al., 2015). While the 
whole class component of the intervention aims to teach 
all students to be natural peer mentors, the peer training 
component involves selecting a small number of peers with 
strong interpersonal skills to receive additional teacher-led 
training prior to the commencement of the intervention, to 
support them to provide additional support to target students 
in the classroom and playground.

Involving parents in school-based interventions rein-
forces complementary roles of families and educators and 
extends opportunities for learning across contexts where 
students spend most of their time (Goldberg et al., 2019). 
The parent component of the intervention involves weekly 
information handouts and inviting parents to participate 
in intervention-specific activities. At a school level, lit-
erature recommends reinforcing core concepts through 
non-curriculum-based activities in the school designed 
to promote a positive school climate (Minniss & Stewart, 
2009; Rowe et al., 2007). The whole school component 
of the intervention includes information for school lead-
ership staff about the importance of school involvement 
for student outcomes (Carrington et al., 2020; Goldberg 
et al., 2019) and activity ideas to incorporate key messages 
across the school. Prior to further development, information 
was obtained from students, parents, educators, research-
ers and clinicians via a reference group, focus groups 
(Hodges et al., 2020), Delphi study (Hodges et al., 2021)  
and online feedback surveys to develop and further refine the 
intervention until it was ready to test in mainstream primary 
schools.

Regular Consultation with a Consumer 
and Stakeholder Reference Group

Throughout the intervention development process, a CSRG 
were consulted, which included an occupational therapist, 
speech therapist, teacher, deputy principal and two parents 
of primary school students on the autism spectrum. One 
parent, who had two primary school-aged children on the 
autism spectrum, also had a diagnosis of autism herself and 
had a professional background in teaching. In the beginning, 
the primary author met with the group to ask more general 
questions relating to research design and the readability of 
participant information sheets. As the research progressed, 
the primary author met with individual members of the 
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reference group as required. For example, the deputy princi-
pal was consulted on ways to maximise school uptake of the 
intervention, whereas parents were consulted on their pre-
ferred use of language in the autism specific lesson plan and 
strategies to maximise parent engagement. The utilisation of 
a CSRG helped to understand consumers’ and stakeholders’ 
lived experiences with research and school-based supports, 
which helped to identify perceived barriers in implementing 
the intervention as well as problem-solve ways to maxim-
ise uptake of the intervention and ensuing research (Mathie 
et al., 2014).

Primary school students with and without autism were 
also involved in co-designing and co-producing intervention 
resources. For example, the school experiences of real-life 
students on the autism spectrum were explored and docu-
mented in an edited documentary style video developed in 
collaboration with the (name of organisation removed for 
peer review). Typically developing primary school aged 
students were also involved in intervention development, 
acting in a series of interactive video resources for use in 
the whole-class component of the intervention. Involving 
students in developing intervention resources was integral 
in ensuring the authentic lived experiences of school aged 
students were addressed, and that resources were relevant 
and suitable to end users (Consumer & Community Health 
Research Network, 2017).

Focus Groups

Focus groups were used to explore the perspectives of 
parents and educators on the school participation of pri-
mary school students on the autism spectrum and to seek 
recommendations regarding the content and delivery of 
the intervention (Hodges et al., 2020). Four separate focus 
groups involving a total of 26 participants were conducted 
in Perth, Western Australia. Two focus groups were con-
ducted with a total of 15 parents of children on the autism 
spectrum attending mainstream primary school. Two focus 
groups were conducted with a total of 11 educators includ-
ing teachers (n = 5), deputy principals (n = 1) and learning 
support coordinators (n = 5) who reported having experience 
working with primary school students on the spectrum in a 
mainstream setting.

Parents and educators identified several intrinsic (e.g., 
students school connectedness and sense of self) and extrin-
sic (e.g., school culture and educator attitudes, knowledge, 
and skills) factors impacting the school participation of pri-
mary school students on the autism spectrum and empha-
sised the importance of developing school-based interven-
tions that focus on addressing the psychological aspects of 
students’ school experience (Hodges et al., 2020). More 
detailed findings are reported elsewhere (Hodges et al., 

2020) and helped to verify and enrich school participation 
barriers identified from the literature in the MSPA.

Parents and educators also provided general recommen-
dations, which informed the overall approach of the inter-
vention as well as the content, dosage (i.e., frequency and 
intensity) and method of delivery of the professional learn-
ing and whole class components of the intervention. Recom-
mendations regarding ways to increase uptake of the inter-
vention from parents’ and educators’ perspectives were also 
provided. Overwhelmingly, parents and educators felt the 
intervention should adopt a strengths- and differences-based 
approach, focusing on raising students’ awareness, under-
standing and acceptance of autism. Educators emphasised 
the importance of embedding lesson content into the cur-
riculum with specific reference to curriculum outcomes in 
the manual and providing ideas on ways to individualise les-
son content to the diverse needs of students and classrooms. 
To maximise uptake of the intervention, educators suggested 
resources need to be ‘ready to go’ with comprehensive les-
son plans and printable resources to minimise burden for 
teachers (Hodges et al., 2020). This information was used 
to develop a more detailed description of the intervention, 
including: (a) a revised list of whole class lesson topics, (b) 
proposed content of professional learning, (c) weekly parent 
information handouts, and (d) proposed method of delivery 
of intervention components. These findings helped to guide 
avenues of questioning in the next phase of the research, 
which involved a national Delphi study.

Delphi Study

Consensus from expert clinicians, researchers and educa-
tors was obtained on the content, delivery and feasibility of 
the intervention using an online two-round national Delphi 
study. Round one (clinicians, n = 34; researchers, n = 17; 
educators, n = 25; total experts, n = 76) focused on seeking 
expert opinion on the application of the fPRC to students 
on the autism spectrum. This round also provided evidence 
to support the relevance of the intervention, with all experts 
agreeing that improving the school participation of students 
on the autism spectrum, is important enough to warrant the 
development of an intervention and that school connected-
ness is not currently addressed in Australian curriculum. 
Round two (clinicians, n = 27; researchers, n = 18; educators, 
n = 20; total experts, n = 65; response rate = 87%) focused 
on gaining expert opinion on the importance of proposed 
whole class lesson topics and the feasibility of implementing 
proposed intervention techniques. More than 90% of experts 
agreed with the proposed content for lesson topics and 
reported intervention techniques were feasible or very fea-
sible in the school environment. More detailed findings from 
the Delphi study are reported elsewhere (Hodges et al., 2021)  
and helped to develop and refine intervention components. 
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For example, the Delphi study helped to determine that 
whole class lesson topics would be delivered in short (i.e., 
less than 60 min) regular sessions over the course of a term 
and that professional learning would focus on helping teach-
ers to apply intervention content to their classroom and dis-
cuss ways the intervention can be practically incorporated 
into a school day.

