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CHILDREN'S SERVICES Agenda
’ SCRUTINY & PERFORMANCE PANEL ltem No.

DATE: 19" OCTOBER, 2004 ! 6

Annual Audit Commission Survey of Schools

Ward(s) Al

Portfolios: ClIr E. Hughes
Summary of report:
To allow Scrutiny & Performance Panel to consider the recent Audit

Commission Survey of Head Teachers and determine any actions resulting
from the discussions.

Background papers:

Audit Commission questionnaire summary spreadsheets attached.

Reason for scrutiny:

Scrutiny & Performance Panel are asked to consider any implications arising
from the survey and agree resulting actions.

Signed: &m‘““a‘ \-) M@ﬂ—\

Managing Director — Education Walsall

' Date: 13" October, 2004

' Resource and legal considerations:

Head Teachers have responded to guestions about the quality of provision
they receive. If there are shortcomings in areas of statutory provision these
may have |legal implications.

i Citizen impact:
|

. Improving schools will have a key impact on improving the life chances of
| Walsall citizens.
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' Environmental impact:

None.

|
' Performance management:
- Key Messages from the Survey

| There has been a massive improvement in the confidence of Walsall schools
in the quality of services provided to them. There has been an overwhelming
endorsement from Head Teachers of the whole range of approaches devised
to support schools.

This unprecedented improvement is demonstrated through the analysis of the
annual Audit Commission guestionnaire.

+ The engagement of schools is exemplified by one of the highest response
rates nationally (82.5%)

« 62 out of the 70 areas surveyed were judged to have a statistically
significant improvement.

e 72% of all responses fell within the 1% or 2" guartile of all responses
nationally. This compares very favourably with the damming low figure of
10% from the previous year. This is yet another indicator of the
improvements made for the stakeholders of Walsall.

Equality Implications:

Head Teachers have responded to questions about the quality of provision
they receive. If there are shortcomings these may have equal
opportunities implications.

Consultation:

All Head Teachers (response rate 82%)

i Vision 2008:

Contributing to ‘Making our Schools Great'.

' Contact Officer:
' Tim German,
; Tel. 01922 686256

_tim.german@we.serco.com o
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F“ audit. . Schools’ views f.'rf their LEA 2004:
= COMMISSION the national school survey

Walsall LEA
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Overview:

This report contains an analysis of the responses from all schools within Walsall LEA to the core survey questions
in the 'Survey of schools' views of their LEA', conducted in Summer 2004,

Notes:

* The 'survey of schools' views of their LEA' is a collaborative tool developed by the Audit Commission in
partnership with OfSTED, Estyn, Local Education Authorities (LEAs), Headteacher and Governor
associations. The primary purpose of the school survey is to act as a source of evidence about schools'
perceptions of their LEA services and the support that they provide.

* The survey was conducted online during a seven-week period in the summer term of 2004. The survey was
completed by 8,604 schools from 152 authorities in England and Wales (131 authorities in England and 21 in
Wales).

This report examines the responses to the questions in the ‘core’ survey, available to schools in all
participating authorities, which cover five areas: LEA strategy, support for school improvement, facilitating
access to services, access/promoting social inclusion and special educational needs.

* Schools were able to answer each guestion in the survey using one of six possible responses:
(1) Very Good (2) Good (3) Satisfactory (4) Poor (5) Very Poor or (X) Unable to comment

Further information about the survey project can be found at:

www.audit-commission. gov. uk/schoolsurvey
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the national school survey

Walsall LEA
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Contents:

1 Standard analysis - all participating authorities

. The charts indicate the average rating from schools in this authority to each question in the core
school survey - illustrated by the solid bars.

If the bar is coloured blue, this indicates that the average rating from the schools in this authority is in
the top quartile (the top 25%) of all the authorities involved in the survey, based on the average

response from schools in each authority. If the bar is coloured red, this LEA is in the bottom quartile
(the bottom 25%).

The charts indicate the overall average response from all schools in all the 152 participating
authorities. This is illustrated by the short black horizontal dash.

The charts also indicate the authority with the lowest average rating (a square) and the LEA with the
highest average rating (a triangle). These ‘min’ and ‘max’ authorities are not named; the figures are
indicated in order to show the variation in the survey database.

* Composition of database:

*

The database consists of responses from schools in 152 authorities in England and
Wales.

The calculation of the average (for both this authority and the overall average) is based on
the ratings from all responding schools.

However, the quartile, min and max calculations exclude some authorities. If an authority

achieved a response rate of less than the national average (39%), then the authority is
excluded from the calculation.

2 Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country

L

As per above, but the charts provide comparative information for only authorities/schools in the same
country (England/Wales) as this authority, rather than all participating authorities.

3 Percentage analysis

*

The charts contain a breakdown of the respanses from the schools within this authority, examining the

percentage of schools which responded using each available category (Very Good to Very Poor, N/A
and No answer) to each question.

4 Longitudinal analysis

*

This analysis compares the responses from schools in the authority to Summer 2004 survey and the
previous survey, conducted in Summer 2003. The charts indicate the mean average response of
schools in the LEA to each question in the core school survey for the two years - illustrated by the
solid bars,

If there is a statistically significant difference between the mean responses to the two surveys, the bar
indicating the response to the current survey is coloured - blue if the current response is significantly
better than the response to the previous survey, and red if it is significantly worse.

Comparisons will only be made for the period covering the 3 years prior to the current (2004) survey,
as the survey has changed considerably over time, Therefore, if the 'previous’ survey was conducted
prior to Summer 2001, the longitudinal analysis has not been produced.
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Walsall LEA

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

e Note that surveys conducted prior to the first national survey in 2002 were usually carried out one term
in advance of each LEA inspection. The term of the survey, rather than the term of the inspection, will
be given in the analysis.
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1. Standard analysiz - all parfi

Walsall

pating aulhorities

Analysiz ol responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
the national school survey

Survey Queastion

Square brackers [ ] indlcate odiffarant
question f=xt for Wales

oction A: LEA Strategy

A1l: The effectivenass of the leadership
provided by senlor officers

AZ: Tha affect] of the lead
provided by slected members

A3 The relevance of your LEA™S priorities
to your school

Ad: Tha quality of your LEA's strategic
planning for school improvement,
Including the EDP

[EsP] : s

AS: The effectivensss of your LEA™S
Iimplementation of its strategic plans
for school improvement

AB: The effectiveness of your LEA'S
communication with your school

AT: The extent to which schoals influenos
LEA policies, plans/ procedures

AB: Your LEA's consultation on the
planming and review of the education budget

A9: The educational rationale behind
the school funding formula

ALlD: The alfectiveness of LEA support
to schools in bidding for external grants

Ali: Your LEA's effectiveness in
encouraging schools to work together

& OO CER S ETTECIIVEITESS 11T SKIEReT IRy
your school in applying the principles of Best
Valua

Faee® E

A13: Your LEA's support for the recruitment
and retention of teachers

Aail4: The effectiveness of your LEA's strabegy
for managing information and data

A15: The effectivenass of electronic
communication between schools

and the LEA

Al6: The Education service’s effectiveness

in working In partmership with other Council
departmeants and with external agencies
A17: The quality of your LEA's support for the
development of the schools forum

[N/A]

A18: Overall, how good Is your LEA'S
capacity to develop and implement strategy?

Walsall
Max
Walsall LEA| Standard Dﬂt"":ﬂ“;'::s_ {highest
avarage | daviation | TYeragel LEA
point scale) average)

1.B7

.88

.26

.19

231

2.8

242

2.30

2.31

3.09

1.26

.60

74

0.78

0.61

0.7y

0.79

0.81

0.97

086

0.86

o482

1.12

0.50

.71

Between Satisfactory]

| Betwean Good and
| Very Good

| Between Satisfactory

| and Good

| Betwesn Satisfactory
amvd Good

| Betwesn Satisfactory

| and Good

and Good

Between Satisfactory
and Good

| Between Satisfactory
and Good

Between Satisfactory
and Good

Batwaean Satisfactory
and Good

Betweean Poor and

Satisfactory
| Between Satisfactory
| and Good

| Batwesan Satisfactory
and Good

Betwesn Satislactory
and Good

Between Satisfactory
and Good

| Batwaan Satisfactory|
and Good

:But!mn Satisfactory
and Good

Batwean Satisfactory
and Good

Between Satisfactory

1.44

1.68

163

1.91

228

| and Good

All participating authorities

Min all First
{lowest LEA participating | Standard mquartila
} authoritles | dewviation {25th
e AVEFEQE percentila)
3.49 2.31 .86 2.00
4.0% 2,88 0.6 | 2.64
3.14 2.48 0.85 2.25 |
- 1 |
1.04 238 0Bz | 208 |
|
SR = ;
| 1,18 2.50 .82 2.25 |
| , S |
| 331 241 [ X1 i1 |
] === 1 | ]
363 2.81 0.91 | 243
i
|
3,51 2,67 093 | 228
| e I
| 378 | 2.84 0,92 2.51
4.00 | 316 1.03 2.86
i | =
| 34z | 2,55 0.95 2.25
3.56 2.83 0.86 2.60
3.7 270 0,94 2.42
. _ P« | —
3.23 252 0.93 2.21
|----.-- B I 3 |
| ao7 2.64 .98 272 |
B - | |
| 3.47 195 0.a0 | 267
331 1.58 | o018 209
oo I R || W |
3.47 2.54 | ma3 .19
| |

| Queartiie
Third | [which Walsall
quartile | LEA falls within,
(75th whera 1 Is
percentiie) | highest and 4
| lowast]
.44 | 1
t
3i0 | 2
.57 2
2.47 | 2
264 | 2
262 | 2
2.96 1
2.86 2
3.0ux 1
3¢ Fi
281 2
2.99 2
2.87 3
2.73 F
zE2 | 2
3.12 | 2
2.71 1
2.13 1
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Walsall

1. Standard analysis - all participating authorities
Analysis of responses Irom: All schooks maintained by 1he aulhorily

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
the nafional school survey

Survey Question

Siquare brackets [ ] indicate diferant
guestion texl for Wales

Section B: Support for School Improvement

Bi: The clarity of your LEA's definition of
monitoring, support and Intarvantion

B2: Your LEA's knowledge and
understanding of your schaool

B3: Your LEA's affactivenass in challenging
your school to perform better

B4: Your LEA's support to develop
salf-management (induding sell-evaluation)
in your school - =

BS: Your LEA's support in developing
leadership and management skills

in your school

Bé: Your LEA's support to develop
the effectivenass of your governing body

B7: Your LEA's support for liberacy

B&: Your LEA'S support for numeracy

Bi: Your LEA'S support Tor ICT
fn the curriculimm

B10: Your LEA's support for raising
attalnment at Key Stage 3

Biil: The effectivenass of your LEA'S
support Tor the professional
development of teachers, including NGTs
B12: The quality of your LEA's

| fimancial information, including
comparativedata

B13: Your LEA's support to your

school Tor using pupll performance

data to secure school |mprowement

Bl4: The eflectiveness of your LEA's
arrangements for disseminating good practice

B15: Your LEA"s support for 14-18 education

B16: Your LEA's support for early years education

B17: Ovarall, how good is your LEA™
capacity to support school improvemant?

