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Review of 2009 Attainment outcomes in suffolk schools
whAt is the cabinet being asked to decide?

1. The Cabinet is asked to note performance of pupils aged from 3 to 18 years in Suffolk schools and pre school settings.
WHO WILL BE AFFECTED BY THIS DECISION?
2. Children and young people in Suffolk schools and their families.
WHAT ARE THE KEY ISSUES TO CONSIDER?

3. Performance in schools across all phases of education in the context of the ongoing drive for improvement is a key issue.  It is necessary to ensure that all children and young people make good progress at school during a time of change including the implementation of the School Organisation Review (SOR) in Suffolk.  Suffolk County Council has a priority to raise attainment at Key Stages 2 and 4 (ages 11 and 16).
WHAT ARE THE RESOURCE AND RISK IMPLICATIONS?
4. The analysis of pupil attainment is used to focus school improvement resources provided by the Council, and through the nationally allocated Standards Fund, on areas of underperformance.  Failure to target resources appropriately could compromise ability to raise standards and meet targets.  This analysis is particularly important during a time of significant change to the way in which schools are organised.
WHAT ARE THE TIMESCALES ASSOCIATED WITH THIS DECISION?
5. National performance tables are published by the Department for Children, Schools and Families (DCSF).  These will be released in December 2009 for Key Stage 2 and during the Spring Term of 2010 for key Stage 4.

6. Papers for school governors highlighting areas of strength and weakness will be circulated early in 2010.

7. Some of the data reported in this paper is unconfirmed and provisional.  The Foundation Stage Profile and Key Stage 1 (age 7) outcomes are collected by the Council and are reliable.  Data for all other Key Stages is taken from the DCSF’s Statistical First Release tables and is unconfirmed.
8. Annex 1 will be extended into a more detailed paper based on confirmed results for 2009 and will be presented to the Scrutiny Committee for Children and Young Peoples Services on 9 February 2010.  
	Sources of further information

a) DCSF Statistical First Release Tables: http://www.dcsf.gov.uk/rsgateway
b) DCSF Performance Tables: http://www.dcsf.gov.uk/performancetables/


MAIN BODY OF REPORT

1. This report summarises provisional attainment results for pupils in Suffolk schools in the school year 2008/9.  Comparisons are made with national averages and with Children and Young People's Services in similar local authorities.  The Council’s similar ’statistical neighbour’ local authorities are Herefordshire, Gloucestershire, Shropshire, Wiltshire, Lincolnshire, Dorset, Devon, Norfolk, Cornwall and Somerset County Councils.  

2. Key Stage 2 and Key Stage 4 results are important performance indicators and are used to judge the effectiveness of the County Council.  2009 results were disappointing at Key Stage 2 and did not show improvement.  At Key Stage 4 there was an improvement but it was not in line with national gains.
3. In Suffolk there is an ongoing focus on ‘closing gaps’ between groups of pupils who are at risk of making less progress than the majority.  These include pupils with statements of Special Educational Needs (SEN), those from Black and Minority Ethnic (BME) groups and children in care.  The Council also has a focus on pupils taking up free school meals as this is used as a proxy measure for deprivation.

4. Results for the Early Years and Foundation Stage Profile, Key Stage 1 and Key Stage 3 are based on teacher assessments supported by standardised materials and moderation.  Attainment at Key Stage 2 is measured through externally marked tests for English and mathematics.  At Key Stage 4 and for the Post 16 phase results are for GCSE, A/AS examinations or equivalent qualifications.
Table 1: Summary of performance in Suffolk schools in 2009

	
	National Average
	Statistical neighbours
	Trends over time

	Early years and Foundation Stage Profile
(age 5)
	Below in all scales
	Bottom half
	Improvement in some scales

	Key Stage 1
(age 7)
	Above
	Mid table
	Mixed and keeping pace with national


	Key Stage 2
(age 11)


	Below
	Bottom quartile
	Falling

	Key Stage 3

(age 14)


	Above
	Bottom half
	Steady improvement


	Key Stage 4
(age 16)
	Below
	Bottom quartile
	Steady improvement but not keeping pace with national


	Post 16
(age 18)


	In line
	Mid table for points per candidate

Bottom quartile for points per entry
	Improving but plateau in 2009


Early Years Foundation Stage Profile
5. Assessments are made in schools using the Early Years Foundation Stage Profile (EYFSP).  This is an assessment of each child’s progress towards the Early Learning Goals at age 5.  Judgements are made by teachers and other staff against a national set of 13 scales.  

6. Suffolk’s overall outcomes for 2009 are 1% lower than last year, 6% lower than the national average and lower than our statistical neighbours.  The weakest scales are reading, writing and calculating and the strongest are dispositions and attitudes, numbers for labels and for counting and physical development. 
7. The Council fell short, by 3%, of the target set for 50% of children to have achieved at least 78 points across the Early Years Foundation Stage Profile with at least 6 points in each of the Personal, Social and Emotional Development and Communication, Language and Literacy scales. 

8. Suffolk also missed, by 3.7%, the target set for narrowing the gap between the lowest achieving 20% of children in Suffolk and the rest.  This gap in remained static at 36% which compares to a 34% gap nationally.