Feedback from Students, Parents, and Educators 
on Intervention Resources

Feedback on intervention resources was obtained from stu-
dents, parents, and educators (i.e., teachers, deputy princi-
pals, learning support coordinators) so that the intervention 
could be refined prior to a feasibility study. Educators’ per-
spectives were also obtained on proposed data collection 
methods for the feasibility study.

Worksheets from the whole class component of the inter-
vention were trialled with five typically developing primary 
school students for clarity of instruction and comprehen-
sibility. These students were recruited using convenience 
sampling through networks of the primary author. Minor 
alterations were made to wording and formatting of the 
worksheets based on students’ feedback. Authors planned 
to seek feedback on the intervention from students on the 
autism spectrum, via online surveys and qualitative inter-
views, once the intervention had been piloted in primary 
schools. After having first-hand experience with the inter-
vention, students would be able to reflect on their own expe-
riences and provide feedback on how the intervention could 
be improved; avoiding hypothetical questions, which many 
students on the autism spectrum find difficult. Future itera-
tions of the intervention will incorporate feedback from stu-
dents on the autism spectrum to refine the intervention and 
improve outcomes in future research.

Weekly parent information handouts and the intervention 
manual were reviewed by parents and educators respectively 
using online surveys. Parents and educators were recruited 
using convenience and snowball sampling through networks 
of the primary author. Recruited parents and educators were 
also asked to identify other potential parents and educators. 
Potential participants were sent an email with an invitation 
to participate. Once they consented, the primary author sent 
through relevant intervention resources with a personalised 
link to an online survey (Qualtrics XM, 2021). The survey 
asked participants to respond to statements about the inter-
vention resources on a 5-point Likert scale (1 = strongly 
agree to 5 = strongly disagree). For example, educators were 
asked to respond to statements such as “The manual was 
easy to read”, “I understood content of lesson plans”, and “I 
understood the examples provided in the professional learn-
ing and how these examples linked to the content”. Partici-
pants were prompted to provide reasoning for their responses 

if they selected ‘neither agree nor disagree’, ‘somewhat disa-
gree’ or ‘strongly disagree’.

A combination of quantitative and qualitative approaches 
was used to analyse survey responses. Survey responses 
were imported into the Statistical Package for the Social 
Sciences (SPSS) (IBM Corporation, 2015) software and 
anonymised prior to analysis. Descriptive statistics were 
used to report participants’ responses to Likert scale items 
and agreement was reached (i.e., no changes were made to 
intervention resources) when more than 75% of participants 
responded ‘strongly agree’ or ‘somewhat agree’ to survey 
items. Content analysis was used to analyse participants 
written responses to identify recommended changes to spe-
cific intervention resources.

Eleven parents and 10 educators provided feedback on 
the intervention. Seven parents had children in years 1 to 
3 and three of the 11 parents had a child with a diagnosed 
disability. Five educators were teachers from independent 
schools and six of the 10 educators had more than 10 years’ 
experience in their current role.

Parent feedback on weekly information handouts and pro-
posed parent engagement was positive and agreement was 
reached on all survey items (see SI Table 1). More than 90% 
of parents reported parent information handouts were easy 
to read, that information was relevant and that they under-
stood the content as well as examples provided and how 
these linked to the content. More than 80% parents reported 
they felt they could apply strategies at home with their chil-
dren and that proposed methods of parent engagement were 
appropriate. Two parents raised concerns in qualitative com-
ments over the depth of information provided, suggesting 
researchers condense and chunk information so that it is 
more visually appealing for parents.

Educators provided valuable feedback on the intervention 
manual, lesson plans, professional learning, and resources 
and agreement was reached on all survey items (see SI 
Table 2). All educators reported intervention resources were 
easy to read, engaging, that they understood the content and 
examples provided and that the type and depth of informa-
tion were appropriate. Two of the 10 educators expressed 
concern that time allocated to lesson plans was unrealistic 
and reported time management would depend on teachers’ 
skills and experience. Educators reported, however, that 
lesson plans were thorough and allowed for flexibility and 
that teachers were able to use their judgement to modify 
or extend students. All educators reported understanding 
the proposed methods of data collection for the feasibility 
study, however, expressed concern about the amount of time 
it would take to administer measures with the whole class. 
We used these findings to make changes to the intervention 
manual, such as emphasising key messages of each lesson, 
highlighting mandatory activities and opportunities for indi-
vidualisation. We also reviewed data collection methods for 
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the feasibility study and reduced the number of whole class 
measures to minimise burden for teachers.

The Resulting Intervention: In My Shoes

Based on the above research activities, the school-based 
intervention, entitled In My Shoes, has been developed 
(Hodges et al., 2020). In My Shoes aims to improve the 
school participation of primary school students aged 
between 8 and 10 years (grades 3 and 4) on the autism spec-
trum and their typically developing peers. The intended out-
comes of In My Shoes for all students are to:

a. increase understanding and awareness of differences 
in the way students experience autism and school (i.e., 
preferences)

b. increase feelings of being accepted, respected, included 
and supported by others in the school social environment 
(i.e., school connectedness);

c. increase self-awareness of strengths and differences and 
the strengths and differences of peers (i.e., sense of self);

d. improve confidence in their abilities to recognise when 
someone needs help, how to help others and ask for help 
at school (i.e., sense of self and activity competence); 
and

e. improve students’ interpersonal empathy and use of pro-
social behaviours to include peers in the classroom and 
playground (i.e., activity competence).