Walsall All participating authorities
] o T,
Walsall LEA| Standard Dascription of {hT;::ﬂ Min pirli:I:ltlng Standard un:Ir‘:ltla quT:“r::t L[E“;;hiallawv:tﬁn,
swerage | devistion. | 2Vereas (on the 5- LEn.  |(lowest LER| ©0 o rties | devistion |  (25th {78th whare 1 Is
paint scale) Bverage) average) average percentile) | percentile) | highest and 4
i |- towmst]
3.28 S L f;::d“"m“’ 1.56 3.06 2.33 .84 2.08 2.52 | 2
:_:-u_ u.-w F ém“::ds‘;:";d"‘_"“:’ __-1?- 315 2.39 0,98 - 211 257 | z
221 p7g [PereechBeecers s 200 | 234 0,54 20 | 2s2 2
2.35 0,54 ““"“::dsé“i‘““" 163 1,13 2.29 0,50 203 2.51 : 3
2,46 ! .89 ., .E"“"""’:."":;:.:;“M 1.72 .28 - 2.56 0.96 2.30 ! 2.76 I 2
39 E 033 :Bm::ds;::;um 1.73 344 . 2.62 094 2.32 .73 E ]
221 0,85 ""““":;‘:;:;ﬁ"';““'_” 1.34 2.92 221 0,84 1.95 2.36 I 2
| |
238 0,82 !""':"dsgtfda““" 1.71 3.20 2.17 0.82 La? | 234 a
2.03 0.87 3‘“‘“:' :;f::l“m 1.52 1.50 2.51 .98 213 _z.m 1
24 | 07 ‘“'“:::;::;“m 114 .80 2.36 0.84 z.08 .56 B 2
2.37 0,80 hl*"::f;:':dﬁ"“” 1.31 357 2.44 085 215 | 2.63 _ 2
186 0.95 E“mﬁ%ﬁ;“‘;” 1.61 3.43 2.80 0,95 211 275 | 3
2.44 0.91 m““&aﬁﬁ“*;” 1.32 3.15 2.35 _.__GIf__ ] :_ﬂ.t_ | 2.?5__________ “3
277 | oss H""i:"dsg"::;ﬁm 1.76 349 277 o a':_ o ir_.d_u 2 . 3.11-3_ - 2
.88 i 0.94 “"“‘::‘;;Eﬂ““’“’ 1.50 3.80 | 273 n.93 - jz_f; g _2.94 3: B
248 | 07 “'““::":;"E““"“ 1.63 3.47 I 2,38 0,82 214 | 258 | 3 )
2.30 I 0.78 -"“"‘9:.:‘:'5;:':;";“';" 1,54 3.25 2.41 083 213 | 2,60 2
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&‘ a“dit : Walsall Schools’ views of their LEA 2004;
COmmission 1, Standard analysis - all participating authorities the nalional school survey
Analysia of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Survey Question Walsall All participating authorities
Guartile
M Al First Third [which Walsall
Square brackets [ | ndicate different Walsall LEA| Standard mm‘:E (highest | T Lea | Participating | Standard | quartle | quartile | LEA falls within,
guestion fext for Wales average deviation point scala) LEA 3 ) authorities deviation {25th (75th whera 1 is
BVErage) e o AVErage parcentile) | parcentila) |  highast and 4

Section C: Facilitating Access to Services including Management Support Services

| Between Satisfactory
and Goaod

C1: The darity of service specification

for services offered by your LEA et 08

C2: Your LEA'S support to maka you | |Batwesn Satisfactory

an effective purchaser of traded services, 2.97 0.91 and Good 2,33 3481 2.94 : ogs | 273 313 3
wheliher from the LEA or from extarmal providers | |
- A e 1 o 4
; |Batwoon Satisfactory ! | I ! s
C3: The quality of financial support and advice .69 0,497 | and Goad 1.46 | 3.5 .29 0.98 | 1.91 2,55 4
r I { i }
C4: The quality of payroll services 2.20 7o [BetweenSablsfactoryl ., | 45 | 245 | 12 211 2.85 2
ard Good { |
£5: The quality of professional Belween Good and 1 i i 3
o e Rkt i 108 | 072 : Ny ] 1.33 2,44 218 .54 1.91 2.4 2
: i ! |
C6: The quality of building 20 | opy |BetweenSatisfactoryl 4.45 307 098 2.83 129 1
maintenance services and Good |
- ) - 1l i
1 | 1
C7: The quality of programming and iﬂmun Satisfactory] | | -
kst ot bl i sl 289 0.96 aiigh 206 | 400 303 | L3 272 129 2
= 2 } —t |
C8: The quality of tachnical support for 1T 1.97 0.79 Betvesin: Gond arid 1.65 451 | 280 tes | 23 3 | 1
| Very Good | | i
o - S— - = - ] - . i |
€8: The quality of the facililies : [ | [ [
gement servicas; cleaning, grounds 287 | oaq |BetweenSMESRCO] o 391 286 | 088 263 | 31 | a
P = and carstalding I : [ Good | | 5 |
| Batwaan Poor and [ : |
B 5 3 4 5 5 al E 16
C10: The quality of the catering service 3 | e pairi 1.97 4322 202 L0l z.59 #1 3
C11: Cwerall, how good is your LEA'S ' ; - | [ [ | I
capacity te facilitate secess to high quality 2.70 75 [MOTHREILSSUMSCI. cxae .60 282 0.76 i 260 | 305 | 2
Vi fi | -

Faige B ol 54
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Walsall

1. Standard analysiz - all padicipaling authorities
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Schools' views of their LEA 2004:
the nalional school survey

Survey Quastion

Square brackets [ | indicale different
gquestion text for Wales

Section D: Access/Promoting Social Inclusi

D1: The effectiveness of your LEA"S
planning of school places

D2 The transparency of your LEA's
assel management planning process

D3: The effectivensss of your LEA's
co-ordination of the admissions process

D4: The effectivensss of your LEA's
support for promating pupll attendance

D5: Your LEA's management of the
procedures for re-admission of excluded pupils

DE; The alfectiveness of your LEA's
support for gifted and talented pupils

D7F: The elfectiveness of LEA support

for meating the needs of pupils with

English as an additional 1amnguags

D& The affectiveness of LEA support

for meating the needs of pupils from

minority ethnic groups, refugess and Travellers

D9 The elfectiveness of LEA support
for leoked-after children

D10: The effectiveness of LEA
support lor combating racism

D11: The effectiveness of LEA support
for child welfare and protection

D12: The effectivenass of LEA support
for health and salety In your school

|B13: The rellability of home Lo schoal
transport

D14: Overall, how well does your LEA promobe
access 1o education and social inclusion?

.80

2,33

2.89

1.654

.76

2.51

2581

.69

.55

0.91
0.8¥
0.85
0.BL
0.83
085
0.83

068

0,83

| o.es

0.93

0.79

Walsall
e
Walsall LEA| Standard average {P::f;:;.
avarage | deviation point scale)

All participating authorities

Max
(highest
LEA

Average)

Min All

participating
(lowest LEA| PO s

average)

Bverage

Batwean Satisfactory|
and Good
!Bﬂwaen Satisfactory

and Good
!
Betwean Satisfactory
and Good

Between Satisfactory
and Good

|
| Betwesn Satisfactory)
and Good

Between Satisfactory
and Good

| Between Satisfactory|
and Gowd

Betwean Satisfactory
and Good
Between Satisfactory
and Good

Betwean Satisfactory
and Good

Batwean Satisfactory
and Good
Betwesn Satisfactory)
amd Good

Betwesn Satislactory
and Good

Between Satisfactory
and Good

191

1.70

1.60

1.59

2.19

1.73

1.91

2.0

174

1.88

3.92 .86
a.79 2.73
323 2.58
3.75 | .96
183 .89
|
4.00 2,78
3146 2.70
.18 2.70
126 .61
1.08 - .53
341 .50
.25 - 2.61
313 2.62

Standard |
deviation |

0.91

0.50

0.50

083

0.6%

Q.76

0,84

.86

0.65

0.73

First
quartile
(25th

.58

2.6%9

2.50

2,50

2,44

.39

2.26

2.29

245

2.38

Third
guartile
(75th

| percantile) | percentile)

310

2.93

2.71

115

3.03

1.00

295

2485

274

.73

2.67

2.79

.78

Quartile
[which Walsall
LEA falls within,
where 1 Is
highest and 4
lowest]
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i‘ audit. | Walsall Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
COommission 1. Stardard analysis - all participating authorlties 1k national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Survey Question Walsail All participating authorities
! Quartila
Description of Max M)A First Third | [which Walsall
Squara brackets [ ] indicate diffarent Walsall LEA} Sandand (o o {on the 5- (highest {lowest LEA| particlpating | Standard | quartile quartlle | LEA falls within,
quiastion texdt for Wales averagn | deviation D-ﬂsll:t wcaln) LEA k) | authorties | deviation {25th (75th where 1 s
average) | average parcantila) | parcentile)} | highest aGd 4
| lowas

