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Inspection Report Walsall Local Education Authority

Summary

Introduction

The Metropolitan Borough of Walsall in the Black Country is a mixture of urban,
suburban and rural communities. The population has declined in the last ten years.
The percentage of the school population from minority ethnic groups is well above
the national average. Although there are areas of affluence, there is considerable
deprivation. Rates of unemployment, teenage pregnancy and crime are all above
the national averages and very low levels of post-16 qualifications present
challenges to the council and schools.

Standards of attainment in schools, at all key stages, are consistently below national
averages although against similar authoritiest the picture is more mixed.
Nevertheless, there has been a steady rise in standards over the last four years
although not fast enough to make a significant difference to the gap with national
averages.

As a result of the last Ofsted inspection, the Secretary of State for Education and
Skills directed that all education services should be outsourced to address the
weaknesses in the performance of the LEA. The council has now entered into a
contract with Serco Ltd, which, as Education Walsall, serves as the council’s
education department.? In restructuring education services, there have been some
new appointments and redefinition of roles for existing staff. There have also been
some significant changes within the council. It adopted a leader and cabinet
constitutional arrangement in May 2002 and, following local elections in May 2004, a
new administration was formed with the Conservatives in overall control.

! The Metropolitan Borough of Walsall LEA’s statistical neighbours are : Bolton, Wolverhampton,
Coventry, Oldham, Tameside, Kirklees, Stoke on Trent, Rochdale, City of Derby, City of Bristol.

2 Throughout this report the term ‘officer’ refers to those employees of Serco Ltd, who as Education
Walsall, are regarded as ‘managers’ by the council.
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Main findings

Summary: Walsall local education authority (LEA) is now highly satisfactory. There has
been good progress in a short time and, in partnership with the council, Education Walsall
has transformed the majority of education functions to a position where all are satisfactory
or better. There is now a sense of common purpose amongst elected members, officers
and schools. All are committed to improving the education service. The trust, support and
confidence of schools have been fully restored as a result of good leadership by senior
officers. The strategy for improving education is good and there are emerging strengths in
the strategy for pupils with special educational needs and the promotion of social inclusion.
There is a commitment to continuous improvement based on partnership work, robust
approaches to monitoring, evaluation and performance management. There is a close
correlation between the LEA’s own evaluation and the outcomes of this inspection. The LEA
knows that much remains to be done. Some plans and intentions, while focused and
appropriate, have been articulated only recently and are not fully implemented. Attainment
at all key stages requires improvement and further efforts are needed if the LEA is to meet
its own aspirations to make all schools excellent. The progress made to date indicates that
the LEA has good capacity for further improvement.

Areas of strength Areas of weakness/for development

Corporate leadership of education

e Leadership of senior officers e Consistency and quality of team planning

e Schools confidence in and support for corporate
and educational leadership

e Arrangements for consultation and decision-making

Strategy for education and its implementation

e Strategy for school improvement e Levels of attainment consistently remain below
e Definition of monitoring, challenge and intervention national averages in all key stages
o Intervention in underperforming schools e The effectiveness of the LEA in discharging asset
o Effectiveness of the LEA in relation to admissions to management planning
schools » Development of school autonomy
e High level of surplus pupil places in primary schools
in particular.
Support to improve education in schools
e Support for information and communication e The provision for gifted and talented children
technology o Limited information to schools on service standards
e Support for school governors  Information for schools about alternative service
e Assuring the supply and quality of teachers providers
¢ Planning and provision of personnel services
Support for special educational needs
e Strategy for SEN and inclusion e Evaluation of impact of the SEN strategy on pupils’
e The role of special schools in outreach work learning and achievement
Support for social inclusion
e Provision for, and attainment of, looked after e Monitoring of racial incidents

children

e Co-operative multi-agency working
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Recommendations

Key recommendations

The strategy for school improvement and its implementation: Further build and promote schools’
capacity to manage and improve themselves and reduce their dependence on the LEA.

Asset management planning: Produce and implement a properly funded plan to improve the condition of
school buildings with measurable targets to reduce the backlog of repairs.

Other recommendations
Corporate leadership of education

Strategies to promote continuous improvement, including Best Value: Ensure that all team plans are
consistent in quality, include resource allocations and have clear success criteria.

Strategy for education and its implementation

Providing school places: Finalise and implement a strategy to reduce surplus capacity in primary schools,
taking full account of the condition and suitability of school buildings.

Support to improve education in schools

Support for gifted and talented pupils: Establish and implement an action plan to expand the support for
gifted and talented pupils to all schools.

Planning, provision, effectiveness and value for money of services to support school management

o Provide schools with service standards and performance information on the management support services
they receive from Education Walsall and the council.

. Develop, in partnership with schools and other service providers, an extended range of suppliers from
whom these services can be procured.

) Provide schools with improved access to information and communication on the LEA’s website.

Support for special educational needs

Support for social inclusion

Provision for pupils educated other than at school: Develop and implement an LEA-wide system of
managed moves for pupils.

Promoting racial equality: Ensure that all schools return racial incident reports in the specified timescale and
that racial incidents are reported formally to elected members.
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Section 1: Corporate leadership of education

Summary table of judgements

7 6 5 4 3 2 1

The effectiveness of corporate planning for the education of children and i ‘ ; i * : :
young people ! !

| | | | |
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The implementation of corporate planning for education | 3 0| | |

| | | | | |

| | | | | |

The effectiveness of LEA decision-making | »e ! !

1 T T 1 | |

| | | | | |

The extent to which the LEA targets resources on priorities | | “‘ : :

| | | | |

The extent to which the LEA has in place effective strategies to promote | > ry | | |
continuous improvement, including Best Value ; | ; | : :

| | | | | |

The leadership provided by elected members (including quality of advice) b o | |
T T T 1 | |

| | | | | |

The quality of leadership provided by senior officers | * » :
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The bar represents the grade awarded to the LEA, the triangle represents the LEA’s self-evaluation grade, the vertical line represents the LEA’s
previous grade and the diamond represents the average grade of all LEAs inspected in the last year. 1 = Very Good, 2 = Good, 3 = Highly

Satisfactory, 4 = Satisfactory, 5 = Unsatisfactory, 6 = Poor, 7 = Very Poor.

Corporate planning for education and its implementation

1. In the last inspection, corporate leadership and management of education
were matters of serious concern.  Corporate planning was poor and the
implementation of corporate plans for education was very poor. There has been
significant progress since that time and corporate planning and its implementation
are now highly satisfactory.

2. The council has published an agreed, clearly defined and suitably ambitious
vision for the next five years based on wide consultation. Education is at the heart
of the vision and the key priority to ‘make our schools great’ includes four pledges
for which councillors have lead responsibility for the current year. Each pledge was
derived directly from major scrutiny or cabinet reports and reflects key objectives in
the strategic plans of Education Walsall. There is widespread understanding and
support for the vision and priorities. Financial planning ensures that the pledges are,
in the main, affordable and formal reports on progress are made every six months.
Current reports demonstrate that implementation is within the budget allocated and
meets the planned deadlines.

3. A clear planning framework has been established stating the relationship
between the vision, strategic planning, service planning and individual performance
planning. It is succinct and understood by all partners. In determining the strategic
choices for the next financial year, the council and senior officers have recognised
the need to align more explicitly the vision and pledges with the key plans and
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service plans of Education Walsall in order to bring about better coherence to
planning. Work is already in hand to achieve this.

4, A number of important factors account for the significant progress made in
Walsall since the last inspection. A learning executive group has been established
and acts as the strategic group for ensuring that corporate and key partner
contributions are co-ordinated. In addition, the Walsall Education Board (WEB) is an
effective group that includes councillors, key partners and stakeholders and performs
the important function of monitoring the strategic, and successful, partnership that
exists between Education Walsall and the council. Clarity on respective roles and
responsibilities, improved decision-making processes and good leadership by senior
officers has brought about improvements in education service delivery, which was
previously fragile. A steady rise in attainment and attendance and a reduction in
schools causing concern demonstrate the progress made. There is a determination
to bring about further, necessary improvement. Importantly, the trust and
confidence of schools in the leadership of councillors and senior officers have been
restored. Improved consultation and involvement in decision-making by schools and
partners have led to a sense of common purpose which makes the capacity for
further improvement highly promising.

5. Approaches to partnership work, monitoring and evaluation of service
provision and performance management have improved and are contributing well to
a culture of increased effectiveness and high expectations. Moreover, there has
been no reluctance in taking difficult decisions. Effective communication and
consultation have done much to maintain the support and commitment of schools
who are no longer cautious in their optimism. This is a significant achievement.

Decision-making

6. At the time of the last inspection the authority did not take decisions
effectively. There was a significant backlog of tasks competing for urgent attention
and the scrutiny function was weak. Rapid progress has been made in this area and
decision-making is now highly satisfactory.

7. The process includes detailed consultation with stakeholders. Consultation
with headteacher focus groups, monthly monitoring meetings with the cabinet
member, policy advice from the Walsall Education Board, early consideration of
cabinet decisions by the scrutiny and performance panel and regular briefings with
opposition elected members all contribute to more effective and transparent
decision-making. In particular, an elected member development programme has
been established and the scrutiny function has been re-designated as a scrutiny and
performance panel with an agreed annual forward plan. The panel has addressed
and contributed to improvement in matters related to looked after children, the 14-
19 strategy, attendance and behaviour.

8. The secure partnership between Education Walsall and the council has
ensured that the council operates with similar decision-making processes to a council
without formal intervention. Respective roles and delegated responsibilities are
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clearly understood enabling Education Walsall to make rapid decisions where
necessary. The council has taken difficult decisions within the last two years such as
school closures, the creation of the federated school, review of the funding formula
and the recently developed strategy for special educational needs (SEN) and
inclusion. All are evidence of the council taking a more strategic and timely
approach to decision-making than was the case two years ago.

Targeting of resources

9. This was previously unsatisfactory. Substantial progress has been made;
financial decisions are taken much more openly, and the allocation of resources to
priorities is now satisfactory.

10. Capital and revenue spending on education in 2004-05 fully reflects the
council’s pledge to increase investment in schools. All additional revenue funding
has been passed on to schools and a further £1 million has been added to the
budget with the explicit aim of raising standards in primary schools. Increases in the
School Formula Funding Share (SFFS) have been limited under current DfES funding
arrangements, so that the schools’ budget per pupil remains lower than the average
for similar authorities. However, the gap has narrowed significantly in comparison
with 2003-04. The council has been successful in attracting additional revenue such
as Neighbourhood Renewal Funding. It has been far less successful in attracting
additional capital funding to reduce the high level of maintenance backlog in schools
and to support the rationalisation of primary and special school provision.