Intervention outcomes are specifically linked to intrinsic 
student factors impacting school participation outlined in 
the MSPA (see Fig. 1).

In My Shoes is designed to be delivered over the course 
of a school term (approximately 10 weeks) and includes the 
following components: (1) standardised online professional 
learning and ongoing face to face or online support for teach-
ers and school leadership staff; (2) teacher-led whole class 
lesson plans; (3) peer training for selected peers; (4) activity 
ideas to incorporate key messages across the whole school; 
and (5) weekly parent information handouts and invitations 
for parents to participate in the intervention. Intervention 
resources are made available to schools on a USB memory 
stick and include professional learning video presentations, 
an online interactive PDF manual, printable lesson plans, 
worksheets and resources, and interactive video resources 
with real-life students on the autism spectrum sharing their 
school experiences.

The professional learning component encompasses all 
intervention outcomes, aiming to support teachers’ under-
standing of the content of In My Shoes and increase their 
capacity to utilise intervention techniques to support the 

school participation of students on the autism spectrum. 
The professional learning component includes supple-
mentary pre-reading material detailing school participa-
tion barriers that result from characteristics of autism and 
evidence-based intervention techniques to support students 
on the autism spectrum in the classroom. Additionally, the 
resources include four pre-recorded video presentations 
(ranging from 4 to 24 min) of the primary author explaining 
the intervention and providing practical demonstrations of 
intervention techniques such as video modelling. Teachers 
are encouraged to complete a pre-post professional learn-
ing questionnaire that evaluates their adherence to review-
ing supplementary material and the intervention manual, as 
well as their confidence in delivering specific components 
of the intervention. The purpose of these questionnaires is 
to identify teachers’ perceived barriers to implement the 
intervention so that the primary author can provide targeted 
support to teachers. School leadership staff involved in sup-
porting teachers to deliver the intervention (e.g., deputy 
school principals, school psychologists or learning support 
coordinators) are also encouraged to complete the profes-
sional learning so that they can adequately support teachers 
and assist in implementing the whole school component of 
the intervention. The primary author then organises follow 
up online or face-to-face meetings with teachers and school 
leadership staff to clarify any components of the interven-
tion and to help teachers apply concepts in their classroom.

The whole class component includes 10, 45-min lesson 
plans designed to be delivered by the classroom teacher to 
the whole class (see Fig. 3 for an overview of lesson top-
ics). Each whole class lesson plan is designed to target spe-
cific intervention outcomes. Some lesson plans focus on 
targeting one intervention outcome, whereas others target 
several intervention outcomes. Over the 10 lesson plans, 
all intervention outcomes are targeted several times using 
a range of evidence-based intervention techniques includ-
ing role play and video modelling, as well as educational 
practices identified to be feasible by educators (e.g., work-
sheets, whole class discussion). The whole class component 
starts by helping students to increase self-awareness of their 
strengths and differences and that of their peers (i.e., sense of 
self); focusing on celebrating student differences; reflecting 
on how each student adds value to the classroom, and iden-
tifying behaviours that make peers feel included, accepted, 
and valued for their differences (i.e., school connectedness). 
Students then learn about autism and how students on the 
autism spectrum experience school, hearing real-life stu-
dents’ perspectives on a documentary style video. Lessons 
then progress to teaching the core concept of the interven-
tion, ‘look, think, decide’, which teaches perspective tak-
ing and social problem-solving skills by helping students to 
recognise body clues and how to use these clues to deduce 
what someone else might be thinking and feeling so that they 
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can decide on the best course of action to help peers partici-
pate and feel included. Students are asked throughout the 
intervention to reflect, using interactive video resources and 
comic-strip style illustrations, on what they would think or 
how they would feel if they were in a particular character’s 
shoes and what they think the character should do to support 
their peers in different situations. Each lesson aims to teach 
these skills with a particular context in mind; for example, 
how to recognise and support peers in the classroom ver-
sus the playground versus school organised events such as 
excursions, assemblies, or sports carnivals. Finally, lesson 
plans highlight opportunities to incorporate students’ prefer-
ences by building connections with peers who have similar 

interests and encouraging teachers to incorporate students’ 
strengths and interests into activities wherever possible.

The content of whole class lesson plans align with social 
emotional learning principals, which are an integral part 
of education and human development (Jones & Bouffard, 
2012; Pasi, 2001); supporting students to acquire and apply 
knowledge, skills and attitudes to develop healthy identi-
ties, manage their emotions, feel and show empathy for oth-
ers and establish and maintain supportive relationships at 
school. Links to state and national curriculum and social 
emotional learning competencies are explicitly referred to 
at the beginning of each lesson plan for teachers’ assess-
ment and reporting requirements. Teachers are also provided 

Fig. 3  Overview of whole class 
lesson topics
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with examples in the intervention manual on ways they can 
adapt or individualise lesson plans, in line with principals 
of universal design (Center for Applied Special Technology, 
1998; Orkwis, 2003), to meet the diverse learning needs of 
students in their classroom. Refer to SI Table 3 for an exam-
ple of a whole class lesson plan, detailing target intervention 
outcomes, specific objectives, and methods of delivery.

The peer training component of the intervention focuses 
on supporting selected peers to further build on their inter-
personal empathy and use of pro-social behaviours (i.e., 
activity competence) to support students in the classroom 
and playground. This component of the intervention includes 
information about the benefits of peer involvement in school-
based interventions and guides the teacher to carefully select 
three to four students in their class who consistently attend 
school, have a history of being reliable and responsible, may 
be interested and willing to help peers, have strong social 
and interpersonal skills, and have similar interests to target 
students. Selected peers participated in a teacher-led short 
informal discussion-based training in the first week of the 
intervention. The content of the training focuses on helping 
students to identify when someone looks lonely in the play-
ground or are having difficulty in the classroom, and what 
they could do to help in these situations. The training draws 
on students’ previous experience and helps to highlight ways 
they may be able to help their peers at school.