Section E: Special Educational Needs

Between Satisfactory

a , 1
Ed: The quality of your LEA's SEN stratagy .36 ! 0.86 and Eood 1.78 3.47 | 2.74 .aa 2.3 2.89 1
E2: Your LEA's planning of SEN provision i A Batwean Satisfactory | =
1o meat identified needs 259 | 0.%3 and Good 1.81 368 2.90 089 | 2.52 3.02 2
EX: The clarity of your LEA's rationale 34 | Belwean Satlsfactory 3 0 181 200 083 | 2T 314 1
for the deployment of SEN funding g | B and Good 3 : 7 | ; ; |
i i |
E4: The efficiency with which statutory | Betwrean Podr aid a0 o & & a
|assessments of pupils with SEN are made 3.27 0.5 Satisfactory v 02 305 0.93 | 2.64 3.1%
i i S - - 1
ES: Your LEA's effectivensss In
deweloping your school's capacity 3.05 oo | ""t;';f:‘mmo e 206 .60 307 693 | a0 3,22 2
to meet the needs of pupils with SEN | i :
ES:Your LEA"s effectiveness in monitoring Betwean Poor and | 5 3
: 3.00 0.89 | T 317 4
the progress of pupils with SEN at your school 322 Rl Satiafactory L0 Aol | ZTL 1
E¥: The effectiveness of [=arning suppart : [
[ The effectiveness of the LEA's services o 2,80 003 Betwean Satisfactory 1.74 | 1.70 2.73 0.88 | 253 2.89 2
support the learning of pupils with the full range : 7 and Geod : | o : : : [
of SENT i | 1 |
|
Botween Poor and |
H . . = . A | £ 04 : i
E8: The effectiveness of behaviour support 3.38 1.06 Satisfactory 1.71 3.82 | 2.91 1.0 2.52 3.08 | E
|
I | |
E9: The effectiveness of educational a3 | 0.88 Betwean Satisfactory 1.66 171 3 80 | 1.05 .41 2.89 ! 3
paychology support [ : and Good - : ‘ [ . :
|
¢ Overal LEA" [ — actory [ [
E10: Crarall, hont goud f pour LEA'S .86 niig: | ReAween Sxllut 147 367 | 283 | 084 2,56 108 | 2
and Good [ [
] ]

capacity to support special educational nesds?

Page 10 of G4
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Walsall
1. Stardard analysis - all paricipaling authorities

Aralysis of responses from: Al schools maintained by the authorily

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
the nalional school survey

different users

meedium of Wealsh

Walsall Al participating authorities
R e LR i_ e
ionck Max Min First Third [which Walsall
Square brackets [ ] indicate differant Walsall LEA| Standard | mﬂ'f;‘ Mas. | (highest | W0, | participating | Standard | quartile | quartile | LEA falls within,
uesk for Wale L] deviation | 4 LEA authorities | deviation |  (25th (75th where 1 is
question text for Wales avnrag | polnt scala) averaga) | R
| average} avarage | percentila) tile} | highest and 4
lowest]
Section W: Questions specific to Wales
Wiz The effectiveness of tha LEA's arrangements 2.57 213 0,82 205 | 248 1
for securing sccess to Welsh madium education Wery Good e i | :
W2: The quality of the LEA's support for the [ = TaRE i [ [
wieelsh languags to meet the varied neads of | B n » 1.74 07 | 2.33 0,89 | 2.19 2.65 1
Vary Good [ [

W3 How effectively the LEA secures Welsh- Batwean Good and 1.9 2327 | 238 08D 728 265 [ 1
mecium curdculum support for schools | Vary Good |

) g - : - 1 |
Wiz The effectiveness of the LEA in supporting Between Good and 296 137 P 0,89 2,50 .88 1
the delivery of ¥ Cwrlowham Cymreig Very Good
P TR ORI LTI O L T DT T T 1 { i 1
represent schools interests in the local Baiuten Oooi ana 220 | 300 2.55 0.87 2.50 278 1
Community Coundil for Education and Training Very Good
Wi: The effectiveness of the LEA's assessment of - 3
and provision for puplls with SEN through the Between Good nd 357 .80 290 n.o0 300 3.42 1

Very Good |
. - Sy
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the national school survey

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004

Walsall LEA
1. Standard analysis - all participating authorities

MISSION

i

A By

All schools maintained by the authority

Analysis of responses from

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%
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Section A: LEA Strategy
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1. Standard analysis - all participating authorities

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority
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F“ ggfﬁl’]‘liSSiOﬂ Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
- 1. Standard analysis - all participating authorities the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

If the LEA mean Is shaded in blue, it Is in the top 25% of LEAs in the compar|son

IF the LEA mean |1s shaded Inred It 15 In the bottom 25% of LEAs in the conipatison

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of B2%

Survey question
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Very Poor
5

C6: The quality of building
maintenance services

providers
C5: The quality of professional
personnel advice and casework | &

C4; The quality of payroll services g |
C7: The quality of programming and
management of building projects
maintenance and caretaking

C1: The clarity of service specification
for services offered by your LEA
C2: Your LEA's support to make you
an effective purchaser of fraded services,
whether from the LEA or from external
C8; The quality of the facilities
management services; cleaning, grounds
C10: The quality of the catering service
C11: Overall, how good is your LEA's

C8: The quality of technical support for ICT | = [l
capacity to facilitate access to high quality
senvices?

C3: The quality of financial support and advice
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Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%
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the national school survey

Schools’

Walsall LEA
1. Standard analysis - all participating authorities

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority
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107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%
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A | audit, Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
=4 COMmISssIon 1. Standard analysis - all participating authorities the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

If the LEA mean is shaded in blue, itis in the top 25% of LEAS in the comparison

If the LEA miean is shaded in red it is in the bottom 25% of LEAS in the compatison

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%
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V*‘ audit, . Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
w8 COMMISSION 1. Standard analysis - all participating authorities the national school survey

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

If the LEA mean is shaded in blue, it is in the top 25%. of LEAS in the comparison

If the LEA mean Is shaded in red it isin the bottont 25% of LEAS if the comparison

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 825

{OWalsall LEA a;verage = All participating authorities averagie A Max B Min
(highest LEA average) (Iowest LEA average) |
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audit,
E‘.‘ Comimission

Walsall

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:

2 Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country
Analysis of responses from: All schoaols maintained by the autheority

the national school sunvey

Survey Quastion

Sguare brackets [ | Indicate different
nuestion text for Wales

Section A: LEA Strategy

Al: The effectiveness of the leadership
provided by senlor officars
A2: Tha affectiveness of the leadarship
provided by elected members

Al: The relevance of your LEA's priorities
to your school

Ad: Tha quality of your LEA'Ss strategic
planning for school improvement,
including the EDP

[ESP]

AS: The effectiveness of your LEA"s.
implamentation of its strategic plans
for school | mprovament

A5 The eflectiveness of your LEA"s
communicalion with your school

AT; The extent to which schools influence
LEA policies/ plans/ procedures

AB: Your LEA's consultation on the
planning and review of the education budgeat

A9 The educational ratlenale bahind
the school funding formula

ALD: The alfectivensss of LEA support
to schools in bidding lor external grants

All: Your LEA's effectiveness in
encouraging schools to work together

FLT TN A S S TEC TSRS T SO Oy
your school In applying the principles of Best
Value

Paipan - S

Al3: Your LEAs support Tor the recruitment
and retention of teachers

Ald: The effectivenass of your LEA's strategy
for managing information and data

A15: The effectiveness of alectronic
communication between schools

and the LEA .

AlS: The Education service’s effectiveness

in working in partnership with other Council
departments and with external agencies
AlT: The quality of your LEA's support for the
development of the schools forum

[H/A]

ALlE: Overall, how good |s your LEA's
capacity to devalop and implement strategy?

Walsall LEA| Standard

averaga

1.B7

.88

2.26

2.19

231

.28

.42

2,30

.31

.26

.60

174

.48

2.53

078

o8l

0.79

.79

.81

.97

.86

0.86

0.62

1.12

0

075

.81

.88

0.95

.71

.79

.30

Description of
average (oh the B-
point scale)

Batwean Good and
Vary Good

Betwaen Satislactory
anvd Good
Betwean Satislactory

and Good

| Batwesn Satisfactory
| and Good

Between Satisfactory
and Good

Betwesn Salisfactory
and Good

Betweesn Satisfactory
and Good

Betwesn Satisfactory
and Good

| Batwean Satisfactory
and Good

l Batwaan Poor and
Satlstactory

Between Satisfactory
and Good
Betweoon EItEfau;.tory
and Good
|Batwean Satisfactory

| and Good
Betwesn Satisfactory
and Good

and Good

Betwesn Satisfactory
and Good

i
| Between Satisfactory
| and Good

Betwesn Satisfactory
and Good

| Between Satlsfactory

(highast
LEA
avaraga)

1.95

1.76

1.48

1.71

1.4

1.68

1.63

1.91

2.28

1.41

2.19

1.65

Le9

.20

1.68

1.49

All participating authorities in England

First
o ruartile
{25th
kit parcentile)

4.05 2,88 0.85 2.65
3.14 2,50 065 2.28
£
I :
4| 2.37 0,62 209
318 252 0.82 228
3,31 2.45 0.95 219
363 | 283 | 080 | 247
- | I
3.51 2.68 | 09z 22
; ] B
78 2.84 092 2.49
4.00 3,19 1.03 2.92
3,42 .58 0.55 2.35
3.56 28% | 046 260
79 2.71 0.94 242
; il ]

3.23 2.56 0.93 .36
a.07 2.68 0,98 2.3
I 1
| —

1,87 2.98 0.a0 270
.31 2.58 0.78 2.29

|
|
3.47 1.56 0.83 2.26

Thirel
quartile
{75th
percentile)

1,08

258

2dp

267

4,63

297

2.88

2.99

3.35

| Quartiia

| [which Walsall

| LEA falls within,
whara 1 s

highast and 4

lowwest ]
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Walsall

2. Standard analysis - all parlicipating authorities in the same country
Analysis of responsss frome All schools maintained by the authorily

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004

the national school survey

Survey Question

Square hrackets [ ] indicate different
question text for Wales

Section B: Support for School Improvement

Bi: The clarity of your LEA"s dafinition of
maniboring, support and intervantion

B2: Your LEA's knowledge and
understanding of your school

E3: Your LEA's elfectiveness in challanging
your school to perform better

B4d: Your LEA's support to develop
sall-managemeant (including salf-maluation])
Inyourschool

BS5: Your LEA's support In developing
leadership and management skills

in your school

BS: Your LEA's support to develop
the affectivenass of your governing body

B7: Your LEA's support for literacy

BR: Your LEA'S support Tor numeracy

B9: Your LEA's suppart for ICT
in the curriculum

B10: Your LEA's support for ralsing
attalnment at Key Stage 3

Bii: The elfectiveness of your LEA's
support Tor the professional
development of teachers, including NQTs
B12: The quality of your LEA's
fimancial information, including
comparaltive data i

B13: Your LEA's supporl Lo your
school for using pupil performance
data to secure school improvement

Bi4: The effecthvaness of your LEA's
ArTang ts for di inating good practice

B15; Your LEA's support for 14-19 education

Bi6: Your LEA's support for early years education

B17: Overall, how good |s your LEA's
capacity to support school improvement?