Key Stage 1 

9. 2009 outcomes are broadly similar to 2008 and place Suffolk above national averages and in the top half of the table of statistically similar local authorities.  Focussed work by the County Council with schools on writing has made a significant impact and places Suffolk in the top quartile.

Key Stage 2

10. 2009 outcomes are extremely disappointing and place Suffolk at the bottom of the group of similar local authorities.  Outcomes for mathematics place the County Council in the poorest 10% of authorities nationally and outcomes for English place in the poorest 15%.
11. The most important performance measure, the percentage of children gaining the expected level (Level 4+) in both English and mathematics fell by 3% from 69% in 2008 to 66% and is well blow the national average.

12. The percentage of children making expected progress from age 7 to age 11 (2 National Curriculum levels) in English improved by 4% from 76% in 2008 to 80% in 2009.  The percentage of children making the expected 2 levels progress in mathematics improved by 2% from 70% to 72%.  
Key Stage 3

13. Tests at Key Stage 3 were withdrawn for 2009 and replaced by teacher assessment judgements which have been collected nationally.  At the expected level there were improvements of 6% (to 79% level 5 and above) for English and 1% (to 78% Level 5 and above) for mathematics.

Key Stage 4 (GCSE)
14. There were improvements at Key Stage 4.  Provisional results for 5 or more GCSE passes at A* to C including English and mathematics stand at 49% and indicate a 2% increase from 2008 (results will be confirmed nationally in January 2010).  However this still leaves Suffolk 1% below the national average and does not compare well with similar local authorities.  The percentage of students gaining 5 or more A* to C grades in any subjects rose from 63% to 67% but is still 3% below the national average of 70%.

Key Stage 5 (A/AS Level)

15. The provisional Suffolk average points score per candidate (total points for each student) dropped from 738.6 in 2008 to 733.1 in 2009 but is 2 points above the national average.  This is a measure of breadth of entry.

16. The average points per subject entry improved slightly to 208.6 points but is 2.6 points lower than the national average.  This is a measure of quality.  The national picture will become clearer as results are confirmed and final outcomes published early in 2010.
Learners working below national average levels:

17. The assessment and monitoring of progress needs to be just as rigorous for pupils working significantly below the level of other children of the same age as it does for any child.  The Department for Children Schools and Families has produced guidance to schools about improving data to raise attainment and maximise the progress of learners with special educational needs, learning difficulties and disabilities. 

18. It is now mandatory to report on pupils’ performance using the national P (performance) scales.  The P scales provide a system of assessing and recording progress for those working below Level 1 of the National Curriculum.  Suffolk special schools are now routinely using P scales to assess attainment.  It is now possible to compare the progress of Suffolk pupils in special schools, with that of similar pupils nationally.  Although this is at an early stage, data is now becoming more available and will over time, provide more robust evidence to help schools compare how well their pupils are achieving, relative to others.  New data analysis systems are helping special schools track the progress of the pupils more readily.

Learners in groups vulnerable to underachievement

19. At Key Stage 2 3% fewer Non White British pupils achieved Level 4+ in both English and mathematics compared with White British counterparts.  The most significant gap was for Black pupils with outcomes 16% lower than White pupils.

20. At Key Stage 4 for 5 or more A* to C grades at GCSE including English and mathematics, Non White British students outperformed White British by 5%.  The most significant gap was for Black students where performance was lower than White students by 21%.

21. Take up of free school meals is a proxy measure for deprivation.  At Key Stage 2 69% of pupils not taking free school meals gained Level 4 or more in both English and mathematics.  Only 44% of pupils taking free school meals achieved this level leaving a gap of 25% similar to the national position (23%). 

22. At Key Stage 4 51% of students not taking free school meals gained 5 or more GCSE grades A* to C including English and mathematics.  For students taking free school meals this was achieved by 23% giving a gap of 28% in line with the national position.

23. Girls out performed boys at Key Stage 2 with 69% of girls gaining Level 4+ in both English and mathematics and 63% of boys (a similar gap to that found nationally at 6%).  At Key Stage 4 there were 53% of girls gaining at least 5 GCSE grades at A* to C and 44% of boys. This gives a gap of 9% and is similar to the national picture (9%).

Key factors contributing to poor performance in 2009
Early Years Foundation Stage
24. Poor performance in the Early Years and Foundation Profile has been mainly attributed to the following factors.

a. Poor performance in reading and writing impacted significantly on the National Indicator combining at least 78 points across the Early Years Foundation Stage Profile with at least 6 in each of the Personal, Social and Emotional Development and Communication, Language and Literacy scales.
b. The majority of schools receiving direct support from the Council showed improved outcomes.  Inconsistent challenge was provided by all those able to influence Early Years and Foundation Stage practice including headteachers, advisers and support teachers. 
c. There was inconsistent monitoring of progress throughout the Reception Year in school by teachers and those supporting them in order to identify and support children at risk of underachievement.
d. Boys’ achievements were lower than those of girls in all assessment scales and notably in Communication, Language and Literacy.
e. There is inconsistent understanding and use of EYFS profile data by headteachers.
f. As a result of Suffolk’s current 3 point of entry policy for admission into the reception year in school the youngest children are often taught by teachers who do not know them well.
Primary (Key Stage 2)