The whole school component of the intervention includes 
information about the importance of school involvement 
for intervention outcomes, as well as recommended activ-
ity ideas to incorporate key messages of the intervention 
across the school. Activity ideas include example themes 
for assembly items, inserts for school newsletters about key 
messages of the intervention, and recommended books and 
resources for a library space about autism and neurodiver-
sity. The whole school component aims to target all inter-
vention outcomes over the course of the intervention. For 
example, an assembly item about ways students can make 
peers feel more accepted, respected and included at school 
would target the school connectedness intervention outcome, 
whereas a library space about autism would target the prefer-
ences intervention outcome by aiming to increase students’ 
understanding and awareness of autism.

The parent component of the intervention encompasses 
all intervention outcomes aiming to support parents to 
increase their understanding of the content of In My Shoes 
and ways they can support generalisation of skills in the 
home environment. This component includes weekly infor-
mation handouts sent by teachers to parents detailing lesson 
content and regular opportunities for teachers to invite par-
ents to participate in intervention specific activities. Teach-
ers are also encouraged to check-in regularly with parents 
about their understanding of parent information handouts 

and provide regular feedback about students’ learning via 
photos or videos on school portals.

Implications for Research and Practice

The imperative to develop a school-based intervention to 
improve the school participation of students on the autism 
spectrum arose from growing literature on the long-term 
negative impact of reduced school participation on student 
outcomes (Furlong et al., 2003; Maddox & Prinz, 2003; Sho-
chet et al., 2006). We designed In My Shoes based on our 
own theoretical model of school participation and autism 
and a series of research activities, which aimed to gain itera-
tive feedback from students, parents, educators, clinicians, 
and researchers with expertise in the topic area. The MSPA 
was imperative in defining constructs of interest to be tar-
geted in the intervention and ensured the intervention was 
rooted in theory and evidence. Each step in the research 
process offered valuable comments and revisions to shape 
the intervention.

To participate at school, students need to have necessary 
skills and abilities, have self-determination, positive self-
esteem and feel confident and satisfied in their abilities at 
school, feel accepted, respected, included, and supported 
by teachers and peers, and have interests or activities that 
hold meaning to them (Hodges et al., 2020, 2021). Rather 
than focusing on school participation barriers or students’ 
skills in isolation (illustrated from left to centre in Fig. 1), In 
My Shoes utilises a strengths-based approach to holistically 
promote school participation enablers using evidence-based 
intervention techniques (illustrated from right to centre in 
Fig. 1). The deliberate decision to immerse all students, not 
just those on the autism spectrum, in learning that focuses 
on behaviour and knowledge change, was important in shift-
ing perceptions that students’ school participation occurs 
in isolation. More accurately, that it is a collective effort of 
all individuals within the school environment to help oth-
ers participate and feel included at school. Framing lesson 
content around the tasks, activities and routines in which 
students participate, rather than the skills they need to par-
ticipate, shifts the focus away from individual performance 
components; thereby allowing us to adopt a more functional 
approach to support student school participation. In this way, 
we can focus on how individuals within the environment 
can support each other to learn new skills, build positive 
self-esteem and feelings of being accepted, respected, and 
included at school.

The involvement of consumers was crucial in develop-
ing and refining the intervention (Consumer & Community 
Health Research Network, 2017). Expert recommendations 
from the Delphi study (Hodges et al., 2021) and feedback on 
intervention resources from students, parents and teachers 
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invaluable in providing practical suggestions to ensure the 
intervention would be relevant, appropriate, and meet the 
needs of end users. Although we received feedback from 
many stakeholders including students, one that could have 
been improved was that of students on the autism spectrum. 
We plan to seek feedback from students on the autism spec-
trum once the intervention is piloted in primary schools; this 
way, students can reflect on their own experiences and pro-
vide feedback to improve the intervention and the potential 
outcomes of future research. We also suggest future research 
aims to form a working party of students on the autism spec-
trum across year levels to provide feedback on the interven-
tion and its resources. This would help to better understand 
students’ lived school experiences (Fletcher-Watson et al., 
2018), the practicalities of how the intervention would be 
perceived by students and their peers and provide invaluable 
feedback on the intervention and its resources.

The next step of the research process is to evaluate the 
feasibility, fidelity, and preliminary effectiveness of In My 
Shoes in mainstream primary schools. Once a feasibility 
study is conducted, we will be able to evaluate the inter-
action between constructs and the relationships illustrated 
in the MSPA and revise the model accordingly. Despite 
increased emphasis on the use of evidence-based interven-
tions in schools, there continues to be widespread implemen-
tation of interventions that lack a strong theoretical rationale 
or that have minimal evidence to support their effectiveness 
(Odom et al., 2010). The process we undertook to identify 
and define constructs of interest and mechanisms to effect 
change in these constructs was integral in ensuring interven-
tion had a strong theoretical rationale; helping us to com-
municate how and why we think the intervention is likely to 
work (Campbell et al., 2007). The MSPA and intervention 
development process described in this paper, can be used 
by other researchers, clinicians, and educators as a guide to 
develop interventions to support the school participation of 
students on the autism spectrum.

Conclusion

A novel curriculum embedded peer-supported school-based 
intervention, entitled In My Shoes, that aims to improve the 
school participation of students on the autism spectrum and 
their typically developing peers has been developed from 
this multi-stage iterative research process. A theoretical 
model illustrating the interactive process between charac-
teristics of autism and factors that promote school participa-
tion is also presented. The impetus to develop interventions 
with a strong theoretical rationale and next steps for research 
are discussed.

Supplementary Information The online version contains supplemen-
tary material available at https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10803- 021- 05362-5.

Acknowledgments The authors wish to acknowledge support received 
from the Australian Government Research Training Program Scholar-
ship and the Clinical Project Grant from DOT WA (Inc). Authors would 
also like to acknowledge students, parents, educators, researchers, and 
clinicians who helped to inform the development of the intervention 
through their participation in several research activities.

Author Contributions All authors contributed to the study conception 
and design. Material preparation, data collection and analysis were 
performed by AH. The first draft of the manuscript was written by AH 
and all authors commented on previous versions of the manuscript. All 
authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Declarations 

Conflict of interests There are no conflicts of interest to declare.