All participating authorities in England

Walsall
Max
| Description of Min
Walsall '-:"l m’:’“'x | average (on the 5- {mfﬁh:ﬂ {lowast LEA
averag i point scale) ) average)

2.35

246

.21

235

2.03

.24

237

166

.88

2.48

.30

077 Betwean Satlsfactory
) and Good
0.90 Balwesn Satisfactory
! and Good
078 Betweean Satisfactory
b and Good
T Batween Satisfactory
! and Good
0.5 Batwaan Satisfactory
E and Good
|-
oz |Between Satisfactory
! | and Good
0.8 Batwean Satisfactory
amd Good
0.82 Betwean Satislactory
- atd Good
.87 | Between Satisfactory
= and Good
074 Batwean Satisfactory
o and Good
0.0 Batween Satlsfactory
: amd Good
gos | Detween Satisfactory
: [ and Good
} : ]
e | Batwesn Satisfactory
: amd Bood
085 Between Satisfactory|
= and Good
054 Between Satisfactory
% and Good
0.87 Batween Satisfactory
3 and Good
0.78 Between Satisfactory
' and Good

1.63

1.73

1.83

1.71

153

1.14

1.31

161

3.06

315

302

313

3.28 |

R

2.9%

AH4 |

3,50

3.0

3.57 |

343

Al

| participating

authorities in
England

.34

.41

2.35

.30

2.58

2,65

z.24

280

.75

242

2.44

average

Standard
deviation

0,

0505

0, %

0.82

.98

0,82

0.86

0.9l

First
quartile
[25th

{' percantile)

2.35

2.16

|  Quartile
Third | [wrhich Walsall
guartlla | LEA falls within,
{75th whara 1 Is
percentila) [ highest and 4
lowast]
2.52 2
=4
259 | 2
[
2.52 | 2
2.50 3
2.78 2
.79 | 2
|
239 | F
235 3
rer | i
i 3
249 2
2.70 2
79 3
2.56 { 3
2,99 2
2.94 3
2.58 3
2.63 2
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Walsall

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:

2. Standard analysis - all paricipating authotilles in the samea country
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the aulhorily

the national achool survey

Survey Question

Square hrackats [ | indicate different
question text for Wales

Sectlion C: Facilitating Access to Servi

C1: The clarity of service speciflcation
for services offered by your LEA

C2: Your LEA"S support to make you
an effective purchaser of traded services,
whether lrom the LEA or from external providers

C3: The gquality of financial support and advice

C4: The quality of payroll services

C5: The quality of professional
parsonnel advice and casework

Ca: The quality of bullding
maintenance sarvices

C7: The quality of programming and
managemeant of building projects

CA: The guality of technical support for ICT

Co: The quality of the facllities
fanag it services; cleaning, 1

maintenance and caretaking

C10: The quality of the catering service

C11: Overall, how good is your LEA'S
capacity to facilitate access to high quality
services?

Walsall

All participating authorities in England

Description of
W::sﬂl LEA | Standard £ w (o the 5=
9 point scala)

cluding Management Support Services

| | and Good

| Betwesn Satisfactory|

ool and Good
2.87 0,51 ““E::dsgtﬂaﬁow
.69 0,57 .-;;;“E::df-;i':?ﬂ;ﬂw ;
3.70 0,79 B:Im:uls;:‘l:;::lac;w .
o | om | semane
2.50 n.a;'- "“““:ME;EWW
.89 0.96 m:::;:':;mw
1.87 0,74 “ﬁw::r: gm and
2.87 0.84 ;';'.Wf:dﬁ';:l.ﬂ?ﬂ;w .
i | e | S
270 | oys |Betwesnsatstactory

(highast
LEA

avarage)

4,33

1.46

1.65

1.33

.27

213

1.65

2.11

2.20

.29

Al |
First Third [which wWalsall
; o a| PRrUCIPaling | giandard | quartile | quartile | LEA falls within,
awrage) England deviation {25th ! {75th where 1 Is
parcantile) | percentila) | highest and 4
PSS | lowest]

3.51 2.95 .86 2.7%

156 237 0.8 1.92

4.65 280 1.03 2,16

|
2,44 217 I 0,45 1,91
T

4.45 3.08 I noe 2.84
i j ;

400 | 3.04 103 | 275
| |
| |
| 1 |

453 | 2.84 1.05 2.48
|

B

EX- 2.88 .88 2.56
i ; |

4,22 | 2.97 101 | 2.63
i |

3.60 2.84 0,76 2.61

| Quartila

314 3

2.64 ! 4

2.99 i 2
[

2.47 | 2

3128 1

am 2

317 1

3.14 2

i

e | 3
i

.09 | 2
.
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mw audit. Walsall Sehools® views of their LEA 2004:
h'-‘ commission 2 Standard analysis - all paricipating autherities in the same country the national school survey
Analysis of responses from; All schools maintained by the authority

Survey Question Walsan All participating authorities in England
e A Quartile
Max First Third [which wWalsall
Square brackets [ ] indieate differant Walsall LEA| Standard | “*"";‘1;::1“““: s | highest | Min oal Particlpaling | giandard | quartile | quartile | LEA falls within,
questian test for Wales average | deviation "e"'““i'nt Ia) LEA m‘“ '"’“ ) England deviation |  [25th {75th whare 1 is
P o average) e i | peroentile) parcentila) [ highast and 4
i | Bveraq | lowast]
Section D: Access/Promoting Social Inclusion
Di: The effectiveness of your LEA's Batwoen Satisfactory
0.74 .an 353 288 0,848 2.52 3.05 1
planning of school places 2.54 and Good 20
D2: The transparency of your LEA'S 2.80 pgi |Between Satisfactaryl g 2,92 286 | 0By | x%8 | 36 2
aszel management planning process and Good |
= ol - - et — -4 ] i
[0:3: The effectiveness of your LEA'S +  |Between Satisfactary 55 S5 | oex | 23 203 %
co-ordination of the admissions process 238 xg and Good L A% | ' 1
STk - T S— I — e gt .y - ! i —_— - M —
D4: The effectiveness of your LEA’s | | Between Satlsfactory o | . | 260 oo |z e 3
support for promoting pupil attendance 233 mEs and Godd ’ A28 : '
S { — 1 -
D5: Your LEA's manasgemeant of the Batwean Satisfactony | - |
. A 1.59 7 298 .90 264 3.18 2
procedures for re-admission of excluded pupils 2E2 081 and Good i | | |
i ! |
D6: The effectivensss of your LEA's 289 | e Betwean Satisfactory, 21e | 1,53 | 3 BE 0.82 | 368 .00 3
support for gifted and talented pupils and Good
07: The effectiveness of LEA support ez iat
for meeting the needs of puplls with 2.64 igs (Peweee aaislackel} 4.00 278 ey | 260 .00 2
English as an additional language I 1 1 ] i | i
DR: The affectiveness of LEA support |
for meating the needs of pupils from 2.76 pg3 |Between Satlsfactoryl 5, 329 2.71 0.85 2.54 2.96 a
and Qoo |
minority ethnic groups, refugees and Travellars [ e
0a: The affectiveness of LEA support | Betwesn Satistactory
2.84 0.BE 204 3.1a .72 &0 2.33 | 2.85 a
for looked-aftar children anmd Good |
D10: The elfectivenass of LEA 2.51 g.7g  |Between Salisfactory| 126 | 282 078 | 241 279 | 2
support Tor combating racism [ and Good [
p11: The effectiveness of LEA support 83 Batwaan Satisfactory] T 3 06 355 0,84 237 .74 3
for child welfare and protection Sty | L and Good L2 5
: i : | & i .
D12 The effectivensss of LEA support .85 Batwesn Satisfactory 74 341 2.51 0.87 | 2.30 266 4
for health and safely in your school it o and Good ! _ . !
e = 2 E : .. ] | —
©13: The reliability of home to school 2,60 DA Between Satisfactory 1.88 3,35 2,63 0.85 2.45 2.78 | 3
transport | and Good
pi4: Overall, how wall does your LEA promote ] | Batwesn Satistactory oy 314 & 073 54 278 2
acoess to education and sodal inclusion? 2n8 I B2 [ amd Good 7 2 | = |
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audit
}i‘ Commission

Walsall

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004;

2. Slandard analysis - all participating authorilies in the same country
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

the national school survey

Survey Question

Square brackers [ ] indicate differant
question [ext fov Wales

Section E: Special Educational Needs

E1l: The quality of yeur LEA's SEN strategy

E2: Your LEA's planning of SEN provision
to mest identified necds

E3: The clarity of your LEA's rationale
for the deployment of SEN funding

Ed: The efficlency with which statutory
assessments of puplls with SEN are made

ES: Your LEA's elfectivensss in

developing your school's capacity

to meet the neads of pupils with SEN

E6:Your LEA" elfectivaness n monltoring

the progress of pupils with SEN at your school
E7: The effectiveness of learning support
[The effectiveness of the LEA's services to
suppart the learning of pupils with the full ranges
ol SENT S . ek

E8: The effectiveness of behaviour support
EZ: The effectiveness of educational
psychology support

E10: Owerall, how good is your LEA'S
capacity to support special educational needs?