25. Poor performance at Key Stage 2 has been mainly attributed to the following factors.  

a. Inconsistent assessments led to inaccurate judgements of attainment and progress in a significant proportion of schools in 2009.
b. There was inconsistent challenge from school leadership teams and School Improvement Partners where pupils were not performing as well as they should have been.
c. Poor performance in mathematics impacted significantly on the combined measure for both English and mathematics.
d. The tracking of pupil progress in primary schools has improved but where pupils were “off track” teachers did not always take action early enough to make sure that pupils were supported to catch up.
e. Low performing schools in 2008 received additional support from the County Council and generally did well.  However, in the large group of schools not identified as low performing last year pupils did not make sufficient progress.
f. Pupils in three tier schools performed significantly less well than those in two tier schools

Secondary (Key Stage 4)

26. Poor performance at Key Stage 4 has been mainly attributed to the following factors.  

a. The tracking of progress in most secondary schools is good, however where students were “off track” teachers did not always take action early enough to make sure that they caught up.

b. New requirements for reporting on the percentage of students attaining 5 A*-C including both English and mathematics had not been emphasised sufficiently and shared across the whole school so that all teachers took responsibility for attainment in these subjects.

c. Changes in examination structures were not taken into account and, particularly for mathematics, affected some schools adversely.

d. Where students were not making the progress that they should have been, there was inconsistent challenge for teachers from school leadership teams and School Improvement Partners.

e. Students in three tier schools performed significantly less well than those in two tier schools.
Priorities for Suffolk 

27. The Suffolk Inclusive School Improvement Service has four key priorities.  

a. Turning the tide at Key Stage 2 by accelerating progress from age 7 to 11.

b. Maintaining momentum at GCSE to build on the 2009 gains.

c. Embedding a strategy to narrow gaps in performance between groups of pupils vulnerable to underachievement and the majority.

d. Building a sustainable support service for the future.
Actions planned to address areas of weakness in the Early Years

28. A plan to improve outcomes in the Early Years Foundation Stage has been produced and progress will be reported to the Children and Young Peoples Service management team on a monthly basis.  This includes: 
a. Rigorous data analysis identifying areas of learning which are weakest – reading , writing and calculating and the groups of children most likely to be disproportionately over represented in the lowest 20% , notably boys.

b. Sharing the information obtained from data analysis with headteachers through detailed data packs and information sessions.
c. Targeting schools for intensive support based on their Early Years Foundation Stage Profile outcomes, notably in communication, language and literacy development and problem solving, reasoning and numeracy.  This was an effective approach in 2008 with over two thirds of schools targeted for individual support reporting improved outcomes. 
d. Targeting schools for intensive support where there is a teacher new to teaching this age group.
e. Running fully funded training in problem solving, reasoning and numeracy where scores are low. 
f. Continuing to run training on communication, language and literacy development.  Targeted training in linking sounds and letters in 2008 and 2009 resulted in improved scores. 
g. Early Years Foundation Stage Profile moderation was 100% for the first time in 2008-9 and this will continue in 2009-2010.
h. Targeting the work of the Early Years Consultant team where it is needed most through the introduction of the Suffolk Early Years Quality Improvement Framework.  Qualified teachers within this team will spend more time in schools. 
i. Extension to free entitlement.  15 hours funded Early Years provision is available in 25% of settings from September 2009 and will be a universal offer from September 2010.
j. 10 hours funding is being made available to 182 two year olds from disadvantaged backgrounds to access childcare provision.  Training for settings using the PEAL (Parents, Early Years and Learning) approach is being delivered through children’s centres for them and key stakeholders (local schools, settings and Health).
k. A consultation is taking place on a change to the current 3 point of entry in to the reception class in school.

Actions already taken to address areas of weakness at Key Stage 2 in primary schools
29. A number of urgent short term actions were completed in the autumn term to address specific weakness in the primary phase.  

a. At the beginning of the autumn term a letter, differentiated to the results of each school, was sent by the Director for Children and Young Peoples Services to all headteachers highlighting concerns about 2009 Key Stage 2 results. 

b. The Assistant Director Learning and Improvement and Area Directors held meetings of all primary and middle school headteachers in each area to address the issues and to identify key actions for schools based on effective practice research.
c. The Suffolk School Improvement Strategy has been revised to include a new categorisation of schools according to performance.  New support packages have been developed resulting in larger number of schools being targeted.  Headteacher, governors and Year 6 teachers of three categories of schools attended meetings to outline support.
d. A review of Year 6 outcomes in 22 schools was carried out to identify effective practice and key actions for schools.  This review involved Council staff, National Strategy advisers and headteachers working in joint teams and visiting schools across the County.  This has been published as a report for all schools with a self evaluation grid.
e. Visits to schools by School Improvement Partners have been more rigorously focussed to track the progress of pupils not on track to meet national expectations and action taken to accelerate progress.
f. School Improvement Partners will be reviewing the progress of identified pupils who are not on track to meet national expectations at their next visit in January 2010.
g. The level of support for the lowest performing schools from School Improvement Partners and area advisers has been increased.
h. Deployment of all teaching and learning advisers for maths and English has been refocused to support Key Stage Two.  This includes the Minority Ethnic and Traveller Achievement Team (METAT) and special needs support teams to ensure greater reach to more schools.
i. Progress for BME pupils has been monitored by the Minority Ethnic and Traveller Achievement Team.  Achievement gaps for BME children have been analysed at individual school level.  METAT team deployed to target schools to improve attainment of BME pupils.  An additional team member appointed as teaching adviser for Black achievement.