Ethical approval This study was completed by the first author as part of 
the requirements for the completion of a PhD under the supervision of 
Prof Reinie Cordier, A/Prof Annette Joosten and A/Prof Helen Bourke-
Taylor. This study has ethics approval from Curtin University Human 
Research Ethics Committee (HRE2016-0150).

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

References

Anaby, D., Law, M., Coster, W., Bedell, G., Khetani, M., Avery, L., 
& Teplicky, R. (2014). The mediating role of the environment 
in explaining participation of children and youth with and with-
out disabilities across home, school, and community. Archives of 
Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation, 95(5), 908–917.

Bambara, L., Cole, C., Kunsch, C., Tsai, S., & Ayad, E. (2016). A 
peer-mediated intervention to improve the conversational skills of 
high school students with Autism Spectrum Disorder. Research in 
Autism Spectrum Disorders, 27, 29–43.

Banda, D., Hart, S., & Liu-Gitz. (2010). Impact of training peers and 
children with autism on social skills during center time activities 
in inclusive classrooms. Research in Autism Spectrum Disorders, 
4, 619–625.

Bartonek, F., Borg, A., Berggren, S., & Bolte, S. (2018). Inkludering-
sarbete för barn och ungdomar vid svenska skolor: En kartläggn-
ing bland 4778 anställda vid 68 skolor. Retrieved from https:// ki. 
se/ sites/ defau lt/ files/ 2018/ 03/ 26/ 2018_ inclu sio- rappo rt. pdf

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-021-05362-5
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://ki.se/sites/default/files/2018/03/26/2018_inclusio-rapport.pdf
https://ki.se/sites/default/files/2018/03/26/2018_inclusio-rapport.pdf


3243Journal of Autism and Developmental Disorders (2022) 52:3230–3245 

1 3

Batten, A., Corbett, C., Rosenblatt, M., Withers, L., & Yuille, R. 
(2006). Make school make sense. Autism and education: The real-
ity for families today. National Autistic Society.

Bene, K., Banda, D. R., & Brown, D. (2014). A meta-analysis of peer 
mediated instructional arrangements and autism. Review Journal 
of Autism and Developmental Disorders, 1, 135–142. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ s40489- 014- 0014-9

Blascovich, J., & Tomaka, J. (1991). Measures of self esteem. In J. P. 
Robinson, P. R. Shaver, & L. S. Wrightsman (Eds.), Measures of 
personality and social psychological attitudes. Academic Press.

Campbell, M., Murray, E., Darbyshire, J., Emery, J., Farmer, A., 
Griffiths, F., & Kinmonth, A. (2007). Designing and evaluating 
complex interventions to improve health care. British Medical 
Journal, 334, 455–459.

Carrington, S., Saggers, B., Shochet, I., Orr, J., Wurfl, A., Vanelli, J., 
& Nickerson, J. (2020). Researching a whole school approach 
to school connectedness. International Journal of Inclusive 
Education.

Center for Applied Special Technology. (1998). What is universal 
design for learning? . Retrieved from http:// www. cast. org/ resea 
rch/ udl/ index. html

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. (2009). School connect-
edness: Strategies for increasing protective factors among youth. 
Retrieved from Atlanta https:// www. cdc. gov/ healt hyyou th/ prote 
ctive/ pdf/ conne ctedn ess. pdf

Chalfant, A. M., Rapee, R., & Carroll, L. (2007). Treating anxiety 
disorders in children with high functioning autism spectrum dis-
orders. A controlled trial. Journal of Autism & Developmental 
Disorders, 37, 1842–1857.

Chan, J. M., Lang, R., Rispoli, M., O’Reilly, M., Sigafoos, J., & Cole, 
H. (2009). Use of peer-mediated interventions in the treatment 
of autism spectrum disorders: A systematic review. Research in 
Autism Spectrum Disorders, 3, 876–889.

Ciani, K. D., Middleton, J., Summers, J., & Sheldon, K. (2010). Buff-
ering against performance classroom goal structures: The impor-
tance of autonomy support and classroom community. Contem-
porary Educational Psychology. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. cedps 
ych. 2009. 11. 001

Clark, M., Adams, D., Roberts, J., & Westerveld, M. (2019). How do 
teachers support their students on the autism spectrum in Austral-
ian primary schools? Journal of Research in Special Educational 
Needs, 20(1), 38–50.

Cohen, J. (1988). Set correlation and contingency tables. Applied Psy-
chological Measurement, 12, 425–434.

Colver, A., Thyen, U., Arnaud, C., Beckung, E., Fauconnier, J., Mar-
celli, M., et al. (2012). Association between participation in life 
situations of children with cerebral palsy and their physical, 
social, and attitudinal environment: A cross-sectional multicenter 
European study. Archives of Physical Medicine and Rehabilita-
tion, 93(12), 2154–2164.

Consumer and Community Health Research Network. (2017). Involv-
ing people in research. Retrieved from http:// www. invol vingp 
eople inres earch. org. au

DiSalvo, C. A., & Oswald, D. P. (2002). Peer mediated interventions to 
increase the social interaction of children with autism: Considera-
tion of peer experiences. Focus on Autism and Other Developmen-
tal Disabilities, 17, 198–207.

Eime, R., Young, J., Harvey, J., Charity, M., & Payne, W. (2013). A 
systematic review of the psychological and social benefits of par-
ticipation in sport for children and adolescents: Informing devel-
opment of a conceptual model of health through sport. Interna-
tional Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and Physical Activity, 10, 
98.

Eriksson, L. (2005). The relationship between school environment and 
participation for students with disabilities. Pediatric Rehabilita-
tion, 8(2), 130–139.

Falkmer, M., Granlund, M., Nilholm, C., & Falkmer, T. (2012). From 
my perspective: Perceived participation in mainstream schools in 
students with autism spectrum conditions. Developmental Neu-
rorehabilitation, 15(3), 191–201. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3109/ 17518 
423. 2012. 671382

Fletcher-Watson, S., Adams, J., Brook, K., Charman, T., Crane, L., 
Cusack, J., et al. (2018). Making the future together: Shaping 
autism research through meaningful participation. Autism, 23(4), 
943–953.