11. As a result of thorough review, Education Walsall has re-aligned the use of
retained funding to support its priorities and those of schools. This has resulted in
improved resources to deal with behaviour support and reductions in the amounts
budgeted for strategic management. In total, the budgets for central functions are a
little lower than in similar authorities. Staff supported from centrally-controlled
budgets are deployed effectively to support those schools most in need. Budget
monitoring by the council and Education Walsall is rigorous.

12. In contrast to 2003-04, the current budget delegated to schools forms a
higher proportion of the schools budget than the national average and that for
similar authorities. The Schools Forum has taken a prominent role in reviewing the
school funding formula. Though not yet complete, the work undertaken so far has
brought far greater clarity and simplicity to aspects such as the delegation of funding
for SEN and premises. Schools are now much more positive about the educational
rationale behind the school funding formula.  Plans are already in place to review
the effectiveness of the formula changes at the end of the financial year.

13. The level of reserves held in schools’ budgets fell during 2003-04 to a little
over 6% of the budget allocation. A small minority of primary schools and about a
quarter of secondary schools carried forward deficits into 2004-05. However, about
40% of primary schools carried forward significant surpluses. Officers monitor and
challenge effectively the quality of resource management in schools. Appropriately,
Education Walsall requires those schools with significant balances to justify their
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positions. At least two-thirds of the schools with large surpluses have clear plans for
the use of their reserves, with many setting aside revenue funding to pay for
building projects.

Strategies to promote continuous improvement, including Best Value

14. This function was unsatisfactory at the time of the last inspection. Since
then, much has been done to improve performance management, and it is now
highly satisfactory. The council and Education Walsall have forged an effective
partnership based on shared values and objectives. Though a detailed contract
underpins the partnership, the document forms only a safety net and is not used
mechanistically as a basis for monitoring and performance. It is indicative of the
strength of this partnership that both parties have agreed that all bonuses and
penalties relating to the meeting of contractual targets should be re-invested in the
education service. This arrangement has already led to the provision of lap-top
computers for looked after children, for example.

15. There is a strong culture of continuous improvement within Education
Walsall. Its newly revised People Strategy links the performance of individual staff
directly to the achievement of objectives and to improvements in performance
indicators. There is a clear planning framework and review cycle, though there is
some variability in the quality of team plans, some containing too little reference to
resource requirements and success criteria. Managers review performance regularly,
reporting a wide range of national and local performance indicators to senior
managers, to elected members and the Walsall Education Board. The new climate
of trust within the authority has enabled much wider sharing of data and information
between schools and with elected members. The information is well used to analyse
performance and to set new objectives as necessary.

16. A Best Value review (BVR) of the council’s provision for looked after children
has resulted in significant improvement. Schools’ concern about the catering service
has contributed effectively to a review of the service. Education Walsall has itself
conducted a range of reviews that have adopted best value principles to tackle areas
of its work where performance has caused concern. In aspects of SEN provision, for
example, consultants have provided a good degree of external challenge and the
reviews have resulted in significant service improvements. Schools complete annual
best value statements to an agreed format that encourages them to challenge their
own performance and to use, self-critically, the wide range of benchmark
information provided for them.

Recommendation

. Ensure that all team plans are consistent in quality, include resource
allocations and have clear success criteria.
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Leadership by elected members and advice given to them

17. Elected members now provide highly satisfactory leadership where
previously it was poor. Councillors and senior officers of the council and Education
Walsall have more effective working relationships, a shared sense of purpose and
agreement about the priorities for improving the quality of education and social
inclusion. Education is central to the council’s five-year vision for the borough.
Continuity has been maintained following recent local elections although some
councillors responsible for education are new to their posts. Nevertheless, there is
widespread support and understanding of the priority for education and the four
pledges for the current year. Consequently, schools have increased confidence in
elected members and no longer see them as an impediment to progress.

18. Elected members are represented on the Walsall Education Board and are
appropriately informed about the progress of the strategic objectives. Key policy
decisions are also subject to planned and regular discussions at cabinet, scrutiny and
overview committee and the Walsall Education Board. In this way, elected members
make decisions in accordance with the direction of the Secretary of State for
Education and Skills and are able to monitor all aspects of performance.

Leadership by senior officers

19. At the time of the last inspection officers had to deal with extreme political
interference and were making slow progress in improving services. The leadership
of education services has been transformed over the last two years and it is now
good.

20. Central to the success is the strong and effective partnership between the
most senior officers of the council and those of Education Walsall. Respective roles
and responsibilities are clearly understood by schools and key partners. Through the
work of an able senior team, a shared commitment to school improvement and
inclusion has been established and communicated effectively. Officers have invested
considerable efforts in building relationships with schools and have achieved a good
balance between support and challenge. Trust and confidence have been fully
restored; officers and politicians listen to the views of schools, involve them in
decision-making, and consult and communicate effectively. A clear strategy for
school improvement and inclusion has been established which is informed by
comprehensive data. This is contributing to a sense of common purpose now
present in the borough and is evident in the steady rise in attainment, attendance
and in the reduction in the number of schools in formal categories of concern.

Strategic partnerships

21. Since the last inspection a clear framework for partnership arrangements has
been defined. It is well co-ordinated and informed by the objectives of the Walsall
strategic partnership. The framework has ensured that strategic and operational
partnerships are now highly satisfactory.
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22. Senior education officers have clear cross-cutting responsibilities in key
partnership groups, ensuring that there is education representation in, for example,
health and social care, the economic forum, the safer Walsall partnership and
community engagement. At this level, a learning executive group monitors the work
of the Walsall Education Board, the 14-19 strategic forum, the lifelong learning
alliance and, through the Children and Young People’s Strategic Partnership, the
Early Years and Childcare Partnership. This arrangement avoids duplication of
effort, resources are better deployed and progress monitored more efficiently.

23. Partnerships at operational levels, particularly in relation to school-based
partnerships, have benefited from the commitment made by senior officers. Schools
value the opportunity and encouragement to take a lead role in the dissemination of
best practice and supporting each other, especially in schools causing concern. In
addition, the use of specialist colleges, Beacon schools, the Excellence Cluster,
behaviour and attendance project groups and literacy initiatives has contributed to
demonstrable improvements in attendance, attainment and the performance of
schools.

Support for Early Years

24. Good progress has been made and the support for early years is now highly
satisfactory. This function was not inspected fully during the last inspection. Since
that time, five Sure Start programmes have been established and support has been
subject to an extensive review by Education Walsall. Support for early years is
prioritised in the Education Development Plan (EDP) and the Early Years
Development and Childcare Plan; it is also one of the council’s key pledges for
education in the vision for Walsall. Planning has secured a good understanding
between officers, partners and stakeholders about the priorities. The budget reflects
the priorities and, together with good leadership, accounts for the highly satisfactory
progress being made against targets. The Early Years Partnership is well supported
by Education Walsall and respective roles and responsibilities are clear and
understood.

25. Comprehensive data about the range and type of provision in each ward
have been developed, which are used to ensure a better balance of providers and
settings, particularly in the more deprived wards. Information for parents, overseen
by the parent forum, is both clear and informative. Additionally, guidance is
available for prospective providers, including a wide range of training opportunities.

26. Good quality guidance has been developed and published for all settings to
support curriculum planning, profiling, assessment and self-evaluation. Monitoring
by school improvement advisers shows that it is beginning to be used in most
maintained settings. However, no settings have yet been accredited with quality
assurance schemes and only half the number of settings targeted for accreditation
are working towards it. Arrangements to support young children with SEN are well
established through the multi-agency working in the ‘team around the child”
initiative.
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Support for 14-19 education

27. The support for 14-19 education is highly satisfactory. Education Walsall has
taken the lead in developing the local action plan and has set out a clear and shared
vision for improving 14-19 education, which is understood by schools and other
partners. A newly-appointed 14-19 strategy manager is responsible for its
implementation and he is well supported by senior officers and others in the 14-19
strategic partnership. The partnership has established a climate of co-operation in
which schools, other external agencies, training providers, the local learning and
skills council, and a college of further education work together to widen choice and
improve participation. Schools and other providers work together well to find local
solutions.

28. Challenging targets have been set for the reduction in the number of 16-
year-old school leavers not involved in employment, education or training. Schools
have been well supported in developing their Key Stage 4 curriculum to meet the
needs of different groups of pupils and there are sound plans to increase the range
and number of level 2 and level 3 courses available. No schools achieved fewer than
25% A*-C grades at General Certificate of Secondary Education (GCSE) or
equivalent in 2004 although standards of attainment remain below national
averages. GCE A level and other Level 3 course results are broadly average. While
the 14-19 action plan is in the early stages of its implementation, its good quality
means that the LEA is well-placed to bring about the necessary further
improvement.
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Section 2: Strategy for education and its implementation

Summary table of judgements
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The bar represents the grade awarded to the LEA, the triangle represents the LEA’s self-evaluation grade, the vertical line represents the LEA's
previous grade and the diamond represents the average grade of all LEAs inspected in the last year. 1 = Very Good, 2 = Good, 3 = Highly

Satisfactory, 4 = Satisfactory, 5 = Unsatisfactory, 6 = Poor, 7 = Very Poor.

The strategy for school improvement and its implementation

29. The strategy for school improvement is good and its implementation is
highly satisfactory. The main strength of the improvement since the last inspection
is that support for social inclusion and for the curriculum, teaching and learning,
have been successfully brought together. Increasingly, these separate elements are
becoming mutually reinforcing. The strategy builds effectively on the greatly
improved relations between Education Walsall and the schools.

30. The general principles of the strategy are sound and set out clearly. They
are based on the objective of closing the gap with national attainment and the belief
that schools are the chief agents of their own improvement. Attainment has
improved, and the school improvement priorities, selected on the basis of good data
analysis and up-to-date knowledge of the schools, reflect Education Walsall's
commitment to raising standards. To date, however, the gap has not closed
significantly and the ambitious attainment targets which have been missed for the
last two years are unlikely to be met in 2006. However, there has been striking
success in work with underperforming schools, based on knowledge of the schools
which enables support to be deployed effectively and there are currently no schools
requiring special measures

31. Each school receives a basic allocation of three days of monitoring and
support a year from its school improvement adviser (SIA). Although this basic
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allocation is relatively large, it is justified by the scale of improvement required and
the success of such intervention. It is likely to remain necessary until schools’
independence of Education Walsall becomes stronger. New procedures for the
deployment of support are to be implemented soon and these have the potential to
strengthen school autonomy. A school-focussed team, comprising support from the
SIA and other services is to be allocated to each school. This development is too
new to be properly assessed.