j. For Looked After Children additional funding has been allocated for one to one tuition.  Targets for LAC now being collected for all schools and monitored by Looked After Children Education Support Service (LACESS).  School Improvement Partners have been provided with prompts to ensure that there is a focused conversation on progress of Looked After Children in the spring term.
k. Schools have been provided with support materials for self evaluation to reflect the new Ofsted inspection framework. These include updated Suffolk ‘indicators of effectiveness’, progress tracking documents and a workbook to support self evaluation.
l. Strong support has been provided to ensure that 1 to 1 tuition is effectively targeted in Year 6 to support pupils who are “off track” to catch up.
m. Materials and programmes that are proven to improve outcomes for Key Stage 2 pupils have been promoted.
n. More leading teachers have been identified to work in schools where there is a need to improve the rate of progress for Key Stage 2 pupils.
o. Headteachers of improving schools have been partnered to support schools identified as low performing or vulnerable to underperformance.

30. The following guidance has been given to headteachers for key actions at Key Stage 2.
a. Prioritise leading on learning and monitor progress and the impact of actions taken to accelerate progress drawing on Key Stage 2 review.
b. Ensure that assessments are consistently accurate and moderated using national tools such as Assessing Pupil Progress (APP).
c. Develop and embed the use of Assessment for Learning (AfL) across the school.
d. Identify all pupils that are vulnerable to underachievement and hold pupil progress meetings with teachers at least termly to ensure everyone has ownership of improvements.
e. Ensure that the curriculum experience for children is enjoyable, motivating and leading to improved progress for all pupils.
f. Ensure that there are opportunities for ‘guided work’ in both mathematics and writing.  This will involve small group discussions focused on key areas of difficulty.
g. Identify those areas of learning that pupils and teachers find the most difficult and plan to address these by providing additional training for teachers to improve subject knowledge and confidence where weaknesses are identified.
h. Implement ‘catch up’ interventions, including one to one tuition, for pupils not on track to achieve the level that they are expected to.
i. Prepare Year 6 pupils for national tests to ensure that they are familiar with the expectations of the tests but not made anxious about the process.

Actions already taken to address areas of weakness in secondary schools
31. A number of urgent short term actions were completed in the autumn term to address specific weakness in the secondary phase. 

a. At the beginning of the autumn term a letter, differentiated to the results of each school, was sent by the Director for Children and Young Peoples Services to all headteachers highlighting concerns about 2009 Key Stage 4 and GCSE results.
b. The Assistant Director Learning and Improvement and Area Directors held a county wide meeting for secondary headteachers to disseminate effective practice from Suffolk secondary schools and from recent national research on the most effective schools.
c. The Suffolk School Improvement Strategy has been revised including a re-categorisation of schools according to performance. Support packages have been developed to include more schools beyond the lowest attaining schools.
d. School Improvement Partner visits have been re-focussed on the progress of students not on track to achieve 5 GCSEs A*to C and the schools actions to accelerate progress.  At their next visit in January 2010, School Improvement Partners will be reviewing the progress of specific identified students who are not on track to meet national expectations.
e. The presence of a governor at each School Improvement Partners meeting is being strongly promoted and subject leaders for core subjects will be present at the annual target setting meeting.

f. Eight Suffolk schools are in the National Challenge programme.  These schools have been reviewed and all have completed and refined their action plans to raise attainment.
g. An analysis of subject departments, where results were a concern, has been carried out to identify reasons and to review effectiveness of intervention programmes in place.  This review will be shared with all schools.
h. Eight secondary schools are working in collaboration with the County Council to develop a Good to Great schools strategy.
i. Schools have been provided with support materials for self evaluation to reflect the new Ofsted inspection framework. These include updated Suffolk ‘indicators of effectiveness’, progress tracking documents and a workbook to support self evaluation.

j. New headteachers have received early support in the use of tracking systems in their schools.
k. Where structural changes are taking place the County Council will ensure that the headteacher focus is on the attainment of students currently in the school.  
l. The Councils support menu for schools is now more closely aligned to the school improvement plans.
m. Work with higher attaining schools to broker their support for lower attaining schools is being developed further.
32. The National Challenge Programme is focussed on secondary schools where attainment is lower than the national floor target of 30% achieving 5 or more A* to C grades at GCSE including English and mathematics.  The Council currently has eight schools which are part of this programme; four of are performing above the floor target and making progress.  The four schools below the floor target are not expected to be in this position in 2010.  This will be achieved by implementing the lessons learned since the programme began in December 2008.
a. Leadership teams are undertaking “stronger management systems” training with a National Strategy adviser.
b. The Suffolk Inclusive School Improvement Service has undertaken departmental reviews in the mathematics and English departments.
c. Support from a higher attaining school has been brokered.
d. Extra funding for 1 to 1 tuition will be provided.
e. Headteachers are now confident in using the data for identified students and are regularly reviewing progress to ensure early interventions when they are off track.
f. Procedures for early examination entry have been reviewed and many of the schools are adopting an early entry policy. 
g. A detailed analysis of 2009 results has been carried out to find explanations where targets were not met and address aspects of weakness.
33. Suffolk has been invited to undertake a review of the provision in these schools with an expert adviser from the Department for Children Schools and Families.  The outcomes of this review will be available in the Spring Term of 2010 and will be used to steer further action to raise standards at Key Stage 4.
Medium term actions for both primary and secondary schools
34. Ten actions have been identified for implementation in both primary and secondary schools by April 2010.