Walsall Al participating authorities in England
l All "
Max 1 { First
Walsall LEA|  Standard Deacripon: &( {highest Min | participating | g, pr | quartile
| average (on the 5- {lowest LEA; authorities in |
average | deviation point scale) i LEA i average) |  England deviation i Eﬁﬂh&
! erage) I Everage {.poree !
|
' Batwean Satisfactory | |
1.36 [ ard Gocd 1L.78 133 277 088 241
Between Satisfactory
2.59 0.93 v Good 1.81 3.56 292 0.90 2.57
Betwoen Satisfactory
247 0.a7 el o 208 3.81 302 0.9 270
Batwean Poor and
3.27 0. 940 Satisfactory 2.04 1.55 308 0.93 276
Batwaen Poor amd
3ps 0. %5 Satisfactory 2.06 1.59 310 0.93 279
| Batwaan Poor and
317 I 0,91 | Satisf r!' 1.88 168 3.02 088 273
1 ] i
|
= | Between Satisfactory| %, & 2
2.60 0,93 | and B 1.74 3 i .72 I 0.89 .49
| PR L |
|
Betwean Poor and ’ ¥ §
: il | 7 183 292 151
3.38 1.06 | satlsfactory 171 ! 1.0% L]
: b— S A |
i Butwesn Satisfactory s | ;
282 086 and Good 1.66 3.71 282 | L.0a 2.43
1 I
1 |
2.88 pas |Betwean Satsfactory] oo .50 288 |  oams | 26l
1 1

and Good

Quartila
Third [which Walsall
quartite | LEA falls within,
(75th where 1 is
percentile) | highest and 4
lowest]

2,04 1
3.07 2
314 | i
320 | 4
326 | 2
3.20 3
289 | 2
.15 4
|
|
2.9 | 3
!
314 | 2
|
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Walsall

Schools' views of their LEA 2004:
lhe national school survey

2. Standard analysizs - all parliclpating authorities in the same country
Analysiz of responses frome All schools maintained by the authority

Survey Question

Seuare brackeds | ] indicale different
guestion lexl for Wales

Section W: Questions specific to Wales

Wi: The effectivenass of the LEA’s armangements
Tor securing access o Welsh medium aducation
VW2: The quality of the LEA's support for the
Welsh language to meet the varied nesds of
different wsers

W3: How effectively the LEA secures Welsh-
medium curricilum support for schools

W4a: The effectivensss of the LEA in supporting
the delivery of ¥ Cwricwlwm Cymreig

TR TR T W O CEA VRS DRSS e I
represent schools’ interests in the local
Community Council for Education and Training

P ]

WE: The effectiveness of the LEA's assessmant of
and provision for puplls with SEN through the
mvedium of Welsh

All participating authorities in England

Walsall
_.l_ A
| Description of e
Walsall LEA| Standard | “a:;‘"“",_ {highast
average deviation | LEA
| point scala) =

| AN

{ First
Min | participating
(loveast LEA] authorities i | Standard | quactiie
deviation (25th
avarage) England
. percantile)

Third [which Walsall
quartila | LEA falls within,
(75th whara 1 is
percentila) [ highest and 4
lowast]

Quartile
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the national school survey

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004

Walsall LEA
2. Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survay, a response rate of 82%
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Schools’

Walsall LEA
2. Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%

If the LEA mean is shaded in blue, Itis in the top 25% of LEAS In the comparison
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V“ g(l}ll’lqh!liSSiOﬂ Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
o 2. Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

If the LEA mean |s shaded In blue, It Is In the top 25% of LEAS in the comparison

If the LEA mean isshaded in red 1t is i the bottom 25% of LEAS iR the comparison

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%
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the national school survey

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004

Walsall LEA
2. Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

ISsion

it

A By

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%

If the LEA mean is shaded in blue, it s in the top 25% of LEAS in the comparison

of LEAS in the comparison
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F“ a“rﬁ?ﬁ' S‘ Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
md CO ISSION 2. Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

If the LEA mean is shaded in blue, it is in the top 25% of LEAs in the comparison

If the LEA me bottom 25% of LEAS | the comparison

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of §2%

|DWalsall LEA average =All participating authorities in England average AMax EMin
(highest LEA average} (lowest LEA average)

Section E: Special Educational Needs

= ¥
§ Survey question NE. Square brackets | ] incicate diferent question toxt for Wales
= . 3 i
ﬂs"_': i
> |
A |
2y, 4 A A A 4 a
S o A A A i
= !
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= . i |
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& 236 259 247 305 317 2 282 z
E- m . FORERAUNTENOL ST . — T v PP F— e — - e e S o -
= —
>

peychology support

to meet identified needs
SEN]

E3: The clarity of your LEA's rationale
for the deployment of SEN funding
E4: The efficiency with which statutory
ES: Your LEA's effectiveness in
developing your school's capacity
to meet the needs of pupils with SEN |
EZS: The effectiveness of educaticnal

assessments of pupils with SEM are made

E1: The guality of your LEA's SEN strategy |
EZ2: Your LEA's planning of SEN provision |

E10; Overall, how good is your LEA's
pacity to support special educational needs? | &

1e progress of pupils with SEM at your school |
ort the learning of pupils with the full range of 3
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E&-¥our LEA's effectiveness in monitoring
:7: The effectivaness of leaming support
‘he effectiveness of the LEA's services to
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y“ ﬂl.ldlt. : Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
w8 COMMISSIOn 2. Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

If the LEA mean is shaded in blue, it is in the top 25% of LEAS in the comparison

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%

If the LEA mean is shaded in red it is in the bottom 25% of LEAS |1 the compar|son
K. =i R J
OWalsall LEA average = aAll participating authorities in England average & Max s HMin
(highest LEA average) {lowest LEA average) _
Section W! Questions specific to Wales
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A aunqhtli - Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
w8 CO SSI0 2. Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country the national school survey

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

n is shaded in blue, It is in the top 25% of LEAS in the comparlson

a,
aded in red it 15 10 the bottom 25% of LEAS 10 the comparisan 107 out of 130 schools respanded to the survey, a response rate of 82%

|Owalsall LEA average —All participating authorities in England av&ragé A Max EMin
| !{hlghest LEA average) (lowest LEA average)
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Walsall
3. Percentage analysis

Analysis of responzes from: All schools maintained by the aulhorily

Schools® views of their LEA 2004:
the national achool sunvey

Survey Question

Square brackats [ ] indieate different
question text for Wales

Section Ad LEA Strategy

Al: The effectiveness of the leadarship
provided by senior officers

AZ: Tha affectivenass of the leadarship
provided by elected meambars

A3: The relevance of your LEA'S priorities
o your school

Ad: The quality of your LEA's strategic
planning for school Improvement,
including the EDP

L

AS: The effectiveness of your LEA's
implementation of its strategic plans

fu'r school improvement

AG: The effectiveness of your LEA'S
communication with your school
AT: The extent to which schools influsnos

LEA policles/ plans/ procedures

AB: Your LEA's consultation on the
planning and review of the education budget

AS: The educational rationale bahind
the school funding formula
A1D: The effectiveness of LEA support
ta schools In bidding for external grants

A11: Your LEA'S elfectiveness in
encouraging schoeols to work together

FULET VU CEA B TELLTRETRESS I S gy
your school In applying the principles of Best
Value
Al13: Your LEA's support for the recrultment
and retention of teachers

Ald: The eflectiveness of your LEA's strategy
for managing information and data

A15: The affectiveness of electronic
communication between schools

and the LEA Lgeie o
Al6: Tha Education servica’s affectivenass

in working in partnership with other Cowndll
departments and with external agencies

A1T: The quality of your LEA's support for the
\development of the schools forim

16

19

[N/A) 20000

Walsall

Salislactory
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i1 ST 24 Pl ] A% 2
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I % 33 | EOL T% 2
N et 3| s ]
|
50 Aa7% 32 anw T Fl
48 A5% 36 a4 2% 3
52 k] 30 2% % 2
17 6% k] 4% 21 0% 11
47 % 31 2% B z 1
40 T ] 50 ATH 8 ] 1
an 5% 48 45% 11 1% 2
| il [ I NN o
45 42% 410 | AT 7% 3
| =W _.._.__i.___. S
34 7% 44 | A% in % 3
|
! B
24 2% 49 | 4% 1% 2
|
[
a6 43% 28 i il 1% 1
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Percentage

Mo answer

Humber | Percentage

2% 16 15% 2 %
% 0 | o

Y 1 ] 1% ]

e | 1% 1 1%
b o i

T 4 4% i

% 1 1% a

e FAriarn
% 5 | 5% 1 1%
10% 13 15% i}
4 R | -

2% a o

_ | o |
1% 2 2% 1]

% 11 ! 10% Li}

— — b bt R
|

T 1 | 1% L

£ o 1

“H a5 % 1 i
1% 12 1% a

TOTAL
Number | Percentage
e
107 | 100%
107 100%
-_:ﬂ;- - 106
107 1;% K
Cwr | e
wr | wom
107 100%
107 100%
e e
107 1007
s | e
] _10:4' 1007
-:I.ﬂ;'"_ 'lﬂﬂ‘_%-
107 3 _:m
107 100%
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Walsall
3. Percentage analysis
Analysizs ol responses from: All schools maintained by the authorily

Scheools' views of their LEA 2004
the national school survey

Walsall
Survey Question :
Vary Good Good Satisfactory Poor Very Poor Unable to comment No answar TOTAL
A18: Overall, how good is your LEA's I
capacity to develop and Implament strategy? & -‘ < 50 AT 31 L 2 | 1 1% ] —‘ 2 ] 107 100%
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Walsall
3. Percenlage analysis
Analysis of responses from: All achools maintained by the authoriby

Schools’ views of thelr LEA 2004:
lhe national school surey

Survey Question

Seéction B: Support for School Improvement

B1: The darity of your LEA™s definition of
monitoring, support and intervention

B2: Your LEA's knowladge and
understanding of your school

B3: Your LEA's effectiveness in challenging
your school to perform batier

B4d: Your LEA"s suppaort to develop
self-management (induding sell-evaluation)
In your schoal

BS: Your LEA's support In developing
leadership and management skills

in your school

BE: Your LEA's support to develop
the effectiveness of your governing body

BY: Your LEA's support for literacy

BE: Your LEA's support for numeracy

B%: Your LEA's suppaort for ICT
inm the curriculum

B10: Your LEA's support for relsing
attainment at Key Stage 3

Bil: The effectiveness of your LEA's
support for the professional
development of teachers, induding NOTs
B12: The quality of your LEA'S

financial information, including
comparativedata

B13: Your LEA's support to your

school for using pupll performance

data to secure school |mprovameant

B14: The effectiveness of your LEA'S
arrang nits for di tinating geod practice

B15: Your LEA's support for 14-19 education

B16: Your LEA's support for early years aducation
BA7: Dverall, how good s your LEA's
capacity to support school Improvemant?