32. Building on the planned introduction of new and more rigorous school self-
evaluation, Education Walsall intends to involve the schools more extensively in the
assessment of their own needs for support, and this is likely to strengthen them as
agents of their own improvement. At present, too few are able to take on fully the
responsibility for their own improvement as envisaged in the strategy. These
changes are intended to reinforce the joint working of school improvement and
social inclusion services. They provide a good foundation for the expansion of the
Excellence Cluster, which currently serves a part of the borough and which is
scheduled to expand to the rest of the borough next year. The strength of the work
to date has been in bringing different elements of support for pupils together, for
example in the use of learning mentors.

33. School admissions arrangements are good and contribute to the strategy for
education by their smooth working, and particularly through their success in the
reintegration of excluded pupils. However, there is room for improvement in both
asset management planning and the provision of school places, both of which have
weaknesses in their strategic, and particularly financial, planning.

34. Taken as a whole, the strategy for school improvement is strong. There is
clear evidence of improvement since the last inspection and some evidence of the
outcomes of that improvement in the growing success of the education system.
There is good reason to have confidence in the capacity of the LEA, in partnership
with Education Walsall, to make further improvement in the implementation of the
strategy.

Recommendation

o Further build and promote schools’ capacity to manage and improve
themselves and reduce their dependence on the LEA.

The LEA’s monitoring, challenge and intervention in schools and the
targeting of support

35. The arrangements for monitoring, challenge, intervention, and support in
schools, have improved and are now good. Schools understand the arrangements
well. Each school is assigned to one of four categories, ranging from those which
need least support to those requiring most, because they have been identified by
Ofsted or by Education Walsall officers as causing particular concern. The system
for categorising them is robust because it is based partially on objective measures,
such as attainment, and partly on the specific circumstances of the school, for
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example a significant change in the intake of pupils. Headteachers know and have
agreed with the categories in which their schools have been placed. They also
believe that relationships with advisers have improved to the point that they are now
prepared to accept challenge by them in a way that would not have been possible
before.

36. Monitoring and challenging schools, combined with the use of data, are
highly satisfactory. Education Walsall knows its schools well and, with higher quality
data provision, is beginning to improve the process of setting targets. This year, for
the first time, schools will be able to set targets on an individual pupil basis and
make more informative comparisons and predictions by using externally produced
and validated analyses. These improvements have the potential to build a stronger
link between the target-setting process and schools’ planning for their own
improvement. This link has been weak in many schools until now.

37. Better use of data has improved the deployment of support to where it is
most needed. This is now done in a highly effective way, for example in a recent
initiative to improve the initial teaching of literacy. In addition to the support
deployed under Education Walsall’s system of categories, other sources of advice are
made available as necessary in order to sustain schools through a period of
improvement, for example, in coming out of the category of concern.

Effectiveness of the LEA’s identification of, and intervention in,
underperforming schools

38. The work to improve schools causing concern has become strikingly more
effective. It was unsatisfactory at the time of the last inspection and is now good.
There were nine schools either requiring special measures or having serious
weaknesses at the time of the last inspection. There are now only two. This
success is due to systematic and determined work and the SIAs’ knowledge of the
schools, which has enabled the early identification of problems. The project teams
set up when a school is identified as causing concern have used a broad range of
support and intervention, including the removal of delegated powers. Headteachers
view the processes favourably, though they judge that the planning of a school’s exit
from the category of concern is not made sufficiently explicit.

Asset management planning

39. This was satisfactory at the time of the last inspection. Since then, although
many aspects of asset management have improved, there has been only limited
progress in reducing the backlog of repairs to school buildings. Asset management
planning is satisfactory overall.

40. The previous inspection recommended urgent improvement to the poor
condition of the borough’s schools. The backlog is still among the highest 25% of
LEAs in England and many of the repairs need urgent action. There is clear ambition
to improve school buildings. The condition and capacity of all school buildings has
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been assessed and there are plans to determine their suitability more thoroughly.
Clear criteria, which schools understand, establish priorities for capital projects.

41. The council has actively explored a variety of sources to raise the funds to
address the maintenance backlog and it has had some success, for example, in
attracting targeted capital. Other funding sources have been identified but further
decisions remain to be taken before the necessary resources are secured.

Recommendation

. Produce and implement a properly funded plan to improve the
condition of school buildings with measurable targets to reduce the
backlog of repairs.

Providing school places

42. This function remains satisfactory. The council has adjusted its secondary
provision to meet changes in demand, including the provision of additional
accommodation in some schools to reduce overcrowding and to cater for increasing
numbers of post-16 students. Consultation is underway to reduce the number of
special schools as part of the LEA’s strategy for SEN and inclusion.

43. Surplus capacity in primary schools grew from 8.5% in 2001-02 to 12.4%
in 2002-03. Following the closure of one primary school, surplus capacity has fallen
slightly to 12.2%, but this remains too high, especially as a further decrease in the
number of primary aged pupils is forecast. About one school in six has at least a
quarter of its places empty. Further closures are anticipated, three of which have
been agreed by the school organisation committee with a further three subject to
consultation. There are outline plans for the further review of primary school
provision. These rightly take into account the condition of school buildings and the
quality of education in schools, but it is not yet clear how any changes will be
funded.

Recommendation

o Finalise and implement a strategy to reduce surplus capacity in primary
schools, taking full account of the condition and suitability of school
buildings.
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Section 3: Support to improve education in schools
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Support for school leadership, management and continuous improvement

44, Education Walsall has made significant improvements in its support for
school leadership and management since the last inspection and this is now highly
satisfactory. A major factor is the clarity and openness with which Education Walsall
communicates with schools. This, in turn, has gained schools’ trust and confidence
in the LEA's capacity to lead them forward.

45. There is a consistent and well co-ordinated focus across the full range of
functions on the development of leadership and management in schools. This co-
ordination extends beyond the advisory service to include SEN and inclusion support,
resource management and the management of human resources. The management
structure within Education Walsall supports and promotes this co-ordination
effectively. Sound performance management arrangements help to ensure that
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good intentions are translated into action, and that any underperformance is
identified and challenged.

46. The authority has identified appropriately the need to increase schools’
autonomy but self-evaluation in schools remains a key area for development.
Education Walsall is applying well-designed strategies in a range of school
improvement services to equip schools’ staff and governors with the skills to become
more effective in identifying and acting upon weaknesses. School inspections over
the last year indicate that this focus is bearing fruit, with the leadership of
headteachers judged consistently to be good or better. There has also been a
significant improvement in the quality of governance, reflecting the authority’s
effective support in this area.

47. Officers and school improvement advisers are deployed effectively, targeting
schools most in need according to clear criteria. These schools are improving at a
faster rate than others in areas such as attendance and exclusions, and in the
performance of pupils for whom English is an additional language.

48. Education Walsall identifies and disseminates good practice well. There is an
effective network of leading teachers in primary schools, and lead departments help
promote good practice in secondary schools. Good work in developing potential
heads of secondary departments in subjects where recruitment is difficult, also helps
ensure that the momentum of improvement is maintained.

49. Schools are generally satisfied with the management support services that
they buy from Education Walsall or from the council, and the services are of at least
satisfactory quality. However, more work is needed to develop schools’ awareness
of the range, quality and cost of services available from other providers.

Support for the national initiatives at Key Stages 1 and 2

50. The support for the national initiatives at Key Stages 1 and 2 is now highly
satisfactory.

51. The primary strategy team is valued highly by schools; their work is
coherently planned and delivered, and targeted at areas of greatest need. The
support provided is timely and well focused. A network of leading teachers helps to
share good practice and their work is well co-ordinated. The primary numeracy and
literacy strategy teams have good mutual links and with other school improvement
services, including the Key Stage 3 strategy team. Links with early years support
are developing. Further improvements to the way support is co-ordinated are
planned and this has the potential to strengthen the teams’ effectiveness further.

52. Low levels of literacy on entry to the Foundation Stage and Key Stage 1 are
being tackled through a number of recently established and suitable intervention
programmes. Support from the English as an additional language team (EAL) has
been well focussed on schools with the largest number of minority ethnic pupils.
The Key Stage 1 results in these schools are improving at a faster rate than in other
primary schools. Results are improving more rapidly at Key Stage 2 than at Key
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Stage 1, where they have remained similar for the last three years until an
improvement in 2004. At Key Stage 2, the results have remained consistently below
those for similar authorities and below the national average, although they have
risen steadily and at a rate which exceeds the national trend.

Support for the national initiative at Key Stage 3

53. Support for the Key Stage 3 strategy has improved and is now highly
satisfactory. Earlier weaknesses in the transfer of data between Key Stage 2 and
Key Stage 3 have been addressed and the Key Stage 3 strategy is firmly established
in schools.

54. The use of data to set targets for pupils is well established. School targets
are challenging and include those for pupils who enter Key Stage 3 with lower levels
of attainment than those expected nationally. A useful pilot initiative is addressing
how better use of assessment may raise standards.

55. Schools are very positive about the quality and impact of the support they
receive. The strategy for supporting attainment at Key Stage 3 is well understood
and is targeted where improvement is needed most. All of the strands of the Key
Stage 3 strategy are being implemented appropriately and lead departments play a
significant role in spreading good practice. The strategy team has good links with
other parts of the school improvement service which are developed through regular
meetings. As at Key Stages 1 and 2, planned improvements to the work of the
school improvement advisers have the potential to strengthen these links further.

56. Results have risen sharply in schools that have received the most support.
The progress made by pupils between Key Stages 2 and 3 is higher than in similar
LEAs. Evidence from school inspections shows that the proportion of good teaching
at Key Stage 3 is better than in similar LEAs. Attendance is increasing and exclusion
rates are falling. In 2004, unvalidated results indicate that the proportion of pupils
achieving the expected level in the core subjects was similar to the previous year
although more pupils achieved the higher levels. However, overall attainment at Key
Stage 3 remains below the national average.