a. Launch new Suffolk School Improvement Strategy with all headteachers at January meetings with Director for Children and Young People and Assistant Director Learning and Improvement.
b. Through spring term briefing papers provide all Suffolk governors with clear messages on attainment at all phases and actions expected of them to support their schools.  Assistant Director Learning and Improvement to address all Governor Forum meetings in January 2010.
c. Analysis of School Improvement Partner reports to identify progress of pupils not on track to meet national expectations and County Council support re-deployed accordingly. 
d. Use the revised Suffolk School Improvement Strategy to assess every school on a termly basis so that early warning of any standards issues can be decisively addressed.  This will involve termly analysis of area adviser and SIP reports.
e. A review of the Inclusive School Improvement Service to focus on attainment and progress priorities and take account of anticipated National Strategy funding reductions in 2011.
f. Review of progress in 20 targeted schools to be jointly led by National Strategies advisers, County Council advisers and headteachers. 
g. Develop a new annual plan for the Inclusive School Improvement Service focussed on priorities developed as a result of analysing 2009 results.
h. Professional development for school staff remodelled to link to key priorities for improvement.  Key themes identified for improved consistency of message to schools.
i. Develop strategy for implementing the recommendations of the White Paper “21st Century Schools” which anticipates new models of school to school support and external support from nationally accredited providers which may not be local authorities.
Future development from April 2010

35. The Council will work to build capacity to support schools from within schools.  This will include including Advanced Skills Teachers, Leading Teachers, Key Practitioners and National Leaders in Education.  In addition Suffolk will explore collaborative working with other local authorities across the region.
36. The Council will work with clusters of schools to further develop accountability for improvement of all schools in the cluster and progress of all children and young people within the cluster.
Annex 1 provides more detailed information and will be developed, as results are confirmed, for presentation to Scrutiny Committee in February 2010.
Annex 1.  More detailed results for 2009
The Early Years Foundation Stage Profile 

Statutory assessments of children in the Early Years Foundation Stage (0-5 year olds) are made in schools using the Early Years Foundation Stage Profile (EYFSP).  This is completed at the end of the Reception Year by the class teacher who assesses each child’s progress within a national set of 13 scales.  Analysis is based on the percentage of children gaining a score of at least six points out of nine within each scale.  

The Childcare Act 2006 requires the local authority to work with partner agencies to improve outcomes at the end of the Early Years Foundation Stage and narrow the gap between the lowest 20% achievers and the rest.  This requirement forms part of the Early Years Outcomes Duty.  The Council is required to work with the Primary National Strategy to set targets for National Performance Indicators these targets were not met in 2009.
The table below shows the percentage of children achieving 6 points or more in all scales in each area of learning.

	Area of learning
	Number of scales
	National 2009
%
	Suffolk 2009
%

	Personal, Social and Emotional Development (PSED)
	3
	74
	72.8

	Communication, Language and Literacy Development (CLLD)
	4
	55
	50.4

	PSED and CLLD combined
	7
	52
	46.4

	PSED and CLLD combined (in 30% most deprived areas)(30%SOA)
	7
	46
	40.8

	PSED and CLLD combined (in other areas)(70% SOA)
	7
	60
	47

	difference between deprived and other areas
	7
	14
	6.2

	Mathematical Development
	3
	70
	66.2

	Knowledge and Understanding of the World
	1
	81
	81

	Physical Development
	1
	90
	90

	Creative Development
	1
	80
	79


Suffolk’s scores do not compare favourably with England’s or with similar authorities.  Individual scale analysis shows that Suffolk’s outcomes are higher than England’s in Dispositions and Attitudes, Language for Communication and Thinking and lower than England’s in all other assessment scales. 

Comparisons with 2008 data 

Suffolk’s 3 strongest scales are Dispositions and Attitudes, Numbers as Labels and for Counting and Physical Development.  The 3 weakest scales are Reading, Writing and Calculating.

Personal, Social and Emotional Development 
There has been a concerning drop in the percentage of children achieving a scale score of 6 or more in Emotional Development and Dispositions and Attitudes and a small increase in the number of children achieving a scale score of 6 or more in Social Development. 
Communication, Language and Literacy

There has been a rise in the percentage of children achieving a scale score of 6 or more in Linking Sounds and Letters but a concerning drop in the percentage of children achieving a scale score of 6 or more in Reading and Writing. 
Problem Solving, Reasoning and Numeracy 
There has been a small rise in the percentage of children achieving a scale score of 6 or more in Numbers for Labels and Counting but a drop in the percentage of children achieving a scale score of 6 or more in Shape, Space and Measure and Calculating.

There has been a small increase in the percentage of children achieving a scale score of 6 or more in Knowledge and Understanding of the World and Creative Development and a small decrease in the number of children achieving a scale score of 6 or more in Physical Development. 

Comparisons between Girls and Boys

The percentage of boys achieving a scale score of 6 or more is lower than that of girls in each assessment scale.  The most significant gaps in achievement are in Social Development, Emotional Development, CLLD and Creative Development.