Frederickson, N., Simmonds, E., Evans, L., & Soulsby, C. (2007). 
Assessing the social and affective outcomes of inclusion. British 
Journal of Special Education, 34(2), 105–115. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1111/j. 1467- 8578. 2007. 00463.x

Furlong, M. J., Whipple, A. D., St. Jean, G., Simental, J., Soliz, A., 
& Punthuna, S. (2003). Multiple contexts of school engagement: 
Moving towards a unifying framework for educational research 
and practice. The California School Psychologist, 8(1), 99–113.

Ganz, J. B., & Flores, M. M. (2009). The effectiveness of direct instruc-
tion for teaching language to children with Autism Spectrum Dis-
orders: Identifying materials. Journal of Autism & Developmental 
Disorders, 39, 75–83.

Goldberg, J. M., Sklad, M., Elfrink, T., Schreurs, K., Bohlmeijer, E., 
& Clarke, M. (2019). Effectiveness of interventions adopting a 
whole school approach to enhancing social and emotional devel-
opment: A meta-analysis. European Journal of Psychology of 
Education, 34, 755–782.

Harper, C., Symon, J., & Frea, W. D. (2008). Recess is time-in: Using 
peers to improve social skills of children with autism. Journal of 
Autism & Developmental Disorders, 38, 815–826.

Harrington, C. (2014). Square pegs in round holes: The mainstream 
schooling experiences of students with an Autism Spectrum Dis-
order and their parents. University of Queensland.

Hiemann, M., Nelson, K. E., Tjus, T., & Gillberg, C. (1995). Increasing 
reading and communication skills in children with autism through 
an interactive multimedia computer program. Journal of Autism 
& Developmental Disorders, 25(5), 459–480.

Hinchliffe, K., Saggers, B., Chalmers, C., & Hobbs, J. (2016). Uti-
lising robotics social clubs to support the needs of students on 
the autism spectrum within inclusive school settings: Report. 
Retrieved from Brisbane

Hodges, A., Cordier, R., Joosten, A., Bourke-Taylor, H., & Speyer, R. 
(2018). Evaluating the psychometric quality of school connected-
ness measures: A systematic review. PloS One, 13(9), e0203373. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1371/ journ al. pone. 02033 73

Hodges, A., Cordier, R., Joosten, A., & Bourke-Taylor, H. (2021). 
Expert consensus on the development of a school-based inter-
vention to improve the school participation and connectedness of 
elementary students with ASD: A Delphi study. Focus on Autism 
and Other Developmental Disabilities. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 
10883 57621 1030

Hodges, A., Joosten, A., Bourke-Taylor, H., & Cordier, R. (2020). 
School participation: The shared perspectives of parents and 
educators of primary school students on the autism spectrum. 
Research in Developmental Disabilities, 97, 103550. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. ridd. 2019. 103550

Hui, E. K. P., & Tsang, S. K. M. (2012). Self-determination as a psy-
chological and positive youth development construct. The Scien-
tific World Journal, 2012, 1–7.

Humphrey, N., & Lewis, S. (2008). `Make me normal’: The views 
and experiences of pupils on the autistic spectrum in mainstream 
secondary schools. Autism, 12(1), 23–46. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 
13623 61307 085267

https://doi.org/10.1007/s40489-014-0014-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40489-014-0014-9
http://www.cast.org/research/udl/index.html
http://www.cast.org/research/udl/index.html
https://www.cdc.gov/healthyyouth/protective/pdf/connectedness.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/healthyyouth/protective/pdf/connectedness.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cedpsych.2009.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cedpsych.2009.11.001
http://www.involvingpeopleinresearch.org.au
http://www.involvingpeopleinresearch.org.au
https://doi.org/10.3109/17518423.2012.671382
https://doi.org/10.3109/17518423.2012.671382
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8578.2007.00463.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8578.2007.00463.x
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0203373
https://doi.org/10.1177/10883576211030
https://doi.org/10.1177/10883576211030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2019.103550
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2019.103550
https://doi.org/10.1177/1362361307085267
https://doi.org/10.1177/1362361307085267


3244 Journal of Autism and Developmental Disorders (2022) 52:3230–3245

1 3

Humphrey, N., & Symes, W. (2010). Perceptions of social support 
and experience of bullying among pupils with autism spectrum 
disorders in secondary mainstream schools. European Journal of 
Special Needs Education, 25, 77–91.

IBM Corporation. (2015). IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows, Version 
23., from IBM Corp.

Imms, C., Adair, B., Keen, D., Ullenhag, A., Rosenbaum, P., & Gran-
lund, M. (2015). Participation: A systematic review of language, 
definitions and constructs used in intervention research with chil-
dren with disabilities. Developmental Medicine and Child Neurol-
ogy, 58, 29–38.

Imms, C., Granlund, M., Wilson, P., Steenbergen, B., Rosenbaum, P., 
& Gordon, A. (2016). Participation, both a means and an end: A 
conceptual analysis of processes and outcomes in childhood dis-
ability. Developmental Medicine and Child Neurology, 59, 16–25. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ dmcn. 13237

Jones, A., & Frederickson, N. (2010). Multi-informant predictors 
of social inclusion for students with autism spectrum disor-
ders attending mainstream school. Journal of Autism & Devel-
opmental Disorders, 40, 1094–1103. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s10803- 010- 0957-3

Jones, S., & Bouffard, S. (2012). Social and emotional learning in 
schools: From programs to strategies and commentaries. Social 
Policy Report, 26(4), 1–33.

Kasari, C., Locke, J., Gulsrud, A., & Rotheram-Fuller, E. (2011). 
Social networks and friendships at school: Comparing children 
with and without ASD. Journal of Autism & Developmental Dis-
orders, 41, 533–544. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10803- 010- 1076-x

Kasari, C., Rotheram-Fuller, E., Locke, J., & Gulsrud, A. (2012). Mak-
ing the connection: Randomised controlled trial of social skills 
at school for children with autism spectrum disorders. Journal of 
Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 53(4), 431.

Klinger, L. G., Klinger, M. R., & Pohlig, R. (2007). Implicit learn-
ing impairments in autism spectrum disorders: Implications for 
treatment. In J. M. Perez, M. Gonzalez, M. L. Comi, & C. Nieto 
(Eds.), New developments in autism: The future is today. Jessica 
Kingsley.