Support for raising the achievement of minority ethnic pupils, including
Gypsy and Traveller children

57. Previously, the support for this function was highly satisfactory and it
remains so. Education Walsall has responded well to the recommendation in the
previous report. Data is now comprehensive and used effectively to support and
challenge individual schools. Schools are provided with an analysis of their
attainment data, categorised by ethnic origin, and comparative data for the
population as a whole. The attainment and rate of improvement of Indian and Black
Caribbean children are relatively high whereas Pakistani children show the poorest
attainment levels. A range of appropriate actions to help raise the achievement of
underperforming minority ethnic groups has been identified. For example, there has
been a particular focus on training for early years practitioners, concentrating on
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diversity issues and the needs of children of asylum seekers, and a Children’s Fund
project targets support for disaffected boys from Pakistani, Bangladeshi and African
Caribbean communities.

58. Consultants, funded through the minority ethnic achievement grant, are
deployed effectively. For African Caribbean pupils, for example, a consultant is
developing curriculum materials for personal, social and health education. The West
Midlands Consortium Education Service for Travelling Children provides appropriate
specialist support for Gypsy and Traveller pupils. The service also provides strategic
and operational functions and comprehensive data analysis.

Support for gifted and talented pupils

59. This was unsatisfactory at the time of the last inspection. It has improved
and is now satisfactory overall although progress with the expansion of support in
the primary phase, beyond the Excellence Cluster, has been slow. Education Walsall
does not expect this to extend to all primary schools for another year.

60. All secondary schools, but less than half of primary schools, receive support.
There is a developing policy framework for all schools, but it has yet to be developed
into a plan of action. Specialist schools are used as sources of expertise and, for
talented pupils, provision in sport and in the arts, particularly music, is developing
well. Those schools currently receiving support work well together; for example, in
training and the exchange of ideas which have led to adopting new approaches.
However, the evidence of improved attainment at higher levels is mixed. The
support has yet to secure consistently high results for the most able pupils.

Recommendation

o Establish and implement an action plan to expand the support for
gifted and talented pupils to all schools.

Support for school governors

61. Support for school governors has improved significantly and is now good.
Education Walsall has a good understanding of the quality of governance in schools
and school inspection reports indicate good improvement over the last year. Schools
value the service they now receive from Education Walsall. There is good support
for recruiting school governors. The service has targeted groups representing
minority ethnic groups with the aim of promoting governing bodies that are more
representative of the local communities. Governor vacancies are comparatively low.

62. A comprehensive training programme is offered to school governors.
Centrally-run courses are well attended and highly regarded by participants. The
content and timing of training programmes are also tailored responsively to the
needs of individual governing bodies. The training seeks appropriately to develop
governors’ ability to challenge performance in their schools as well as informing
them about new developments and statutory requirements. Communication with
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governors is generally good. A newsletter is published each term and governors
receive regular briefings on emerging issues in their individual schools.

The supply and quality of teachers

63. This function is now good. Data management, in particular, is much more
robust; data are analysed well to predict future needs and identify action in a clear
strategy for the recruitment and retention of staff. Although there are no major
recruitment problems in Walsall, the strategy identifies where improvements are
needed and has resulted, for example, in improving the retention of newly-qualified
teachers. Also, in partnership with secondary schools, there are well-conceived
initiatives to develop the potential of existing teachers as future heads of
department in some key subject areas where it is hard to attract high quality
candidates from outside the borough.

64. There is a coherent framework for continuing professional development
(CPD) based on a career progression model for leaders and managers, teachers and
support staff. It is well regarded and supported by schools. A particular strength of
the programme is its explicit reference to how local professional development links
to achieving the strategic objectives of Education Walsall such as in the development
of the strategy for SEN and inclusion.

65. Mentoring and induction arrangements, including good quality guidance
materials, for headteachers and newly qualified-teachers are firmly established and
national training programmes promoted well. The arrangements for monitoring and
supporting newly-qualified teachers’ induction and development are particularly
good.

Planning, provision, effectiveness and value for money of services to
support school management.

66. These functions are now satisfactory overall. Schools receive a
comprehensive range of management support services to a standard that is at least
satisfactory. The authority publishes a clear and timely prospectus of support
services on offer from Education Walsall and from the council. An annual trade fair
supplements this, where schools can discuss with each service provider the options
available to them. Schools can generally tailor the level of services they choose to
their specific needs. However, the information provided about alternative providers
is limited and schools receive little support to help them to procure services from
elsewhere.

67. Schools receive inadequate information on the standard of service they
should expect from support services. Education Walsall recognises this and is
planning to provide more information in the prospectus of support services for next
year. Although the standards are not published, the performance of services and
the outcomes are subject to frequent monitoring and close scrutiny as part of the
contract management arrangements. The high and, in some cases, increasing level
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of buy-back of support services is a good indication that schools value the services
they receive.

68. The value for money of most management support services is satisfactory.
Services have been market tested by many schools that previously used other
suppliers, and by the council as part of the procurement of the strategic partnership
contract with Education Walsall. Services provided to schools by the council and by
Education Walsall are regularly assessed following the general principles of Best
Value reviews.

Recommendations

. Provide schools with service standards and performance information on
the management support services they receive from Education Walsall
and the council.

. Develop, in partnership with schools and other service providers, an
extended range of suppliers from whom these services can be
procured.

69. Financial services have improved and are now highly satisfactory. Schools
report an increased level of satisfaction with the quality of financial information they
receive from the LEA. They rate the quality of financial support and advice as better
than satisfactory, although their views compare unfavourably with those of schools
in most other LEAs. A few schools report that the service is sometimes unable to
provide the timely support to which they are entitled through the service level
agreement.

70. Easily accessible data enable schools to benchmark their spending against
that in similar schools. The council has recently introduced a new finance system
that allows schools on-line access to their financial records. Schools that have not
yet transferred to the new system continue to receive monthly budget monitoring
reports which are helpfully set out in a format that matches consistent financial
reporting requirements. Schools report that these statements are generally accurate
and that links with payroll are reliable.

71. The LEA has entered into partnership with another provider to supply
schools with helpful budget-modelling software and associated training. This
supports the LEA’s active and effective efforts to improve the quality of resource
management in schools as part of its broader strategy to increase school autonomy.

72. Personnel support was unsatisfactory at the time of the last inspection.
There has been significant progress in addressing the issues raised then, particularly
in building the capacity of the personnel support service and updating the personnel
manual for schools. The human resources function is now good. The service is
responsive to the needs of individual schools and provides good professional advice.
Schools cite adequate staffing levels, good leadership and guidance in the form of a
comprehensive human resources manual as the reasons why this service performs
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so well. The service contributes to the aim of increasing schools’ autonomy in
managing personnel issues.

73. Monitoring and challenge of personnel management practices in schools are
conducted effectively. Sickness rates in Walsall’s schools, for example, have fallen
significantly from an annual average of 12 days per teacher to 7 days. The service
maintains positive relations with staff representative bodies and the industrial
relations climate is healthy. Contracts of employment are issued too slowly but the
rate is improving as schools become more rigorous in ensuring that appropriate
checks on potential employees are complete before their employment begins.

74. Property services have improved and are now highly satisfactory. Schools
report an increasing level of satisfaction with the technical support they receive on
maintaining their school buildings and managing building projects. Schools value the
personal contact they have with surveyors and the advice they receive. Most
schools buy back the service, but some technical support is provided to schools that
choose to make their own contractual arrangements for building works. The helpful
technical support and responsive repairs service provided are particularly valued by
schools.

75. Information management services were good at the time of the last
inspection when no fieldwork was undertaken. While progress has been made in
many areas, some aspects of information management have not kept pace with the
rapid developments in this field and it is now highly satisfactory.

76. Schools are satisfied with the authority’s approach to managing information,
the way it communicates with them, and the technical support they receive for ICT.
There are clear protocols for managing communications with schools and requesting
data. Communications to groups of schools are generally included in a monthly
newsletter. All mass communications are checked for quality and managed in such a
way that schools do not feel over-burdened with information. Likewise, schools are
content with the way the authority handles requests for information. For example,
there is a single pupil database, and statistical information is transferred securely on-
line. Schools can also choose to use on-line financial accounting. All schools have
fast internet connections.

77. However, schools do not have electronic access to some key documents and
information. For example, the new finance guidance document is only currently
available in a cumbersome paper format. The information that is available to
schools on-line is dispersed across several different websites which reduces the ease
of access. Some user groups, such as school governors, are not adequately
provided for. The council recognises that it needs to develop in these areas and it is
currently finalising a new strategy for ICT.

Recommendation

o Provide schools with improved access to information and
communication on the LEA’s website.
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Planning, provision, effectiveness and value for money of services
supporting school improvement, particularly inspection and advisory
services.

78. The planning, provision, effectiveness and value for money of services
supporting school improvement were unsatisfactory at the time of the last
inspection. Since then, Education Walsall has appointed well-qualified staff to key
posts and has improved the deployment of support to schools. These areas of work
are now highly satisfactory.

79. Education Walsall has recognised that all its services can contribute to
improving schools and, in particular, to developing their capacity for effective self-
management. This recognition is reflected in the organisation’s structure, which
requires close co-operation between school improvement advisers, staff whose
expertise lies in the fields of SEN and inclusion, and officers specialising in
management support services, such as finance and personnel. The new school-
focused teams offer an innovative approach by including professionals from other
council services and from the health service.

80. School improvement services are underpinned by a clear planning structure
and an effective performance management system. There is some variability in the
quality of team plans, but all focus on the improvement of key national and local
performance indicators. Managers are, therefore, well aware of strengths and
weaknesses and take decisive action when necessary. Appropriately, Education
Walsall provides differentiated levels of centrally-resourced support in proportion to
schools’ needs. Schools value this approach and have access to additional advisory
support should they require it through the Black Country School Improvement
Partnership.

81. Centrally-retained budgets for school improvement are a little lower than in
similar authorities, though they are supplemented by an above average level of non-
devolved Standards Fund. School improvement services provide highly satisfactory
value for money. However, schools with the lowest level of need for support receive
generous allocations of centrally-funded time. Education Walsall is seeking to
develop schools’ capability for self-evaluation from a comparatively low base but as
schools improve these skills, this generous level of support will be too high.
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Section 4: Support for special educational needs (SEN)

Summary table of judgements
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Satisfactory, 4 = Satisfactory, 5 = Unsatisfactory, 6 = Poor, 7 = Very Poor.

The strategy for SEN

82. Good progress has been made with the strategy for SEN. It is now highly
satisfactory and has many good features. A major strength of the strategy is that
provision for SEN is securely rooted in the corporate strategies for promoting
inclusion and school improvement.