Suffolk girls’ outcomes are higher than England’s girls in 2 scales, lower in 6 scales and the same in 5 scales.  Suffolk boys’ outcomes are higher than England’s boys in 4 scales, lower in 6 scales and the same in 3 scales.

Suffolk’s most vulnerable groups

As would be expected Suffolk’s youngest children are also highly represented in the lowest 20% achievers.  There is a higher proportion of boys, children from economically disadvantaged homes and from some minority ethnic backgrounds in the lowest 20% achievers than in the cohort. 
Key Stage 1 (age 7)
Key Stage 1 assessments are judgements made by teachers with moderation activities to standardise them.  They are collected nationally but are not reported in performance tables.  There are no statutory targets for Key Stage 1.

Key Stage 1 English

	Suffolk
	Reading %L2+
	Reading %L3+
	Writing %L2+
	Writing %L3+

	2006
	86
	27
	83
	17

	2007
	84
	28
	81
	16

	2008
	85
	27
	82
	16

	2009
	84
	29
	82
	16

	Difference 08-09
	-1
	+2
	0
	0


	England
	Reading %L2+
	Reading %L3+
	Writing %L2+
	Writing %L3+

	2006
	84
	26
	81
	14

	2007
	84
	26
	80
	13

	2008
	84
	25
	80
	12

	2009
	84
	26
	81
	12

	Difference 08-09
	0
	+1
	+1
	0

	Difference between Suffolk and England
	0
	+3
	+1
	+4


Key Stage 1 Maths and Science

	Suffolk
	Maths %L2+
	Maths %L3+
	Science %L2+
	Science %L3+

	2006
	91
	23
	90
	24

	2007
	90
	25
	90
	25

	2008
	91
	24
	91
	24

	2009
	90
	23
	90
	22

	Difference 08-09
	-1
	-1
	-1
	-2


	England
	Maths %L2+
	Maths %L3+
	Science %L2+
	Science %L3+

	2006
	90
	21
	89
	24

	2007
	90
	22
	89
	23

	2008
	90
	21
	89
	22

	2009
	89
	21
	89
	22

	Difference 08-09
	-1
	0
	0
	0

	Difference between Suffolk and England
	+1
	+2
	+1
	0


Key Stage 2 (age 11)
Key Stage 2 assessments are made through tests which are set and marked nationally and the results are returned to schools.  They are reported at school level through nationally produced performance tables.  There are statutory targets for the Council and for schools at Key Stage 2.

Key Stage 2 English

	Suffolk
	English %L4+
	English %L5+
	Reading %L4+
	Reading %L5+
	Writing %L4+
	Writing %L5+

	2006
	79
	31
	82
	46
	66
	17

	2007
	79
	31
	83
	45
	64
	18

	2008
	79
	28
	85
	47
	64
	19

	2009
	76
	25
	83
	43
	62
	17

	Difference 08-09
	-3
	-3
	-2
	-4
	-2
	-2


	England
	English %L4+
	English %L5+
	Reading %L4+
	Reading %L5+
	Writing %L4+
	Writing %L5+

	2006
	79
	32
	83
	47
	67
	18

	2007
	80
	34
	84
	48
	67
	19

	2008
	81
	30
	87
	49
	68
	20

	2009
	80
	29
	86
	47
	67
	19

	Difference 08-09
	-1
	-1
	-1
	-2
	-1
	-1

	Difference between Suffolk and England
	-4
	-4
	-3
	-4
	-5
	-2


Key Stage 2 Maths and Science

	Suffolk
	Maths %L4+
	Maths %L5+
	Science %L4+
	Science %L5+

	2006
	74
	30
	86
	44

	2007
	75
	28
	87
	42

	2008
	76
	27
	86
	39

	2009
	73
	28
	85
	37

	Difference 08-09
	-3
	+1
	-1
	-2


	England
	Maths %L4+
	Maths %L5+
	Science %L4+
	Science %L5+

	2006
	76
	33
	87
	46

	2007
	77
	32
	88
	47

	2008
	79
	31
	88
	44

	2009
	79
	35
	88
	43

	Difference 08-09
	0
	+4
	0
	-1

	Difference between Suffolk and England
	-6
	-7
	-3
	-6


Percentage of pupils gaining Level 4 and level 5 in both English and mathematics together and making 2 levels progress from key Stage 1.

The main performance measure at Key Stage 2involves combining results for both English and mathematics together.  In addition there is a National Indicator for pupils making 2 National Curriculum levels progress from Key Stage 1.

	Suffolk
	English and Maths %L4+
	English and Maths %L5+
	English % 2 levels progress
	Maths % 2 levels progress

	2006
	68
	20
	79
	68

	2007
	68
	19
	80
	71

	2008
	69
	17
	76
	70

	2009
	66
	16
	75
	72

	Difference 08-09
	-3
	-1
	-1
	+2


	England
	English and Maths %L4+
	English and Maths %L5+
	English % 2 levels progress
	Maths % 2 levels progress

	2006
	70
	22
	81
	74

	2007
	71
	22
	84
	76

	2008
	73
	19
	82
	78

	2009
	72
	20
	n/a
	n/a

	Difference 08-09
	-1
	+1
	
	

	Difference between Suffolk and England
	-6
	-4
	
	