Koegel, L. K., Singh, A. K., & Koegel, R. L. (2010). Improving motiva-
tion for academics in children with autism. Journal of Autism and 
Developmental Disorders, 40, 1057–1066.

Koegel, L. K., Vernon, W., Koegel, R. L., Koegel, B. L., & Paullin, A. 
W. (2012). Improving social engagement and initiations between 
children with autism spectrum disorder and their peers in inclu-
sive settings. Journal of Positive Behaviour Interventions., 14(4), 
220–227.

Koegel, R. L., Kim, S., Koegel, L. K., & Schwartzman, B. (2013). 
Improving socialisation for high school students with ASD by 
using their preferred interests. Journal of Autism & Developmen-
tal Disorders, 43, 2121–2134.

Laurent, A., & Rubin, E. (2004). Challenges in emotional regulation in 
Asperger syndrome and High Functioning Autism. Top Language 
Disorders, 24(4), 286–297.

Lee, S. W., Simpson, R. L., & Shogren, K. (2016). Effects and implica-
tions of self-management for students with autism: A metanalysis. 
Focus on Autism and Other Developmental Disabilities, 22(1), 
2–13.

Libbey, H. P. (2004). Measuring student relationships to school: 
Attachment, bonding, connectedness and engagement. Journal 
of School Health, 74, 274–283. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 1746- 
1561. 2004. tb082 84.x

Luxford, S., Hadwin, J. A., & Kovshoff, H. (2016). Evaluating the 
effectiveness of a school based cognitive behavioural therapy 
intervention for anxiety in adolescents diagnosed with Autism 
Spectrum Disorder. Journal of Autism & Developmental Disor-
ders, 47, 3896–3908.

Mackay, T., Knott, F., & Dunlop, A. (2007). Developing social inter-
action and understanding in individuals with autism spectrum 
disorder: A groupwork intervention. Journal of Intellectual and 
Developmental Disability, 32, 279–290.

Maddox, S., & Prinz, R. J. (2003). School bonding in children and 
adolescents: Conceptualisation, assessment and associated vari-
ables. Clinical Child and Family Psychology Review, 6(1), 31–49.

Mahoney, J., Cairns, B., & Farmer, T. (2003). Promoting interpersonal 
competence and educational success through extracurricular activ-
ity participation. Journal of Educational Psychology, 95(2), 409.

Mathie, E., Wilson, P., Poland, F., McNeilly, E., Howe, A., Stanisze-
wska, S., et al. (2014). Consumer involvement in health research: 
A UK scoping and survey. International Journal of Consumer 
Studies, 38, 35–44. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ ijcs. 12072

McConnell, S. R. (2002). Interventions to facilitate social interaction 
for young children with autism: Review of available research and 
recommendations for educational intervention and future research. 
Journal of Autism & Developmental Disorders, 32(5), 351–372.

McCoy, A., Holloway, J., Healy, O., Rispoli, M., & Neely, L. (2016). 
A systematic review and evaluation of video modeling, role-play 
and computer-based instruction as social skills interventions for 
children and adolescents with high-functioning autism. Review 
Journal of Autism and Developmental Disorders, 3, 48–67.

Minniss, F., & Stewart, D. (2009). Promoting connectedness through 
whole school approaches: A qualitative study. Health Education, 
109(5).

National Association of Special Education Teachers. (2020). Promot-
ing positive social interactions in an inclusion setting for students 
with learning disabilities. Retrieved from http:// facul ty. uml. edu/ 
darcus/ 01. 505/ NASET_ social_ inclu sion. pdf

Niemiec, C. P., & Ryan, R. M. (2009). Autonomy, competence and 
relatedness in the classroom: Applying self-determination theory 
to educational practice. Theory and Research in Education, 7, 
133.

Odom, S., Collet-Klingenberg, L., Rogers, S., & Hatton, D. (2010). 
Evidence based practices in interventions for children and youth 
with Autism Spectrum Disorders. Preventing School Failure, 
54(4), 275–282.

Orkwis, R. (2003). Universally designed instruction. Council for 
Exceptional Children.

Ostmeyer, K., & Scarpa, A. (2012). Examining school based social 
skills program needs and barriers for students with high-func-
tioning autism spectrum disorders using participatory action 
research. Psychology in the Schools, 49(10), 932–941.

Owen-DeSchryver, J., Carr, E. G., Cale, S., & Blakely-Smith, A. 
(2008). Promoting social interactions between students with 
autism spectrum disorders and their peers in inclusive school 
settings. Focus on Autism and Other Developmental Disabili-
ties, 23, 15–28.

Pasi, R. (2001). Higher expectations: Promoting social emotional 
learning and academic achievement in your school. Teachers 
College Press.

Prizant, B. M., & Wetherby, A. M. (2005). Critical issues in enhanc-
ing communication abilities for persons with autism spectrum 
disorders. In F. R. Volkmar, A. Paul, A. Klin, & D. Cohen 
(Eds.), Handbook of Autism and Pervasive Developmental Dis-
orders (Vol. 2, pp. 925–945). Wiley.

Qualtrics XM. (2021). Qualtrics XM. https:// www. qualt rics. com/ au/
Reutebuch, C. K., Zein, F. E., & Roberts, G. J. (2015). A system-

atic review of the effects of choice on academic outcomes for 
students with autism spectrum disorder. Research in Autism 
Spectrum Disorders, 20, 1–16.

Rodriguez-Medina, J., Martin-Anton, L. J., Carbonero, M. A., & 
Ovejero, A. (2016). Peer-Mediated Intervention for the Devel-
opment of Social Interaction Skills in High-Functioning Autism 
Spectrum Disorder: A Pilot Study. Frontier Psychology, 7.

https://doi.org/10.1111/dmcn.13237
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-010-0957-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-010-0957-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-010-1076-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1746-1561.2004.tb08284.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1746-1561.2004.tb08284.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijcs.12072
http://faculty.uml.edu/darcus/01.505/NASET_social_inclusion.pdf
http://faculty.uml.edu/darcus/01.505/NASET_social_inclusion.pdf
https://www.qualtrics.com/au/


3245Journal of Autism and Developmental Disorders (2022) 52:3230–3245 

1 3

Romasz, T. E., Kantor, J. H., & Elias, M. J. (2004). Implementation 
and evaluation of urban school wide social-emotional learning 
programs. Evaluation and Program Planning, 27(1), 89–103.