Very Good

19

12

8%

18%

T

1%

Walsall
G Satisfaclory Poor Vary Poor Unable to comment No answer TOTAL

51 107 100%

57 107 100%
R

51 40% 32 A ] THh 1 1% 1 1% a] | 107 100%

- e N 1 ] — | ———— =

45 4% 35 A% 12 1% 1 1% 1 1% n 107 100%

43 0% 38 A% 11 0% ] 4% 1 1% v} [ 107 100%
PR SR A s 1 = il T e b o w0 e - o o

|

54 B61% 25 2% 5 5% z 2% 2 % o | 107 100%

53 B% 3 IH 5 5% # 2% 2 P o 107 100

43 0% 27 25% 3 Ex ) 1 | 1% i 0 107 100

14 13% 12 11% 1 1% 1] i ] 4% 5 5% 107 | 100

|
=SNG [N | CR P AN s [P LR o S

45 43% 38 | 36% 5 % i 1% 3 % 1 1% io7 100

SRR S U SR | N PRl T AN SSRGS i

31 sl a7 4% a ™ 5 L i 4% 1 1% 107 1007
. RN | N— N SN E— e =g ” - - : e o A

46 3% 35 | 3% 5 5 4 o 5 S% i io07 1007

|
K CU— I L. W — _— — - | - S— —_—

31 2% 51 A9% i6 15% 2 % o | a 107 1007

6 E% 16 15% 2] 4% 1 1% 59 BA4% ] 5] 107 1005

EE] Fa L 29 | 2% 5 B 2 T 26 24% 4 d% 107 100%:
e __:r__ 3 2 e | d Sk viteec]

53 £0 35 3% 4 4% 1 % V] 0 107 100%
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Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
the national school survey

ﬂ‘ g{?rﬁ FItIiSSi{]ﬂ

™ Walsall
Survey Queastion
Very Good Good Satisfactory Poor Very Poor Unabile to comment No answer TOTAL
ection C: Facilitating Access to Services in
€1: The darity of service specification | oo i ¥ - e | R T
for services offered by your LEA B | o e | ’ 12 2 . o |
L. PR A . (T NS PN (ST (NPT T N - - ' U [
CZ: Your LEA's support to make you | : T
an affective purchaser of traded services, 5 | % 25 7% 49 A5% 22 MM% 5 =1 1 1% [1] | 107 | 100%
|whether from the LEA or from external providers | . - R R SR SR N R S S . | :
C3: Tha guality of financial support and advice 12 11% 28 6% 43 | A% 15 4% 3 3% ] % o | 107 [ 1%
] 1
- — e e e e o L = - | - -
| | |
C4: Tha quality of payroll services 16 15% 51 A% 27 25% 3 EL 1 1% a A% o | 107 o0
|
C5: The quality of professional ; | " i
L 2% F) 3% 1 15% 3 I 1] 7 5 L1 107 100%
personnel advica and casawork | i . i
C6: The quality of building ] o p 1608
e nevine Beriies 5 5% 33 3% 45 43% 15 5% 3 3% 3 3 1 J L] 107
C7: The guality of programming and [ * |
ot B T 18 7% 437 A% 16 154 4 | 4% 8 1T% 1 1% 107 | 100%
management of building projects i gl - i (e i s S e !___ R Tarnnaaie i S
i [ {
C8: The quality of technical support for ICT a3 % 46 43% 26 24% 2 % o L1} | a 107 1 100%
e ; } = bk RIS L Y RS Tl RS ARt S, N pas s b T 2 |
C9: The quality of the faclilties [ [ [
managemant services; cleaning, grounds 5 5% 4 | 2% 52 AT 15 14% 3 % [ B 2 T 1wy | 10k
malntenance and caretaking Sl oo e e SRTICRSE S S Yy [ [t
C10: The quality of the catering service 5 5% 17 16% 43 3k 17 6% 10 H 15 4% 1 1% 107 100
C11: Overall, how good Is your LEA'S [ ' e : S T e e T
capacity to facilitate access to high quality B 6% 30 20% 57 | 5% 9 a% i 1% 4 % 1] 107 100
services? ]
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comimission 3. Percentage analysis the national school survay
Analysia of responsss rome All schools maintained by the aulhority

Walsall
Survey Queastion
Very Good B Satisfactory Poor Very Poor Unabla to comment No answer TOTAL

Section D: Access/Promoting Social Inclusi

| ]
D1: The effectiveness of your LEA's 4 | i |
¥ % k1) 6% 45 42% 4 4% 1 1% a % ] | 2% 107 100%
planning of school places : |
D) Thee Iranaparancy cf your: LEA'S & it a7 25% 40 ) 15 14% 3 ) 13 | 1 3 3% 107 100%
assel managemsent planning process {
o i b s SRS L3 SRANCLAEE i s N ¥ ¢ 1
] |
D3: The effectiveness of your LEA's : F - . "
" 16% 3% 1% | 7% 1% 5 5% 10 | 100
co-ordination of the admissions process w ' A A ! I ! v ! |
D4: The affectiveness of your LEA's . ! :
14 13% 54 Bt 28 6% 9 § 4% 1 1% 1 1% o 107 100,
support for promoting pupll attendance | i
D5: Your LEA"s management of the F
% g 18% a4 2% 11 10% 1 1% ¥ % o 107 100%
procedures for re-admission of excluded puplls 2 b |
EEFC/ e (N AN| I S 15— |
D6&: The effectiveness of your LEA's 4 - 2 |
1% 2% 5% 15% 2% 2 21% 2% 107 108
suppart for gifted and @lented pupils B | : = 2L 16 : 3 :
B e ke i SRR : - . S SoF k- PR MY 4 EENSERE - SRR . ISR - Ca . S | PPN S . P o A——
D7: The affactivanass of LEA support | |

for meeting tha needs of pupliis with 7 T 19 16% 3 | 2% 9 2% ] a1 frL ] 1 1% 107 100%

English as an additional language : : SRR e i it et o b E SESRT SNSRI it A ' Rt ST - Y. £t SN
DB: The effectiveness of LEA support

toar meeating tha needs of puplis from 5 ik 19 | 18% 37 L] 10 5% 1 1% 35 1% o | 107 100,
| minority ethnic groups, refugees and Travellers S . i =) PO L MOV | EVUTS | 'Sy " | R TN | | S | (.| S . |
] 1

D&: The effecthveness of LEA support | %% FEen g AR | i
Tor looked-after children ’ e u L e | 6 1 z % a7 ] 107 %
PLOT T STPScHives Aat oF LEA g B% &l 9% 43 % 4 % 1 1% 18 18% o 107 100%
support for combating racism
D11: The effectiveness of LEA support

q B% 43 4% 42 A% 7 % 2 2% 4 4% n 107 100
for child welfare and protection
D12: The affectivensss of LEA support i "

i ] 28 6% 54 v ] in i 4 4% 4 4% 1 1% 07 100
for health and safety in your school : |
D13: The reliability of home to school 3 o 14 5% 14 139 3 % z 7% 1.3 % 4 A% 107 | 0%
transport | [
i 2] : £ e [ ey e ! .
D14: Overall, how well does your LEA promole | | ; |

i0 T 32 % 51 0% & % 1 1% 4 4% i A% 107 100
access to education and social Inclusion? | :
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Walszall Schools' views of their LEA 2004:
3. Percenlage analysis the naticnal school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

=
)
g
=

ssion

o

om

Walsall
Survey Question
Very Good Good Satisfactory Poor Vary Poor Unable to commant Mo answer TOTAL

Section E: Special Educational Needs

asseszments of pupils with SEN are made

El: The quality of your LEA's SEN strategy 16 15% 45 A7% 41 8% 2 2% 3 % o [1] 107 10,
E2: Your LEA's planning of SEN provision | i

10 | a% 41 30% an 6% 10 2% 4 4% 2 2% 1 1% 107 100
to meat idantified neads |
B¢ Tiie et aliyciir. LR A twMonidw % a8 5% 35 % 7 ™ 3 ET 3 3% 1 % 107 100%
for the deployment of SEN funding i i L b !
E4: The effidency with which statutory 0 [ 31 20 43 o 28 25 10 o 5 i i 1% 17 A

ES: Your LEA's Eﬁcl:tivu'.l;e-..:: _jn-_
developing your school's capacity 3 s 30 Lo 39 ik 23 2% 4 B% 2 2% 1 1% 107 100%
o meat the needs of pupils vith SEN '

E&:Your LEA's effectiveness in monitoring 3 3% 1E 17 48 e a5 | 298 8 T4 P | A% i Frm 107 100%

the progress of pupils with SEN at your school [

E7: The effectivencss of I:ﬂ‘lil:hg support g (R s R T i e =

[The effectiveness of the LEA's services to B & 6% ) 5% a | B 4 a4 & | e 3 % 107 1005

support the learning of pupila with the full ramge 2 2 " | | |

of SENT L I S || IR S S— - I ST : - . A S SRR i | DSt et | S e
T I

EZ: The effectiveness of behaviour support 4 4% 13 2% 31 ! 28% il 2d 14 13% 16 15% 3 =L 107 I 100%

E9: The effectiveness of educational 5 5% 27 5% 54 | mow 198, 4 [ A% q a% i [ 1% 107 | 100%

psychology support | 1

E10: Owverall, how good is your LEAS % 3 e ' | 5% 15% 4 % 1 e 1 1% 107 | i0o%

capacily to support special educational needs? & : w2 | [

Fage 39 of 64



h‘ audit. . Walsall Schools’ views of thelr LEA 2004:
comrmission 3. Percanlage analysia the national school suney
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Walsall

Survey Question
Very Good Good Satisfactory Poor Vary Poor Unabla to comment No answer TOTAL

Section W ﬂ_uEﬁ.lil.'J-ﬂ-S specific to Wales

Wi: The effectivanass of the LEA's arrangaments
for securing access to Welsh madivm education