Gender
	KS2 % Level 4 in both English and Maths
	Girls
	Boys
	Gap

	Suffolk
	69
	63
	6

	National
	75
	70
	5


Free School Meals
	KS2 % Level 4 Both English and Maths
	Not FSM
	FSM
	Gap

	Suffolk
	69
	44
	25

	National (2008)
	77
	54
	23


*2009 national results not available

Looked After Children

At Key Stage 2 40% of looked after children achieved Level 4 or above in English and 43% achieved level 4 or above in mathematics.  The targets for this group were 47% and 51% respectively but changes in the cohort of children in care, with abler children leaving care, made these stretch targets even more challenging.
Black & Minority Ethnic (BME) groups

	Only includes groups larger than 10
	
	
	

	KS2 % Level 4 Both English and Maths
	Number
2009
	Suffolk
	Difference from British

	These groups are used by Department of Schools, Children and Families to monitor progress of young people
	
	
	

	Bangladeshi
	47
	51
	-15

	Indian
	25
	84
	18

	Any Other Asian Background
	13
	69
	3

	African
	15
	60
	-6

	Caribbean
	16
	63
	-4

	Any Other Black Background
	11
	18
	-48

	White And Asian
	24
	88
	22

	White And Black African
	36
	56
	-10

	White And Black Caribbean
	89
	55
	-11

	Information Not Obtained
	58
	69
	3

	Other Mixed Background
	114
	61
	-5

	Any Other Ethnic Group
	22
	55
	-11

	British
	6527
	66
	0

	Irish
	12
	67
	1

	Any Other White Background
	446
	65
	-1

	
	
	
	

	These groups can be merged together as follows
	Number
2009
	Suffolk
	Difference from White

	Asian
	89
	63
	-3

	Black
	42
	50
	-16

	Mixed
	263
	60
	-6

	Other
	22
	55
	-11

	White
	6986
	66
	0

	
	
	
	

	These groups can be further merged together to provide an overview
	Number
2009
	Suffolk
	Difference from White British

	Non White British (all BME groups)
	880
	63
	-3

	White British
	6227
	66
	0


Progress of Black & Minority Ethic pupils are tracked and presented here. Only ethic groups numbering over 10 are reported.  Numbers in these groups change considerably from year to year so trends can be difficult to monitor over time.

Key Stage 4 GCSE Outcomes (age 16)
Key Stage 4 assessments are made through GCSE examinations and equivalent qualifications which are set and marked nationally and the results are returned to schools.  They are reported at school level through nationally produced performance tables and there are statutory targets for the Council and for schools.  Key Stage 4 results are provisional and will be confirmed early in 2010.

	Suffolk
	% 5+ A*- C
	% 5+ A*- C including English and Maths
	% 5+ A*- G
	% 5+ A*- G including English and Maths

	2006
	59
	46
	93
	91

	2007
	61
	47
	93
	91

	2008
	63
	47
	93
	92

	2009
	67
	49
	94
	93

	Difference 08-09
	+4
	+2
	+1
	+1


	England
	% 5+ A*-C
	% 5+ A*-C including English and Maths
	% 5+ A*-G
	% 5+ A*- G including English and Maths

	2006
	59
	46
	91
	87

	2007
	62
	47
	92
	88

	2008
	65
	48
	92
	87

	2009
	70
	50
	93
	88

	Difference 08-09
	+5
	+2
	+1
	+1

	Difference between Suffolk and England
	-3
	-1
	+1
	+4


The long term trend shows that Suffolk performance has been overtaken by national results.
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Key Stage 4 GCSE: 3 levels progress from Key Stage 2 to Key Stage 4 and 2 good GCSEs in Science

Students are expected to make 3 National Curriculum levels progress from Key Stage 2 to Key Stage 4.  In addition there is a National Indicator for the percentage of students gaining 2 science grades above grade C.

	Suffolk
	English
% 3 Levels progress
	Maths
% 3 Levels progress
	Science 
% 2+ A*-C

	2006
	64
	58
	55

	2007
	64
	58
	57

	2008
	65
	59
	56

	2009
	66
	61
	57

	Difference 08-09
	+1
	+2
	+1


	England
	English
% 3 Levels progress
	Maths
% 3 Levels progress
	Science 
% 2+ A*-C

	2006
	60
	54
	46

	2007
	61
	55
	49

	2008
	64
	57
	50

	2009
	n/a
	n/a
	54

	Difference 08-09
	n/a
	n/a
	+3

	Difference between Suffolk and England
	n/a
	n/a
	+3


Gender

	KS4 % 5A-CEnglish and Maths
	Girls
	Boys
	Gap

	Suffolk
	53
	44
	9

	National
	54
	46
	8


Free School Meals
	KS4 % 5A-C English and Maths
	Not FSM
	FSM
	Gap

	Suffolk
	51
	23
	28

	National (2008)
	52
	24
	28


*2009 national results not available

Looked After Children

The changes to the Key Stage 4 cohort were so substantial that a performance warning to the CYP Service Delivery Management Team was issued in January 2009.  The target of 19% achieving 5 or more GCSE grades at A*-C was not achievable at this point with a new projection of between 9.5% and 12.7%.  This was retrieved to 14.6% with targeted support to individual young people.