83. The significant weaknesses identified at the time of the last inspection have
been addressed robustly. The trust and confidence of schools have been gained as
a result of comprehensive consultation and effective leadership. Schools are much
clearer about the way in which budgets for SEN are allocated and there is a shared
understanding of respective responsibilities. The new arrangements fully reflect the
SEN code of practice and promote early identification of need and school-based
action. Schools are increasingly confident that the approach results in a fairer
distribution of resources. Special school headteachers are actively involved in
supporting inclusive practice. They provide expert advice to mainstream schools and
promote the inclusion of pupils with SEN into local schools.

84. Partnership work is central to the SEN strategy. Education Walsall has made
good links with social services, health services, parent groups, the West Midlands
Regional Partnership and voluntary agencies. These effective relationships provide
opportunities for joint work and funding for innovative projects to further promote
inclusive practice within the borough in line with the vision for inclusion. Previous
concerns about the management of the parent partnership officers have been
resolved. The parent partnership officer remains under the management of the
council and is not an employee of Education Walsall. Consequently the parent
partnership team is now able to provide a strong, independent voice for parents.

85. Changes made to the management and organisation of the Educational
Psychology and SEN support services have had a positive impact on the coherence
of provision and in the levels of satisfaction with the services expressed by schools.
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Renamed as the Consultation and Inclusion Support Service (CISS), it is better
equipped to provide consultation and advice to school staff as well as responding to
the needs of individual pupils. The school-focused teams provide a good model for
identifying whole school developments and supporting early intervention to meet
pupils’ needs. This initiative is still at an early stage of implementation and
evaluation of its impact has not yet been implemented.

86. Education Walsall has already recognised the need to improve the
procedures for identifying whole school targets for children with SEN and for
monitoring how well these pupils achieve. The delivery plan for 2004-2008
appropriately identifies these as areas for future development. Therefore, the
capacity to develop the SEN strategy further is good.

Statutory obligations

87. Arrangements to meet statutory obligations are highly satisfactory. Good
progress has been made in developing systems and procedures to fulfil statutory
duties and to ensure that the allocation of resources is transparent and
proportionate to need. Comprehensive information about the SEN strategy is
published on Education Walsall’s website. Good relationships and effective links with
statutory and voluntary agencies have been forged at both strategic and operational
levels.

88. The new ways of working reflect fully the SEN Code of Practice. The
introduction of the school-focused team provides schools with access to specialist
expertise and advice early in the process of assessment and many more pupils have
their needs met within the normal school arrangements. The proportion of
statements of SEN completed in 18 weeks is in line with national averages and has
improved although completion continues to be delayed by health advice. The
involvement of school-based staff on the statutory assessment panel promotes
effective moderation across schools and identifies where individual schools require
further support. The contents and tone of correspondence to parents are much
improved. However, there has been a small number of occasions when the local
guidance for communicating with parents has not been followed and this has had an
adverse effect on relationships between parents, the school and Education Walsall.

89. Recruitment of additional staff to the educational psychology service and the
monitoring and assessment team has further increased Education Walsall’s capacity
to meet its statutory obligations. Annual reviews are attended by officers and
systematic monitoring of out-of-borough placements has begun.

90. The strong parent partnership service is independent of Education Walsall
and provides comprehensive and impartial information, guidance and support that
are valued by parents. The work of the service is supporting the reduction of
appeals to tribunal.

October 2004 Page 24



Inspection Report Walsall Local Education Authority

SEN functions to support school improvement

o1. Very good progress has been made in addressing the poor provision
identified at the time of the last inspection. The effectiveness of Education Walsall
in supporting school improvement through exercising its SEN function is now highly
satisfactory.

92. The improvements to this function have been achieved by very good
leadership, an effective consultation and training programme, the restructuring of
the SEN support services and the introduction of more open funding arrangements.
Good guidance is available to identify what schools should be doing to support pupils
with different levels of need and to enable them to review and evaluate their
provision. Comparative SEN data are provided as part of the annual target-setting
process when targets for the lowest attaining 20% of pupils are discussed. Special
schools are equally well supported and challenged with a growing use of
performance data to evaluate the impact of their provision. The monitoring and
assessment team regularly examines the progress of pupils with statements of
special educational need at the time of the annual review.

93. Special schools involvement in promoting inclusive practice is highly valued
by mainstream schools. Consultation and funding arrangements have led to the
effective identification and use of expertise to support mainstream schools. Further
consultation on specialist provision includes formalising the role of special school
outreach work.

94. The management of the CISS is now highly satisfactory. The re-organised
service has a clear focus on consultancy and advice, and works with schools to
develop their capacity to support a diverse range of SEN.  The approach is also
proving to be an efficient model for accessing and planning for the use of SEN
services. The monitoring and evaluation of support for SEN in school improvement
have been strengthened by the introduction of the school-focused teams. This
innovative model provides effective communication between school improvement
advisers and CISS. The approach is responsive to schools’ needs and encourages
them to review and evaluate their provision. However, at this early stage, the
records of the school-focused team meetings do not include sufficient detail about
what is to be achieved by the intervention of multi-agency teams and therefore do
not provide a sufficiently rigorous platform for later evaluation and challenge.

Value for money

95. Education Walsall provides highly satisfactory value for money in its SEN
functions. There have been significant improvements to this function since the last
inspection when value for money was poor. Weaknesses have been tackled
rigorously through the comprehensive SEN consultation process, restructuring of the
support services and the appointment of additional well-qualified staff to the
monitoring and assessment team. The total cost of SEN provision is in line with that
for similar LEAs.
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96. The very effective leadership provided by Education Walsall has developed
the trust and confidence of schools that funding will be delegated fairly, therefore
benefiting pupils with the greatest needs. The mechanisms for delegating and
accounting for funding for SEN are transparent and provide clarity about the
respective responsibilities of schools and Education Walsall for pupils with different
levels of need. This improved transparency is welcomed by schools, as are the
arrangements introduced to provide funding for pupils with more complex or long-
term needs without the need for a lengthy and expensive statementing process.

97. The new arrangements for the allocation of SEN funding provide effective
systems for planning, monitoring and evaluating SEN spending. Budgets are
monitored regularly and Education Walsall makes very good use of benchmarking
data, including that provided by Ofsted school inspections and the SEN Regional
Partnership, to evaluate the impact of provision and to prioritise future
developments. There is a coherent disability access plan and targets to provide local
provision for those pupils with SEN currently educated outside the borough, all of
which are intended to lead to further efficiencies in the use of resources. These
developments are being positively supported by multi-agency working to identify
opportunities to extend local provision.
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Section 5: Support for social inclusion
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previous grade and the diamond represents the average grade of all LEAs inspected in the last year. 1 = Very Good, 2 = Good, 3 = Highly

Satisfactory, 4 = Satisfactory, 5 = Unsatisfactory, 6 = Poor, 7 = Very Poor.

The strategy for social inclusion

98. Previously very poor, this aspect of work has improved significantly, and it is
now highly satisfactory. The recommendations made at that time have been fully
addressed. Social inclusion, a key priority in the vision for Walsall, is reflected in the
strategic aims of Education Walsall. Plans to close the gap between the
achievement of different groups of children and young people and to improve their
participation in education are clearly defined. The strategy is understood by elected
members who have allocated additional funds as part of the council’s neighbourhood
strategy. As a result, the capacity for further improvement is highly promising

99. There is active involvement in work with other agencies to improve services
for children and young people. This involvement is effective in securing good co-
operation and information-sharing in order to co-ordinate better the use of resources
and develop greater safeguards for children at risk.

100. Education Walsall has improved the quality and effectiveness of its work in
this area and now delivers better services to schools. This has been achieved by
skilful reorganisation of teams and responsibilities. There is greater emphasis on
meeting basic needs, such as places for pupils out of school, and on ensuring that
services are effective and well regarded. Managers are well qualified and deployed
effectively. Development plans are monitored regularly, with progress reported to
elected members and the Walsall Education Board. Reasonable steps are taken to
meet statutory requirements.

101. A considerable factor in the improvement since the last inspection is the
quality of communication with, and involvement of, key partners. Schools are
particularly appreciative of the extent to which they have been consulted and report
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high levels of confidence in officers and a growing sense of shared purpose. The
provision of support for attendance and behaviour is beginning to meet schools’
needs. The co-ordination of work between school improvement and inclusion
service staff through the school-focused teams has the potential to avoid
unnecessary duplication and offers a sound basis for supporting and challenging
schools. While progress has been rapid, some changes are not yet fully embedded
and greater attention is needed to develop school autonomy and to implement
Education Walsall’s role in brokering school-led partnerships.

Provision for pupils educated other than at school

102.  Previously judged very poor for failing many of the borough’s most
vulnerable pupils, provision and systems for pupils educated other than at school are
now highly satisfactory. This has been achieved by investing in additional pupil
referral units (PRU) and remedying the deficiencies in an existing unit which was
providing an unacceptable standard of education in 2002. All pupils without a school
place now receive 25 hours of tuition and there is capacity to support early
intervention in order to prevent exclusion.

103. The number of exclusions has significantly reduced and the management of
re-integration has improved. Although provision has been increased considerably,
less is spent on this than in comparable LEAs, thus providing good value for money.
The progress of children educated at home is appropriately monitored. Those
without a school place are subject to a rigorous multi-agency process to determine
the best way to meet their needs. Elected members receive comprehensive reports
on exclusions and the quality of provision is now subject to the same accountability
and improvement systems that govern schools.

104.  The strategy for improving provision for pupils educated other than at school
is good and matches the overarching strategy and plans in the updated and
comprehensive behaviour support plan. Within the provision, there is a range of
options for different ages of pupils excluded from school and those unable to attend
for health or other reasons. Alternative education for excluded pupils at Key Stage 4
is developing well, delivered through work place providers, further education and the
use of tailored programmes, many leading to accreditation.

105. The arrangements for children not in school are organised in order to secure
a return to mainstream education. In some cases, schools organise this themselves
through ‘managed moves’ which are preventing exclusion. There is currently no
Walsall-wide system for co-ordinating this. The arrangements lack consistency and
there is only limited monitoring of their impact.

Recommendation

e Develop and implement an LEA-wide system of managed moves for
pupils.
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Support for attendance

106.  Support for attendance was unsatisfactory at the time of the last inspection
and is now highly satisfactory. Attendance remains below the national average but
there has been overall improvement and the gap between Walsall’s performance and
national averages has narrowed significantly for primary and secondary schools, with
a very marked improvement for special schools.