Wi‘. fl‘bﬂq_l..l-hil.fﬁl“‘ll‘.'__'g-_“ — ﬁ-i-r—t?'e—---- - —- -——; e = e —f—— --—--!-- — ——h— —r--— —_— = -
1
1

Welsh language to meest the varied needs of L] | a L] | a
v,ﬂ_ﬂqm Users | | 1

W3: How affectively the LEA secures Walsh- | o | e | -
medium curriculum support for schools : | '
Ll i 1 ! |
Wa: The effectiveness of the LEA In supporting | | | ¢ |
the delivery of ¥ Cwricwiwm Cymreig | | [
VTR TS DO WO (e CER TS DT v T |
reprasant schools' interests in the local
Community Coundil for Education and Training
£ g, e U R e P L 1 R
Wi The effectivensss of the LEA s assessment of
and provision for pupils with SEN through the L+
mediwm of Welsh
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commission 3. Percentage analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

F“ audit. Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
™

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%

Section A: LEA Strategy
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the national school survey

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004

Walsall LEA
3. Percentage analysis
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority
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A b

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%
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commission 3. Percentage analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

V“ ﬂlldit. Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
[

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%
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comiImissIon 3. Percentage analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

ﬁ‘ audit Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
™

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%
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COmmissIon 3. Percentage analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

F“ audit Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
™

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%
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Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
the national school survey

-—

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%
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Section W: Questions specific to Wales
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107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of 82%
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Walsall

4, Longiudinal aralysis
Analysiz of respongas from: All sehools maintained by the authority

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004

the nati

ional school survey

Survey Question

Squane ackets [ ] indicate diffierent
queshion text for Wales

Section A: LEA Strategy

Al: The effectivensss of the leadership
provided by senior ﬂl‘ﬂcm

AZ: The effectiveness of the leadership
provided by electad mcmben'-

Ad3: The relevance of your LEA's priorities
to your school

Ad: The quality of your LEA's strategic
planning for school Improvemant,
including the EDP

[ESFP]

AS: Thn effactiveness of ynur L!A s
Implementation of its strategic plans

for school improvement

AB: The effectivensss of your LEA's
communication with your school

AT: The extent to which schools Influance
LEA policies/ piansf pmmdura

A8: Your LEA's consultation on the
planning and review of the ::ll.'ll:,ul.iol‘l 'budget
A9: The educational ratlonala behind
the school Tundllng formula

AlD: The effectiveness of LEA supp-nrt
to schools in bidding ﬁnr external grants

ALll: Your LEA's effectiveness in
ancouraging schools to work together

your school in applying the principles of Best
Value

raread
ALl3: Your LEA's suppnrl: for the recruitment
and retention of taachers

Ald: The effectivensss of your LEA‘E- strabegy
for managing information and data

A15: The effectiveness of electronic
communication between achools

andl the LEA

A16: The Education service’s effactivanass

in working in partnership with other Councll
departments and with external agenclas
ALF: The quality of your LEA's support for the
dewalopment of the schools forum

[HFAT

AL18: Overall, how good is your LEA'S
capacty to develop and implement strategy?

RLET TUG CEM S ETTECIF e ress 1 SUpiporommg |

Walsall
Summer Summear
Summer 2003 Summer 2004
2003 average| standard | 2004 sveragae|  standard %% Change
[ previouws deviation [currant doeviation {Pravlous - Current)
sUrvey) [previows: survey) {current
sUrvey) sUrvey)
2.47 0.83 1.87 0,78 15%% Battar
3,83 0,70 2.88 081 24%0 Better
2.84 0.86 2.26 0, 7% 15%s Battar
2.62 0, B4 2.19 Q.79 11%% Batter
281 0.77 231 | o081 150 Batter
2.50 .76 .18 097 % Batter
3.06 0.83 2.42 0,84 16%e Eathar
2.97 0.8% 2.30 0.86 17%0 Batier
354 0Bz 231 0.82 31%h Better
3.78 0.54 3.09 12 17 % Batter
| RS ot | S P St
292 .60 2.26 .90 16046 Batter
324 .74 2.60 16%s Better
4 I B | e

a.09 089 2,74 D481 9% Betiar
2.89 0,74 2.49 0.88 10%a Bether
.49 0,6% 2.53 0.55% =1%o Worse
3.29 .86 2.72 0.71 14%% Batter
297 .66 2.15 079 21% Batter
2.82 .77 2186 .40 16% [ Belter

38

1 TN |

35

4

ai

Pravious Currant sampla
sample size sz

[rumber of [number of
schoods which | schools which
answared tha answerad the

fquastion} fuestion]

(11

a9

107 !

106

105

107

Statistical Test (t-test) of significance
bt B
145 -5.05 Significant
§ iia -13. 88 ;g;m:_m
a 145 B, 4% - Significant 1
143 AT Significant
138 | -sBE - slq;;r;;m_ i
145; ___I- .:.3:3_-“_. N ;’g:ﬂﬂtll‘ll
N 139 A -B.94 -S;;n;limnl
14 1" -E.El-ﬁ_ N ;gr;l-l;'nt
136 -17.60 Sighincant__
126 | 760 - Significant
- I44__-- _"-_-9.30 - -_-"“5-|1:l'ﬂ_ﬂﬂll'lt
| e | opnee
1za 3 :.?l o SI.;'IIfI_clnt
143 -5.97 - Significant
1.4: - .58 ]
- “H:c:;- -7,55 Sighir.i;;.t__
= 126 B _--_1:;2 Significant
| 73-3.__ -? -‘J.B-l- BB Significant
| -
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Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the autharily

Survey Question Walsall Statistical Test (t-test) of significance
Summar Buimirmer Previous  [Current sample
Summear 2003 Surmimer 2004 sampla size size
Sgquare brackels [ | indicale different 2003 average| standard | 2004 average| standard %o Change [rumber of [number of Total Samphe T-Test o T
queshion text for Wales (previous deviation {current deviation [Previous - Currant) schoods which | schools which Size calculation -
survey} {pravious survey ) (current answered the answerad the
survey ) suREy) quistion] question)
Section B: Support for School Improvement
Bi: The clarity of your LEA's definition of
monitoring, support and intervention 84 076 i.28 0.77 Significant
B2: Your LEA"s knowledge and
uMmmm“g of wur sehaal .64 0.83 1.31 0.50 B Bestter 36 106 1432 4.5 | Significant
B3: Your LEA's 'El'factpwanm Iu chalhanqhﬂn [ i o
your scheol to perform better 2.54 0.78 221 0,78 8% Battar 35 105 140 | -5.05 Significant
|B4: Your LEA's support to develop 1 o T E T R L [ T
sall-management (including seif-evaluation) 2.65 077 2.38 .84 T | Better 34 | 106 140 | 4,37 Signiticant
lin your scheol SN : 2 R L g 1 ol |
B5: Your Lﬂsmppmlnde»\lelbpk‘ly ' | -
leadership and managemant skills .78 .83 2.48 0,84 B | Battar k' | 106 142 ] Significant
In your school EnEN— E— ! S S — L = e
B&: Your LEA'S support to develop . 1 |
“,,a affectiveness of your governing body 3.31 0.95 2188 0,93 189 . Battar 36 106 142 411 | Significant
AR SO SR e R e i A et o T 4 S S seoE T e - o
| ! ! |
B7: Your LEA's support Tor literacy 2.43 .78 2.21 0.86 5y | Betber 35 | 105 140 316 | Significant
B&: Your LEA's support for numeracy 2.54 : (LAS .35 0.8a2 5% Beatber 35 105 140 -2.70 | Eignificant
ST bR S EELE | P R | v SRRt L i P A J i
B9: Your LEA's support for 1CT | .
in the o fum 1.83 : LGl 2.03% 0.47 -5 Worse 36 107 143 [ 3.19 Significant
Sh L X RV O | SR | s — = |
B10: Your LEA's support Tor raising ] "
attainment at Key Stage 3 173 | .79 .29 079 12% Baller 11 i3 44 -4,08 Significant
B11: The effectiveness of your LEA'S i il Ten M 5 [
sq:pnrt for the professional .72 .68 237 0.a0 Dy Better 32 103 135 -5.48 Significant
welopment of teachers, includingwots | | 20 | 000000000 I | (N S| B
nu The quality of your LEA's
financial information, including 3.20 0.96 2868 085 148 Botter 35 102 137 -6.65 Significant
comparative data = S el = Afens ! - =l ‘ e
B13: Your LEA's support to your | =
school Tor using pupil performance 3.06 0.51 3.44 091 155, Battar 35 102 | 137 g 435 Significant
dala to secure school improvemeant B e e | (= |
| |
B14: Tha effectiveness of your LEA's
3.08 0,86 i | =
arrangaments for dissaminating good practics i 277 0.85 7% Better 36 107 143 [ 4.04 Slgnificant
B15: Your LEA's support for 14-18 education 3.22 0,67 2.BB 0.54 o Balter G [ v 41 | -2.81 Significant
[ - L — !
B16: Your LEA'S support Tor early years education 2.52 0.82 248 | 0.87 1% Better 25 T 102 | -0A47
i . B o L S = p— I -
B17: Overall, how gulnd is your LEA'S | |
eapacity Lo su ool 1 2 2.68 0.68 2.30 | 078 L0 Batter 3 107 141 | -6.14 Significant
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4. Longitudinal analysis
Analysiz of responses from; All schoola maintained by the authority

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:

the nationa

I sehool survey

Survey Question

Square brackets [ ] ingicate different
question text for Wales

Section C: Facilitating Access to Services in

Ci: The clarity of service specification

Tor services offered by your LEA

C2Z: Your LEA's support to make you

an effective purchaser of traded services,
whether from the LEA or from external providers

C3: Tha quality of Minancial support and advice

Cdr The quality of payroll services

C5: The quality of professional
|per-£m-nnal advice and casework

C6: The quality of building
maintenance services

CF: The quality of programming and
management of building projects

CE: The quality of technical suppert for ICT

£9: The quality of the facilities
manag t services; cf ing, groumnds
maintenance and caretaking

C10: The quality of the catering service

C11: Overall, how good Is your LEA's
capacity to facilitate pccess to high quallty

services?