Rowe, F., Stewart, D., & Patterson, C. (2007). Promoting school con-
nectedness through whole school approaches. Health Education, 
107(6), 524–542.

Rowley, E., Chandler, S., Baird, G., Simonoff, E., Pickles, A., Lou-
casm, T., & Charman, T. (2012). The experience of friend-
ship, victimization and bullying in children with an autism 
spectrum disorder: Associations with child characteristics and 
school placement. Research in Autism Spectrum Disorders, 6, 
1126–1134.

Saggers, B., Hwang, Y., & Mercer, K. L. (2011). Your voice counts: 
Listening to the voice of high school students with autism spec-
trum disorder. Australasian Journal of Special Education, 35(2), 
173–190. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1375/ ajse. 35.2. 173

Saggers, B., Klug, D., Harper-Hill, K., Ashburner, J., Costley, D., 
Clark, T., et al. (2016). Australian Autism Educational Needs 
Analysis - What are the needs of schools, parents and students on 
the autism spectrum? Brisbane.

Shochet, I., Dadds, M. R., Ham, D., & Montague, R. (2006). School 
connectedness is an underemphasised parameter in adolescent 
mental health: Results of a community prediction study. Journal 
of Clinical Child & Adolescent Psychology, 35, 170–179. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1207/ s1537 4424j ccp35 02_1

Shrauger, J. S., & Schohn, M. (1995). Self-confidence in college stu-
dents: Conceptualisation measurement, and behavioural implica-
tions. Assessment, 2, 255–278.

Spooner, F., Baker, J., Harris, A., Ahlgrim-Delzell, L., & Browder, D. 
(2007). Effects of training in universal design for learning on les-
son plan development. Remedial and Special Education., 28(2), 
108–116.

Strain, P. S., Kerr, M. M., & Ragland, E. U. (1979). Effects of peer 
mediated social initiations and prompting/reinforcement pro-
cedures on the social behaviour of autistic children. Journal of 
Autism & Developmental Disorders, 9, 41–54.

Symes, W., & Humphrey, N. (2012). Including pupils with autistic 
spectrum disorders in the classroom: The role of teaching assis-
tants. European Journal of Special Needs Education, 27(4), 517–
532. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 08856 257. 2012. 726019

Thompson, T. (2014). Video modelling for children and adolescents 
with autism spectrum disorder: A meta-analysis. (Doctor of Phil-
sophy in Psychology), Fielding Graduate University.

Torrado, J. C., Gomez, J., & Montoro, G. (2017). Emotional self-
regulation of individuals with autism spectrum disorders: Smart-
watches for monitoring and interaction. Sensors, 17(6), 1359.

Ulke-Kurkcuoglu, B., & Kircaali-Iftar, G. (2010). A comparison of 
the effects of providing activity and material choice to children 
with autism spectrum disorders. Journal of Applied Behaviour 
Analysis, 43, 717–721.

Vincent, L. B., Openden, D., Gentry, J. A., Long, L. A., & Matthews, 
N. L. (2018). Promoting social learning at recess for children with 
ASD and related social challenges. Behaviour Analysis in Prac-
tice, 11(1), 19–33.

Wainscot, J. J., Naylor, P., Sutcliffe, P., Tantam, D., & Williams, J. 
V. (2008). Relationships with peers and use of the school envi-
ronment of mainstream secondary school pupils with Asperger 
syndrome (high functioning autism): A case control study. Inter-
national Journal of Psychology and Psychological Therapy, 8, 
25–38.

Wang, S., Cui, Y., & Parrila, R. (2011). Examining the effectiveness 
of peer-mediated and video-modeling social skills interventions 
for children with autism spectrum disorders: A meta-analysis in 
single-case research using HLM. Research in Autism Spectrum 
Disorders, 5, 562–569.

Watkins, L., O’Reilly, M., Kuhn, M., Gevarter, C., Lancioni, G., Siga-
foos, J., & Lang, R. (2015). A review of peer-mediated social 
interaction interventions for students with autism in inclusive set-
tings. Journal of Autism & Developmental Disorders, 45, 1070–
1083. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10803- 014- 2264-x

Weerasinghe, S., Lalitha, S., & Fernando, S. (2017). Students satisfac-
tion in higher education literature review. American Journal of 
Educational Research, 5(5), 533–539.

Wood, J. J., Drahota, A., Sze, K., Har, K., Chiu, A., & Langer, D. 
(2009). Cognitive behavioural therapy for anxiety in children 
with autism spectrum disorder: A randomised controlled trial. 
The Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 50(3), 224–234.

Zingerevich, C., & LaVesser, P. D. (2009). The contribution of execu-
tive functions to participation in school activities of children with 
high functioning autism spectrum disorder. Research in Autism 
Spectrum Disorders, 3, 429–437.

Publisher's Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1375/ajse.35.2.173
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15374424jccp3502_1
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15374424jccp3502_1
https://doi.org/10.1080/08856257.2012.726019
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10803-014-2264-x

	Closing the Gap Between Theory and Practice: Conceptualisation of a School-Based Intervention to Improve the School Participation of Primary School Students on the Autism Spectrum and Their Typically Developing Peers
	Abstract
	Introduction
	The Research Team
	The Proposed Theoretical Model of School Participation and Autism
	Activity Competence and Autism
	Sense of Self and Autism
	School Connectedness and Autism
	Preferences and Autism

	The Multi-stage Iterative Process of Developing the School-Based Intervention
	Literature Review
	Effective Components of Existing School-Based Interventions
	Regular Consultation with a Consumer and Stakeholder Reference Group
	Focus Groups
	Delphi Study
	Feedback from Students, Parents, and Educators on Intervention Resources

	The Resulting Intervention: In My Shoes
	Implications for Research and Practice
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments 
	References