107.  Restructuring of the service and additional recruitment to education welfare
services (EWS) has resulted in suitably differentiated support to schools and
vulnerable pupils. The teams are now deployed on the basis of accurate attendance
data and by information arising from school-focused teams. They work in
partnership with schools, focusing on a range of supportive and preventive action.
High-profile activities such as the frequent truancy sweeps, concentration on
particular schools, higher levels of prosecutions, and fast-track prosecutions have
raised the awareness of children, parents and local communities of the importance
of school attendance.

108. The EWS provides good quality guidance and training to schools.
Agreements with each school detail the amount of support provided and
headteachers report a growing confidence in the work of the team. Well-focused
inter-agency work is undertaken by linking education welfare officers to other
services or developments; for example the attendance of looked after children is
identified as a priority and linked to the actions in the Excellence Cluster. The
attendance of Gypsy and Traveller children is improving.

Support for behaviour

109.  Support for behaviour has improved and is now satisfactory. Services have
been reviewed and reorganised to provide more co-ordinated and coherent support
for schools in managing pupils’ behaviour.

110. The behaviour support plan has been updated and offers a strategic
framework for the delivery of services, including those linked to the SEN strategy.
There is now a well-defined continuum of support that includes access to vocational
and informal education programmes and a good range of provision for meeting the
needs of all pupils. Appropriate plans have been developed to increase the number
of local specialist placements for children with behavioural difficulties and to provide
them with better access to services offered by health and social services. There is a
coordinated approach that joins up the Key Stage 3 and primary behaviour and
attendance strategies through sharing expertise and joint training.

111.  Significant progress has been made in reducing exclusions and there are
now fewer independent appeals and more comprehensive guidance to schools,
parents and carers covering the exclusion procedure. The behaviour support team
has a comprehensive referral process and a system of allocating and reviewing
support needs, but no apparent means of targeting the service except through
issues identified by school-focused teams. The service is nhow beginning to be well
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regarded by schools as it improves its response to their needs and the outcomes for
pupils.

112.  The council is committed to improving behaviour and has funded increased
levels of support for all schools, particularly access to different forms of mentoring.
However, there is currently no behaviour service that schools can purchase and this
is limiting the potential for effective schools to become more autonomous in
responding to the challenges of teaching children with behavioural difficulties.

Support for health, safety, welfare and child protection

113. The council retains responsibility for health and safety while Education
Walsall has contractual responsibility for child protection. The close working
partnership between the council and Education Walsall ensures these two separate
but related functions are performed highly satisfactorily.

114.  The council continues to take reasonable steps to meet its responsibilities for
safeguarding the health and safety of pupils. Risk assessments are undertaken and
schools are issued with model policies and guidance to increase their awareness of
their responsibilities.  Additional guidance and training packages have been
produced following the recent appointment of a health and safety manager.

115. At the time of the last inspection the arrangements for protecting children
from significant harm were unsatisfactory. Good progress has been made in this
area and the support provided is now highly satisfactory. A senior officer from
Education Walsall takes strategic responsibility for child protection issues and very
good working relationships have been established with other agencies. There is
effective partnership and clear commitment at a strategic level for multi-agency
working. Schools have greater confidence in the agreed procedures and their
contact with social services has improved. Education Walsall takes an active role in
the area child protection committee (ACPC) and is making a positive contribution to
future provision as a member of a sub-group planning a move from the ACPC to a
Safeguarding Board.

116. At operational levels, the recruitment of an education manager for child
protection has led to improvements in the quality of support to schools. Schools
have received training and good guidance about the thresholds and protocols for
referral to social services. The take-up of required training and the records of
designated teachers in schools are now more rigorously monitored. Education
Walsall has recognised the need for more robust monitoring and evaluation of
schools’ child protection procedures and has identified these as areas for future
development.

Provision for looked after children

117.  Provision for looked after children has significantly improved and is now
good as a result of the effective leadership by senior officers and collaboration
across departments. The council has examined its role as corporate parent and

October 2004 Page 30



Inspection Report Walsall Local Education Authority

following awareness training for councillors, a corporate parenting strategy has now
been adopted. The portfolio holder for education is actively involved and acts as a
champion for looked after children. Elected members also attend excellence awards
events and visit children’s homes. They receive progress reports and have full and
active participation in all corporate parenting forums. New elected members are
offered support through their induction programme.

118. Systems have been introduced to identify, monitor and promote the
achievement of looked after children. Realistic and challenging targets are set out in
the new EDP and the progress of this group is closely monitored at school level by a
designated teacher and by the looked after children’s team. The team has agreed
the information to be shared and has established a common database that offers a
comprehensive picture of Walsall's looked after children. Almost every admissions
authority in Walsall has ensured that its admissions criteria offer improved access to
school places for looked after children.

119.  For these pupils, attainment at age 11 is in line with national averages. At
age 16 the number gaining 5 or more GCSEs at grade A*- C is more than twice the
national average and those gaining 1 or more GCSE at grade A*- G is well above the
national average. The percentage of looked after children who were permanently
excluded is below the national average.

120. The completion of personal education plans (PEPs) has considerably
improved since the last inspection; 90% are now completed. Processes have been
improved through the training of social workers and by introducing targets into their
performance management procedures. Social workers now have a growing
awareness of the value and importance of PEPs. The scrutiny of PEPs is effective
but currently lacks a more systematic and qualitative approach. Given the progress
that has been achieved in establishing effective support, educational and social
prospects for looked after children in Walsall are highly promising.

Promoting racial equality

121. Performance in promoting race equality remains satisfactory as this is
insufficiently embedded within all education service functions. For example the
recruitment of minority ethnic teachers and support for council or contractor
employees are not well advanced. However, the work in combating racism has
continued and efforts have focussed on improving the attainment of children from
minority ethnic groups. This has been identified as a priority in the EDP which also
includes appropriate action to improve leadership and promote partnership.

122. Model polices, action plans and guidance have been issued to schools and
headteachers have access to appropriate training. However, monitoring by
Education Walsall currently only focuses on the extent to which schools comply with
policy rather than their development and use of the guidance and support materials.

123.  Racial incident report procedures are in place and returns from schools are
analysed but it is unclear how the analysis is used. Too few schools make the
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regular returns expected in the specified timescale although there is appropriate
challenge in schools where returns are not made or no policy has been established.
There is no annual report to elected members on racial harassment incidents but this
is discussed at the corporate equalities board.

124.  The council has addressed the weakness identified in the last inspection that
departments were working in isolation. There is now greater co-ordination through
regular meetings with the council’s corporate equalities board. Liaison with minority
ethnic communities is strong. Consultative forums have been established to improve
links between communities and education service representatives. Neighbourhood
partnerships, on which headteachers are active participants, facilitate useful dialogue
with minority ethnic communities. There has been a positive and supportive
response from the education service in helping schools where tensions exist as a
result of recent international events.

Recommendation

e Ensure that all schools return racial incident reports in the specified
timescale, and that racial incidents are reported formally to elected
members.
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Appendix A

Record of Judgement Recording Statements

Name of LEA : Walsall Local Education Authority

LEA number: 335

IR:S%Oer(EitI;?; Kevin Jane HMI

IDnastsezgon: October 2004

No Required Inspection Judgement Grade | Fieldwork

*

Context of the LEA

1 The socio-economic context of the LEA 5
Overall judgements

0.1 The progress made by the LEA overall 2

0.2 Overall effectiveness of the LEA 3

0.3 The LEA’s capacity for further improvement and to 2
address the recommendations of the inspection
Section 1: Corporate strategy and LEA leadership

1.1 The effectiveness of corporate planning for the education | 3
of children and young people

1.2 The implementation of corporate planning for education | 3

1.3 The effectiveness of LEA decision-making 3

1.4 The extent to which the LEA targets resources on 4
priorities

1.5 The extent to which the LEA has in place effective 3

strategies to promote continuous improvement, including
Best Value
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1.6 The leadership provided by elected members (including 3
quality of advice)

1.7 The quality of leadership provided by senior officers 2

1.8 The effectiveness of partnerships and collaboration 3

between agencies in support of priorities

1.9 Support for Early Years education 3

1.10 Support for 14 — 19 education 3

Section 2: Strategy for education and its implementation

2.1 The LEA's strategy for school improvement 2

2.2 The progress on implementing the LEA's strategy for 3
school improvement

2.3 The performance of schools 4

2.4 The extent to which the LEA has defined monitoring, 2

challenge and intervention

2.5 The effectiveness of the LEA's work in monitoring schools | 3
and challenging them to improve, including the use
made of performance data

2.6 The extent to which the LEA's support to schools is 3
focused on areas of greatest need

2.7 The effectiveness of the LEA's identification of and 2
intervention in underperforming schools

2.8 The effectiveness of the LEA in discharging asset 4
management planning

2.9 The effectiveness of the LEA in relation to the provision | 4
of school places

2.10 The effectiveness of the LEA in relation to admissions to | 2 NF
schools

Section 3: Support to school leadership and management, including
schools' efforts to support continuous improvement

3.1 Support to school leadership and management, including | 3
support for schools' approaches to continuous
improvement
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3.2 Support for national initiatives to raise standards in 3
literacy and numeracy at KS 1 and 2

3.3 Support for information and communication technology 2 NF
3.4 Support for the national initiative to raise standards at 3

KS3
3.5 Support for raising the achievement of minority ethnic 3

pupils, including Gypsy/ Traveller children

3.6 Support to schools for gifted and talented pupils 4
3.7 Support for school governors 2
3.8 The extent to which the LEA is successful in assuring the | 2

supply and quality of teachers

3.9 The planning and provision of services to support school |4
management
3.9a The planning and provision of financial services in 3

supporting school management

3.9b The planning and provision of HR services in supporting | 2
school management

3.9c The planning and provision of property services in 3
supporting school management

3.9d The planning and provision of information management | 3
services in supporting school management

3.10 The effectiveness and value for money of services 4
supporting school management

3.11 The planning and provision of services supporting school | 3
improvement, particularly inspection and advisory and/or
school effectiveness services

3.12 The effectiveness and value for money of services 3
supporting school improvement, particularly inspection
and advisory and/or school effectiveness services

Section 4: Support for special educational needs

4.1 The effectiveness of the LEA's strategy for special 3
educational needs
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4.2 The effectiveness of the LEA in meeting its statutory 3
obligations in respect of SEN

4.3 The effectiveness of the LEA in exercising its SEN 3
functions to support school improvement

4.4 The extent to which the LEA exercises its SEN functions | 3
in @ way which provides value for money

Section 5: Support for social inclusion

5.1 The overall effectiveness of the LEA's strategy for 3
promoting social inclusion

5.2 The LEA provision for pupils who have no school place 3
5.3 Support for school attendance 3
5.4 Support for behaviour in schools 4
5.5 Support for health, safety, welfare and child protection 3
5.6 Provision for looked after children 2
5.7 The effectiveness of the LEA in promoting racial equality | 4

*NF' under fieldwork means that no fieldwork was conducted on this function during this inspection.