Black & Minority Ethnic (BME) groups

	Only include groups larger than 10
	
	
	

	KS4 % 5A-C English and Maths
	Number 2009
	Suffolk
	Difference from British

	These groups are used by Department of Schools, Children and Families to monitor progress of young people
	
	
	

	Bangladeshi
	37
	43
	-5

	Indian
	24
	63
	15

	Any Other Asian Background
	12
	42
	-6

	Caribbean
	26
	23
	-25

	White And Asian
	12
	67
	19

	White And Black African
	19
	47
	-1

	White And Black Caribbean
	76
	43
	-5

	Information Not Obtained
	72
	58
	10

	Other Mixed Background
	80
	50
	2

	Any Other Ethnic Group
	27
	30
	-18

	British
	6913
	48
	0

	Irish
	14
	50
	2

	Any Other White Background
	425
	58
	10

	
	
	
	

	These groups can be merged together to give these groupings
	Number 2009
	Suffolk
	Difference from White

	Asian
	78
	53
	4

	Black
	43
	28
	-21

	Mixed
	187
	48
	-1

	Other
	27
	30
	-19

	White
	7352
	49
	0

	
	
	
	

	These groups can be further merged together to provide an overview
	Number 2009
	Suffolk
	Difference from White British

	Non White British (all BME groups)
	779
	53
	5

	White British
	6913
	48
	0


Progress of Black & Minority Ethic pupils are tracked and presented here. Only ethic groups numbering over 10 are reported.  Numbers in these groups change considerably from year to year so trends are difficult to monitor.

A / AS levels and equivalent qualifications (age18)
Assessments are made through A and AS examinations and equivalent qualifications which are set and marked nationally and the results are returned to schools.  They are reported at school level through nationally produced performance tables.

	Suffolk
	Average QCA Points per candidate
	Average QCA Points per entry

	2006
	715.1
	202.5

	2007
	724.1
	205.2

	2008
	738.6
	207.9

	2009
	733.1
	208.6

	Difference 08-09
	-5.5
	+0.7


	England
	Average QCA Points per candidate
	Average QCA Points per entry

	2006
	721.5
	206.2

	2007
	731.1
	207.5

	2008
	739.8
	209.4

	2009
	731.1
	211.2

	Difference 08-09
	-8.7
	+1.8

	Difference between Suffolk and England
	+2.0
	-2.6


Impact of the School organisation Review on results in 2009 by phase

The results for schools who are involved in the School Organisation Review show that there has not been a significant decline in outcomes at Key Stage 1 and 2 for those in Phase 1 of the Review compared to schools in the other Phases. There has been a small increase in results at Key Stage 4 at all Phases.

Results for phase 1 schools 
(Lowestoft and Haverhill)

	 
	National Curriculum point score
	% GCSE

	 
	Key Stage 1
	Key Stage 2
	5+ A*-C
	5+ A*-C inc English & maths

	2006
	15.5
	26.7
	48.1
	32.5

	2007
	15.4
	26.6
	52.7
	32.6

	2008
	15.5
	26.5
	57.5
	34.9

	2009
	15.3
	26.4
	60.1
	35.1


Results for phase 2 schools 
(Beccles, Bungay, Leiston, Newmarket, Mildenhall)

	 
	National Curriculum point score
	% GCSE

	 
	Key Stage 1
	Key Stage 2
	5+ A*-C
	5+ A*-C inc English & maths

	2006
	15.5
	27.3
	58.7
	44.0

	2007
	15.6
	27.4
	62.4
	46.9

	2008
	15.5
	27.5
	62.3
	42.3

	2009
	15.5
	27.0
	68.5
	44.8


Results for phase 3 schools 
(West Suffolk - Bury St Edmunds, Thurston, Stowmarket, Sudbury)

	
	National Curriculum point score
	% GCSE

	
	Key Stage 1
	Key Stage 2
	5+ A*-C
	5+ A*-C inc English & maths

	2006
	15.9
	28.4
	63.1
	52.1

	2007
	15.9
	28.1
	65.2
	53.9

	2008
	16.0
	27.8
	65.9
	52.2

	2009
	15.9
	27.8
	68.9
	53.7


Comparison of two and three tier systems at Key Stage 2 
	Key Stage 2


	% Level 4+ in both English and mathematics
	% Level 4+ in English
	% Level 4+ in mathematics

	2008 2 Tier
	73
	82
	79

	2008 3 Tier
	67
	77
	74

	2008 Gap
	-6
	-5
	-5

	2009 2 Tier
	69
	79
	75

	2009 3 tier
	64
	74
	73

	2009 Gap
	-5
	-5
	-2


At Key Stage 2, the gap between schools in the two and three tier system has remained broadly the same for English and English and maths combined.  The gap for maths has narrowed.  The outcomes for primary schools in the two tier system have dropped by a greater amount than those in the three tier system.

[image: image2.emf]% Level 4+ in both English and maths at Key Stage 2

73

67

69

64

58

60

62

64

66

68

70

72

74

76

2008 2 Tier 2008 3 Tier 2009 2 Tier 2009 3 tier


Comparison of two and three tier systems at Key Stage 4
At Key Stage 4 the gap in outcomes between schools in the two and three tier system has widened.  Outcomes in the two tier system are 6% above those in three tier schools.  Schools in the two tier system are 2% above the 2009 national average and those in the three tier system are 4% below.
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GCSE trends for % students gaining 5+ at A* to C grades in any subjects.
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