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OVERVIEW OF OUTCOMES IN KEY STAGE TESTS AND EXAMINATIONS FOR VULNERABLE GROUPS 2008
Purpose of Report
1. The purpose of this report is to inform the Executive of the 2008 Key Stage tests and GCSE examinations for a range of vulnerable pupils.  This is done in the context of attainment over a number of years in comparison to national and statistical neighbour results.  It will enable the Executive to note the progress made by vulnerable pupils in Leicestershire schools and also the direction of travel in terms of attainment across the County.
Policy Framework and Previous Decision(s)

2. The Local Authority agrees targets each year with the Department for Children, Schools and Families (DCSF) to support improvements in Key Stage Tests and GCSE results.  The Local Authority also has a duty to monitor these results and report upon them.  Final results for the school and local authority are made public during the autumn and Spring Terms.
Background
3. There are graphs for a range of potentially vulnerable groups.
4. Statistical neighbours are the group of authorities identified by Ofsted as most comparable to Leicestershire socio-economically.  It is therefore frequently more relevant to compare Leicestershire performance to this group of Local Authorities rather than to national outcomes which inevitably include pupils in very different circumstances to our own.  The statistical neighbours are:

Bedfordshire, Cheshire, Essex, Hampshire, North Somerset, South Gloucestershire, Staffordshire, Warwickshire, West Sussex and Worcestershire

5. It should be noted that some of these results still remain provisional until they are formally confirmed by the DCSF.   Whilst there is not usually any significant change in results, there is a chance that final percentages may change slightly.
Conclusions
6. Appendix A shows the progress made by pupils with special needs between Key Stage 2 and 4 in English and Mathematics.
· Pupils with SEN statements make good progress and over a quarter of them make 3 Levels of Progress in English.
· Pupils on SEN Action and SEN Action Plus also make good progress.

· This indicates that pupils with SEN are well supported and their achievement promoted in settings.

· Pupils with SEN statements also progress well in achieving 4 Levels of Progress between Key Stage 2 and Key Stage 4 
· Pupils with special needs make less progress in Key Stage 2 – 4 in Mathematics.

· Pupils with SEN statements make reasonable progress compared to those with SEN Action and SEN Action Plus at 4 Levels Progress in Mathematics but still significantly below the non SEN percentage.

· Overall these outcomes indicate progress in English in Secondary schools is better than in Mathematics and this is a key focus for LA support and challenge over the coming year.
Appendix B gives data on achievement at Key Stage 2 and Key Stage 4 by pupils eligible for free school meals.

· At English and Mathematics Level 4, although lower than LA overall type outcome, Leicestershire pupils eligible for free school meals do well compared to statistical neighbours and the national free school meal comparator.

· At Key Stage 4   5 A* - C including English and Maths, the percentage of Leicestershire pupils achieve well compared to statistical neighbours and slightly below the national percentage.
Appendix C covers achievement at Key Stage 4 by a range of ethnic groups at 5 A* - C (including English and Maths).

· Graphs have been provided for those ethnic groups of 30 or more in line with DCSF guidance.  However, the Local Authority does analyse those groups at 30 or under as part of its processes.  
· In Appendix C it can be seen that for all ethnic groups of 30 or more Leicestershire pupils achieve higher than the national outcomes.
Appendix D covers achievement by pupils at Key Stage 2 in Maths and English at Level 4 and above.

· Bangladeshi and Mixed White/Black Caribbean pupils do slightly less well than the LA and national outcomes at Level 4 and above in English but other groups do better than the LA and national outcomes e.g. Mixed White/Asian English and White “other English” (pages 1-5)
· Bangladeshi and Mixed White/Black Caribbean pupils do slightly less well at Mathematics Level 4 and above compared to LA and national outcomes (pages 6-8).

· Indian Mixed “other” achieve better than national and LA outcomes.

· Work is targeted through the Ethnic Minority Achievement Support Service (EMASS) and the School Improvement Partners who support and challenge schools as part of the process of discussions with School Leadership Teams.
Equal Opportunities Implications

7. These results enable the Local Authority to analyse attainment by potentially vulnerable groups.  This informs planning and targeting of resources to address issues identified through this analysis.  It also enables a Local Authority to support and challenge schools in order to bring about further improvements for these potentially vulnerable groups.
Background Papers

8. These figures are derived from the DCSF Research and Statistics Department which collates data on behalf of all local authorities.
Recommendation

9. The Committee is recommended to note the report and comment on the outcomes which have been achieved. 

Circulation Under Sensitive Issues

None

Officers to Contact

10. Tony Mulhearn 

Assistant Director Universal Services

            
Tel: 0116 305 6505

Email: tmulhearn@leics.gov.uk
Isabel Merrifield

Head of Knowledge Management



Tel: 0116 3057219

Email:imerrifield@leics.gov.uk

List of appendices

11. Appendix A - pupils with special needs
Appendix B - pupils eligible for free school meals (FSM)

Appendix C - pupils from ethnic groups - Key Stage 4

Appendix C - pupils from ethnic groups - Key Stage 2

F/tm1115/jw
2 February 2009
9








PAGE  
1