JRS numerical judgements are allocated on a 7-point scale:
Grade 1: Very good; Grade 2: Good; Grade 3: Highly satisfactory; Grade 4:
Satisfactory; Grade 5: Unsatisfactory; Grade 6: Poor; Grade 7: Very poor

Note: in the case of JRS 1: socio-economic context of the LEA and JRS 2.3:
performance of schools, grades relate to comparisons against national averages:

e  Grades 1-2: Well above
e  Grade 3: Above
e Grade 4: In line
e  Grade 5: Below

. Grades 6-7: Well below.
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Appendix B

Context of the inspection

This inspection of Walsall LEA was carried out by Ofsted in conjunction with the
Audit Commission under section 38 of the Education Act 1997.

This report provides a commentary on the inspection findings, including:

o the progress the LEA has made since the time of its previous inspection
in 2002;

e the overall effectiveness of the LEA and its capacity to improve further;
e the LEA’s performance in major aspects of its work;
o recommendations on areas for improvement.

The summary is followed by more detailed judgements on the LEA’s performance of
its individual functions, which sets the recommendations for improvement into
context.

All functions of the LEA have been inspected and judgements reached on how
effectively they are performed. Not all functions were subject to detailed fieldwork,
but in all cases inspectors reached their judgements through an evaluation of a
range of material. This included self-evaluation undertaken by the LEA, data (some
of which were provided by the LEA), school inspection information, HMI monitoring
reports, and audit reports. In addition, the inspection team considered the earlier
Ofsted/Audit Commission report on this LEA and a questionnaire seeking the views
of all schools on aspects of the work of the LEA. In those areas subject to fieldwork,
discussions were held with LEA officers and members, headteachers and governors,
staff in other departments of the local authority, diocesan representatives, and other
agencies and LEA partners.

The functions that were not subject to detailed fieldwork in this inspection were:

) the effectiveness of the LEA in relation to admissions to schools;

o support for information and communication technology.

Inspection judgements are made against criteria that can be found on the Ofsted
website. For each inspected function of the LEA an inspection team agrees a
numerical grade. The numerical grades awarded for the judgements made in this
inspection are to be found in Appendix A. These numerical grades must be
considered in the light of the full report. Some of the grades are used in the
Comprehensive Performance Assessment profile for the education service.
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Context of the LEA

The Metropolitan Borough of Walsall in the Black Country is @ mixture of urban,
suburban and rural communities. The population has declined in the last decade
and is currently just over 250,000. Approximately 13.6% of the population are of
minority ethnic heritage and there is a small but growing number of asylum seekers.
Although there are areas of relative affluence, there is significant social deprivation
and Walsall ranks in the top 20% of most deprived local authorities nationally.
Rates of unemployment, teenage pregnancy and crime are all above national
averages and very low levels of post-16 education qualifications contribute to the
generally deprived picture. As a consequence, Walsall qualifies for the majority of
national and regional funding programmes.

There are now 49,319 pupils of school age in 127 maintained schools with the
percentage of the school population from minority ethnic heritage well above the
national figure. There are currently 8 nursery schools, 93 primary schools, including
12 infant and 12 junior schools, 19 secondary schools (all of which have sixth form
provision), 7 special schools and three pupil referral units. This number is slightly
lower than the position at the last inspection after planned amalgamations and
school closures. A new city academy opened in 2003. Of the 19 secondary schools,
17 have specialist status. One primary school holds Beacon status. There are
currently no schools requiring special measures and 2 have serious weaknesses.
This represents a significant improvement on the position at the time of the previous
inspection.

There is universal provision in a variety of settings for all three and four year olds
whose parents want it and the current take-up is around 97%. The borough has
five Sure Start programmes in operation. The percentage of pupils who are eligible
for free school meals is above the national average at both primary and secondary
level. The percentage of primary age pupils with a statement of special educational
need is below national averages but in line for secondary age pupils.

The performance of schools

Pupils® attainment at the ends of Key Stages 1, 2 and 3 is consistently below
national averages and at the end of Key Stage 2, it has also been frequently below
averages in similar authorities. In the GCSE, performance is below national
averages both for the number of pupils gaining 5 or more A*-C grades and 5 or
more A*-G grades. It is also below that of similar authorities on the second of these
measures. Value added measures show that pupils make poor progress in Key
Stage 4.

There has been improvement in attainment at the ends of all key stages, and
preliminary, unvalidated figures for 2004 show that improvement has continued.
However, the rate of improvement, though comparatively rapid, has not been fast
enough to make a significant difference to the gap with national averages.
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In 2003, the LEA missed its targets for pupils’ attainment. The gaps were often wide
and the LEA was not on track to meet its targets for 2004. The unvalidated figures
for 2004 show that the targets were not met.

Inspections show that there are fewer good or very good schools than in the country
as a whole and that substantially more primary and secondary schools require
improvement.

Attendance in primary schools is below that in similar areas and well below the
national level. In secondary schools it is in line with the average on both
comparisons. In both phases, attendance has improved. Exclusions from both
primary and secondary schools were in line with national levels in 2001, the latest
year for which comparative figures are available.
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Funding data for the LEA

Schools budget Walsall Statistical Metropolitan England
neighbours Average Average
average
£ per pupil £ per pupil £ per pupil £ per pupil
Individual schools budget 2,759 2,820 2,812 2,900
Standards fund delegated 68 74 62 63
Excellence in Cities 25 43 54 35
Education for under fives (non-ISB) 53 62 50 85
Strategic management 34 45 34 30
Special educational needs 157 97 118 126
Grants 42 23 31 26
Access 26 66 56 60
Capital expenditure from revenue 0 19 19 24
Total schools budget 3,164 3,254 3,239 3,354
Schools formula spending share 3,007 3,092 3,066 3,197
Source: DfES Comparative Tables 2004-05
LEA budget Walsall Statistical Metropolitan England
neighbours average average
average
£ per pupil £ per pupll £ per pupil £ per pupll
Strategic management 93 118 119 99
Specific Grants 7 13 11 14
Special educational needs 29 28 27 36
School improvement 31 32 36 38
Access 101 99 108 142
Capital expenditure from revenue 0 2 1 2
Youth and Community 89 83 77 75
Total LEA budget 349 374 379 406

Source: DfES Comparative Tables 2004-05
Note:
All figures are net

Funding for schools in financial difficulties excludes transitional funding.

Averages quoted are mean averages; the original DfES Comparative Tables quote median average

figures, not the mean average.
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Notes
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Children Services

Councillor Hughes

Provisional Education results for Summer 2004

APPENDIX 1
2004/05 Beacon Index

NG Description 2002/03 | Quartile | 2003/04 | Quartile | 2004/05 | Trend over the last
' P Out-turn| 2002/03 |Out-turn | 2003/04 | out-turn two years
% of 15 year old pupils in schools maintained by the local
BV 38 |education authority achieving 5 or more GCSEs at grades A*-C 42.30% 3 43.30% 3 43.5% t
or equivalent.
% of pupils in schools maintained by the Local Education authority
BV 40 |achieving Level 4 or above in the Key Stage 2 Mathematics test. 67.6% 3 65.2% 4 68% 1 1
% of pupils in schools maintained by the Local Education authority
BV 41 |achieving Level 4 or above in the Key Stage 2 English test. 68.1% 4 71.1% 3 73% t
% of half days missed due to total absence in secondary schools.
BV 45 9.4% 3 9% 3 8.10% o
% of half days missed due to total absence in primary schools o
BV 46 |maintained by the local education authority. 7% 4 6.6% 4 6.20%
% of 14 year old pupils in schools maintained by the local
BV 181al|education authority achieving Level 5 or above in the Key Stage 65% 3 63% 3 64% ‘t
test in English
% of 14 year old pupils in schools maintained by the local
BV 181b|education authority achieving Level 5 or above in the Key Stage 60% 3 64% 3 66% ‘.‘
test in Mathematics
% of 14 year old pupils in schools maintained by the local
BV 181c|education authority achieving Level 5 or above in the Key Stage 59% 3 60% 3 58% 1

test in Science.




Draft Scrutiny Questions

Qverall

There are a lot of red indicators - can you give us an overview of the reasons
for this and the general prospects for improvement

What are the implications of these red indicators in terms of the council
achieving it vision of excellence by 2008 and are you confident that your
portfolio area can improve enough to score at leasta 3

How are you using best practice from top performing authorities to inform your
policies and interventions

Can you give us an overview of the contact with SERCO — what incentives
are within the contract in terms of penalties and rewards related to
performance

BV338

There is a 1% improvement in out turn since 2002/3 but performance has
dropped from last year.