Walsall Statistical Test (t-test) of significancea
1
| Bummer Summear Pravious Currant :amph!
Summer | 2003 Summar 2004 sampla slza siza i
2003 averaga, standard | 2004 average|  standard %o Change [number of [numberof | Total Sampla T=Tast o, Tast
{previous deviation {current devlation {Previous - Current) schools which | schools which Size calculation
survay) | {previous survmy ) [curment answered the answered the
| survay) sUrvey ) question] question] |
|
3.086 .63 2.67 | 0.8z 10% Batter 36 107 143 -B. 36 Significant
3.26 .75 297 0.91 T Balter 34 106 | 140 -4.19 Significant
|
271 0.83 2.69 | 087 185 Battar 0,28
249 .66 2.20 | a.ve &% Batter 34 94 132 378 Significant
2.76 .90 1.98 0.7z 19% Battar 33 oo 133 11.09 Significant
- ST L i ol el ol g e I Al ke o oy o
2.94 | 0.ye 2.80 0.a7 4% Batter 34 103 137 | -2.07 Significant
1 |
2.83 .74 2.89 096 1% Baltter 3a L4 L1B -0.60
e e =i,
1.89 | .71 1.97 .79 =% Waorse 35 107 143 1.32
2.59 hGGE 2.87 084 -7 Wioras 34 o9 133 4.35 | Slgnificant
2.91 .77 311 1.02 -50 Waorgs i3 o1 124 2.54 Significant
3.03 .58 2.70 .75 8% Batter 34 103 137 -5.87 | Significant
S ias L NS P
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4. Longitudinal analysis
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authorily

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:

the national

school survey

Sunmey Question

Square brackets [ ]| indicate different
question toxt for Wales

Section D: AccessfPromoting Social Inclusi

D1: The effectiveness of your LEA's
planning of school places

D2 The transparency of your LEA's
asset managamant planning process
D3: The effectivanass of your LEA's
co-ordination of the admissions process
Dad: The effectiven=ss of your LEA's
support for promoting pupil attendance

D5: Your LEA'S management of the
proceduras lor re-admission of excluded pupils

D8: The effectiveness of your LEA's
support for gifted and talented pupils

0O7: The effectivensss of I.El.suppnrt
for meeting the needs of pupils with
English as an additional language
D8: Tha affactivaness of LEA support
for meating the neads of pupils from

minarity ethnic groups, refugees and Travellers

D0: The affectiveness of LEA support
Tor looked-alter children

D10: The affectivenass of LEA
support for combating raclsm

D11: The alfectiveness of LEA support
for child wellare and protection

D12: The effectiveness of LEA support
for health and safety in your school

D13: The reliabllity of home to school
transport

el MR LR I e R T - e L

D14: Dveradl, how well does your LEA promote
accass to education and soclal Incluslon?

Walsall Statistical Test (t-test) of significance
I
Summer | Summer Previous | Current sample
Summer 2003 Summer | 2004 sample slza slze
2003 average  standard | 2004 average  standard % Change [ruember of [number af Total Sample T-Test
[ previous deviation [current ; deviation (Previous = Current) schools which | schools which Size calculation
BuUrvey) [previous survey) | [current answered the anawenad Lhe
surey ) survey) questionf lsetion]
on
|
.94 085 2.51 .74 11% Balter i 56 127 6.03 |
322 [ER: 2.80 0.91 11% | Balter 27 41 118 5.35
. i A— L —_— | TS S| ERSNSITLY o S
|
2.65 0.75 238 | 087 T Better 3 1oz 133 -1.15
o WA | ] : ] I 1
| | [
3.26 ' 1.06 2.33 085 23%y Better 3 | 106 ! 137 -11.44
| | |
| B — = - =l
3.50 i .94 2.82 051 1750 Better 14 (it} | &2 -7.02 |
e I | ey SR EeE =l VLT WP S~ 1
1
2.17 . 0.7 .89 I 0,83 T Battar 24 | a2 106 -3.58
i 1
i -t ] 1 — | - =S I IO
.89 | 0,5y .64 | 0.B5 5% Bettar 1B i 1] & -2, 64 |
I S — _I_.._ ........... [ —— S— I
|
3.00 | 0,79 2.786 | 0.B3 % Better 17 12 ag -2.75
I e S : |
| i - ey B
3.27 0.94 2.84 | 0.8 11%a Better .y I a0 102 -4.85 |
| |
| ! e P ——
2.83 0.64 2.51 0.7 B% Better 24 | a8 112 -4.81
o o = -2 e 1 e o R e S e A T e Sl e S L.
[ [ [
| |
3.06 | D095 2.51 | 0.83 14%a Better < ¥, 103 135 -7.19
1
| | PR
3.09 | 0.83 278 | 0.85 Bo Better 34 12 136 -4.22
I VIS N | M e . —
.42 i 1.16 2.69 0.93 1850 Botber 1 35 47 -4.61
4 ! | . -
312 | .81 .55 0.7 1450 [ Betbar 34 99 133 -8.28
|
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4, Longiludinal analysis
Analysiz ol responses frome All schocls maintained by the authority

Schools’ views of

their LEA 2004:

the national school survay

Survey Question

| Square brackets [ ] Inaicate diferent
cpurestion texl for Wales

Section E: Special Educational Neads

El: Tha gquality of your LEA's SEN stratagy
E2: Your LEA'sS planning of SEN provision
to meet identified neads

E3: The clarity of your LEA"s rationale
for the deployment of SEN Tunding

E4: The efficiency with which statutory
assassmants of pupils with SEN are made

ES5: Your LEA's affectivencss in
developing your school's capacity
to meat the needs of pupils with SEN

EG:¥our LEA's effectivensss in monitoring
the progress of pupils with SEN at your school

E7: The effectiveness of learming support

[The effectivemess of the LEA's services to
supgport the learning of pupils with the full ramgea
ol SENT = S ]

E8: Tha affectiveness of behaviour support

E9: The effectiveness of educational
psychology supporl

E10: Overall, how good is your LEA"S

capacity to support special educational needs?

Summer
2003 average
{previous

3.65

3.62

.84

3.54

3153

3.69

Summer
2003
standard
deviation

[previous
sSuFey)

0.7

0.7

075

035

.94

.78

Walsall
Summer
Summer 2004
2004 average  standard
{ourrent deviation
survey) {eurrent
aurvey)
236 0.B6
2.59 0,93
247 n.ar
3.27 0.50
3os 0.99
317 0.91
2.50 0.93
338 1.06
2.82 0,86
2.86 088

% Change
{Previous - Current)

26%% Batter
22%, Better -
30%n - Batter
[ ——
| beww |

T ave | s
B Batter
4‘;«- Batter
18% ae;u;r

- |
219 Botter

Previous
sample slze
[number of
schools which
answerad the
guestion]

32

33

32

33

EL]

a4

Statistical Test (t-test) of significance

Current sample
slza
[rumber of Total Sample T-Tast
schoals which Slza calculation e
answered the
questien] |
oy | 139 -15.82 Significant
104 137 12.54 Significant
103 135 -17.15 Significant
101 134 -6.8% Significant
| |
104 | 138 -5.04 Significant
102 136 -6.0% Signilicant
= L S S
11 120 -2.79 | SigniTicant
! BE 112 -2.01 Signilicant
103 133 8,22 Significant
105 137 -11.72 Significant
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COmMmission 4, Longitudinal analysis the national school survey
Aralyais of responsss from: All schools malndained by the authorily

Survey Question Walsall Statistical Test (t-test) of significance
| Summar Summar Previous Current sample
Summear | 2003 Summer 2004 sample siza siza |
Squrare brackeds [ ] indicate differant 2003 average| standard | 2004 everage| standard % Change [nurmiber of [number of | Total Sample T-Test Bt Teat
guestion text for Walkes (previous el ation [cusrrant daviation [Previous - Current) schools which | schools which | Size calculation o
survay} (previous BUrVey) {currant ; answerad the | amswered the |
survey) survey) furestion] questioa]

Section W: Questions specific to Wales

Wi The effectiveness of the LEA'S arrangements | | |
for securing access to Welsh medium education | |
e 'I1'|n.;:||.|=.l.ttjl:.|:-|i e T T Do g e e oo SN A L o ieee o S N I Tru— i = . -

Welsh language to meet the varied needs of | L1]
different users

W3: How effectively the LEA secures Welsh-
madium curriculum support for schools

W4 The effectivenass of the LEA in supporting
the dallvery of ¥ Cwricwlvwm Cymreig

WEOT TINE ERTETNC LU WIRCTT L DEETEs DT ane 1o 1
represent schools” interasts in the lecal a
Community Councll for Education and Training
W6: The effectiveness of the LEA's assasament of
and provision for puplls with SEN through the Lt
edium of Welsh
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commission 4. Longitudinal analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

F(‘ audit. Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
N

This indicates that the score from the current survey is
statistically significantly petter than the score from the The response rate for the Summer 2003 survey was 29%
previous survey

If the current survey ba
Is blug

This indicates that the score from the current survey is
R S I M IR sLatistically significantly worse than the score from the The response rate for the Summer 2004 survey was 82%
previous survey

Section A: LEA Strategy
= w
{%1_ ?Liv&}r qugstmn M pont il RS Pabes oRE NB. Square brackets [ indicate diffarent current question fext for Wales .
[
z |
= i
L |
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4. Longitudinal analysis
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

MISSION

i

4 ko

The response rate for the Summer 2003 survey was 29%

The response rate for the Summer 2004 survey was 82%

statistically significantly better than the score from the

This indicates that the score from the current survey is
previous survey

If the current survey bar

This indicates that the score from the current survey is

IR =R =lal W ST EN Ll statistically significantly worse than the score from the

|1 Summer 20

previous survey

03 average (previous survey) OSummer 2004 average {(current survey}

Support for School Improvement

m
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=
ol
L
@
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Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority
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Date of survey:

Summer 2004

Name of LEA:

Walsall

Phase of school:

All schools maintained by the authority

Date of previous survey:

Summer 2003

‘All schools' Response rate for previous survey: 259%
Total no of schoofs in LEA: 130
Number of schools of this phase which responded: 107

Country:

England




Walsall LEA
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

29%
82%
82%
Al participating authorities in England



107 out of 130 schools responded fo the survey, a response rate of 82%