Can you outline the reason for this

How does this compare to performance of councils that you benchmark
against

What measure have you put in place to improve this level of performance
What are the realistic prospects and timescale for meeting this target
BV40

This outturn has improved by 0.4% since 2002/03. Can you give us an
overview of the context for this

What interventions have you in place or have planned to ensure progress
towards this target

Are you satisfied with this rate of improvement
What is the timescale that you have set for achieving this target
Bv41

Can you explain to us the context for the improvements that have been made
atkKS 2



What rate of improvement do you anticipate over the next three years
What are the implication of this improvement for improving GCSE results
Bv45

How would you explain the significant improvements that have been made in
reducing absences

Have there been any changes in recording methods that could account for
this improvement

Do you think you can improve further, and if so, to what extent.
Bv46

Can you outline the context for the improvement that have been made in
reducing absences

Are there particular interventions that have been put in place recently that
explain this

BV181 general

Can you help us understand why some results for 14 year old pupils are
improving, ie Maths, while others are falling, such as Science

What projections have been made to predict how these trends will impact on
GCSE results

Is this a local or a national trend
BV181a

Can you give us an overview as to why there has been a drop in performance
since 2002/2003

What plans have you in place or planned to drive up performance in this area

BvV181b

Can you give us the context for the improvements in Maths at age 14 that
have been made since 2002/2003

Are there lessons from this that are transferable to other subject area

BV181c



Can you give us an overview as to why there has been a drop in performance
since 2002/2003

What plans have you in place or planned to drive up performance in this area



Comprehensive Performance Assessment - 2004 (v.14.07)

Walsall LEA

OVERALL RATING

Current Performance Indications of Capacity to Sustain
improvement Improvement
2 star (upper) Proven Secure
SUMMARY INFORMATION
Current Performance Indications of Capacity to Sustain
Improvement Improvement
Sum of the Weighted scores 46.00 20.39 35.00
Sum of Weights 18.00 9.00 13.00
Overall Average Score 2.56 2.27 2.69
Category’ 2 star (upper) Proven Secure

1. The Overall Average Score for each perspective is calculated using all indicators in the parspective across the 5 aspects. It
muitiplies each indicator's score by its associated weight (i.e. the weighted score), and then dividing the sum of the weighted
scores by the sum of the weights (shown above). In a few instances where indicators are not applicable to some LEAs, the
sum of the weighted scores and the sum of the weights are adjusted accordingly (i.e. the indicator(s) and its weight(s) are not
included in the calculations). The overall average score is then compared to the category thresholds (see 2 below) and the finai
category determined. Further details on the indicators used can be found an the scorecard and the CPA Education Guidelines.

2. The Overall Average Score thresholds for the Current Performance star ratings are as follows:
3 star is obtained if the overall average score is less than or equal to 2.37
2 star (upper) is obtained if the overall average score is more than 2.37 but less than or equal to 2.79
2 star (lower) is obtained if the overall average score is more than 2.79 but less than or eqgual to 3.34
1 star is obtained if the overall average score is more than 3,34 but less than or equal to 3.75
- star is obtained if the overall average score is greater than 3.75

The Overall average score thresholds for the improvement categories are as follows:
'Proven’ and 'Secure' are obtained if the overall average scores are less than or equal to 3
‘Not Proven' and "Not Secure' are obtained if the overall average scores are greater than 3



Gurrent Performance { A}

Comprehensive Performance Assessment - Walsall LEA {v.14.07)}

improvement { B )

| Labei  Weights indicator pata_ Score Labal Waights indicator Data Score ' Label Walghts indicator Dara  Scors '
a1 Y Preconlage of SCho0s CALAIY CONCOM {BXCLEING IFA0AUAL Sudh orms]" 179 7 T 81 05 Parceniags of primary SchoOls Causing concam Trend (2002 (o 2004 )" 318 T el 1 Parcaniags of schools graded ¥ ar G for mansgament and sffickncy 7778 4
- Az T4 2003KS2 Lrgsh Average Print Srore” %22 4 1,82 05 Parcantags of secondary scrools causing eonearn (axciuting nadequste sban forms} Trena -5 10 1 162 t  JAS 1.4-axland to which LEA trgats ragourcas on pririlies 4 3
= (2002 to 2604}
< T A3 LT 11 KS2 Mathan anes Average Paint Senrn’ 2588 1 182 05 KSZ English Avarags Pomt Scors Trend (2001 to 2003)° .04 5 1.3 1 JRS 3.11 {JRS 310} - planning and provislon of servicas suppanting schoal 4 2 A
£ improvamant :
g <Al K2R YA sa 40 a B4 0.5 KSZ Matramaties Average Pont Store Trerd (2001 to 2003] oir 2 1.4 1 JRS 3.12 (RS 3.19) - etlactivaness & valua for monny of services supporting schoal 3 2 I
e . \mpravamant
a 2071 K53.GE6L VAT 16 00 3 185 D11 S Englsh Avaraga Point Score Trand (2001 ta 2003)° EED 2 1.¢5 1 EOP Grade 4 3 '
=
= 1 RS 3.3~ suppart for infarmation and communication tachnology z . 1B 011  KS3Malnamatics Avaraga Point Scora Trend (2301 (6 2603) n7s 1
B 1 JRS 2.1 - LEA's stratagy for school Improvement 7 . 187 001 K53 Sriance Aworage Pomt Score Trend (2001 tn 2007 n#h 5
5 1 JRS 1 {sock-ecancmic contaxt of LEA] - JRE 2.3 [performanaa of schapls) ! H AR 0687 GCSE Avaraga Point Soore Trend (2001 1o 2003) 0s? 3
w 1_RS 1 JAS 2.2 - pragrasy on implementing Lhe LEA’s strategy for school Improvement 3 2
‘L 18 1 GISE 5+ A-C Percaniage Trand (Senools <25% in 1958} (2001 10 20031 558 1 1
i
AVERAGE SCORE 7 = AVERAGE SCORE * = AVERAGE SCORE " [ 2.80 I
= *
5 Labal Welgnts mndicator Data  Scora Lebe! _Waights indicator pata_ Scora ' Label _Waights tndicator Data  Scora’
= = PN 1 JRS 4.7 - affectivenets of LEA in mapting stalutory obligatiens in raspect of SEN a H Z_B1 1 JRS 4.1 - atectivgness of LEA In axercising Its SEN funclions to support schoal a 2 2 1 JRS 4.1 . etfagtianess of LEA's stratagy lof SER 3 2
g o improvement
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2 5 A 12083 GCSL 4+ AT PeTeringe” 312 4 384 1 GOSE 14 A-G parcentags Trand (2001 to 2003)° -85 5 :
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o .
0 ¥
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i
- —
£ :
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-3 B JRS 2.8 - otfuctivanoss of LEA in telation 16 the provision of Rrhoot places 4 3 5.3 ! Parcantags of schools graded V ot G svaral 5 4B 5
% a8 Al oy JRS 2,10 . aHfactiveness of LEA In relatian to agmissions (o schools 7 t
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Comprehensive Performance Assessment - 2003

Walsall LEA

Office for Standards
in Education

Indications of

Capacity to sustain

Aspect Current performance improvement improvement
School Improvement 3.25 2.87 3.40

SEN 3.00 5.00 5.00
Social Inclusion 3.30 1.67 4.00

Life Long Learning 3.50 - 4.00
Strategic Management 4.00 - 4.67
Average Score 3.39 2.70 4.00
Category’ 1 star Proven Not Secure
Notes:

1. Details of how categories are scored can be found in the CPA Education Guidelines.

2. The Average Score thresholds for the Performance star ratings are as follows:
3 star is obtained if the Average Score is less than or equal to 2.37

2 star (upper) is obtained if the Average Score is more than 2.37 but less than or equal to 2.79
2 star (lower) is obtained if the Average Score is mere than 2.79 but less than or equal to 3.34
1 star is obtained if the Average Score is more than 3.34 but less than or equal to 3.75

- star is obtained if the Average Score is greater than 3.75




Current Performance ( A)

Comprehensive Performance Assessment - Walsall LEA (v.12.11)

Improvement { B }

Capacity (C)

Labal _indicator Dara _ Score’ Labe! Indicator Data  Scors ' Labe! Indicator Data  Scora '
1 AT Percentage of schools causing cancern (sxciuding inadequale sixth forms} & 14 5 < 81 2001-2003 Parcentage of primary schools causing cencern Trend * ™™ -1.06 3 1 1 Parcenlage of schoois graded ¥V or G fur management and effninny © 7566 5
— 2001-2003 Percentage of secondary schools causing concern {axcluding
E 1_A? 2002 KEZ Foghsh Avarage Painl Seore 753 2619 a .0z inadequate sixth forms) Trang * & 250 2 *C2 LRSE allocaton of rsaurces o prionilies 5 1
s 1_63 7002 KRZ Mathematics Average Poinl Seare 71750 IR 4 1,83 2000-2002 K52 English Avarage Print Scare Trendg @52 (1i5] 5 1 C3 JRE 24 - performance managament of sernces 1o suppon schoal imoacovement 4 a
5 1_A4 2002 KSZKSI VAT 998D k] 1_Rd 2000-2002 52 Mathematics Average Point Score Treng 2% 025 ] 1.G4 JRS 27 - effectvernss of senvices o supoor school improvement 5 4
2 1_AS 2002 KS3-GOSEVA MY a7 B0 4 _Bh 2000-2002 53 English Average Pant Scors Trana 79177 GTo 1_Ch EDP Grade + 3
& ‘_AR JRS 14 - support fo schools for rasing standards m curicuium use of ICT 2 1 1_B6  7000-2007 KS3 Mathematics Average Point Score Trend * 97 .24 5
E A7 LR A - effectiveness of strategy far sehonl improvement i 3 1_B7 2000-2007 KS3 Science Average Point Score Trend 2% 712 G856 5
§ i_Af RS 1 {Context) - JRS 2 (Pedformance) 0 3 1_BA  2000-2002 GCSE Average Poind Score Trend 273 1.36
5 1_B3 JRS % - pragress n implementing skeategy for school impravement 5 4
” 1 B0 2000-2002 GCSE 5+ A'-C Parcenlage Trend (Schools <25% 1n 1863! * 430 2
AVERAGE SCORE = | 3.25 | AVERAGE SCORE = AVERAGE SCORE =
g Label Indicator Data  Scora ' Labal indicator Data  Scora ' Label Indicator Datz  Scare '
-'r:u = 2. A1 -LRS 30 - effectvrness of LCA N meeliag sta_lumry abligations 4 3 2 B1 JRS31 - effectiveness in exernising funchons to support school mprovenaent 7 5 2_C1 JRS 28 . effectvaness af stratrgy tnd SEN & b
o= Percentage of pupils inr whivin o Statement is issued for the Trst tise wittun 18
B’ § 2 A7 weeks’ E5.10 1
EZ
8
& AVERAGE SCORE = AVERAGE SCORE AVERAGE SCORE =
Labai Indicator Daia  Seora ! Lahal _indicator Daiz__ Scora Label _indicator Data__ Score’
g 3 AT PUAN Prmary Aftendance Rate 70 9320 4 3_81 20017003 Primary Atteadance Rate Trend *7 %7 0.20 1 361 JR$ A3 - overall effectveness of the LEA in yromoting social melusian 7 5
5 3_AZ 2033 Secandary Alendance Rate 7072 g1a2 3 3. B2 2001-20035 Secondary Aflendance Rate Trend * ™2 n5s 1 3_C2 JRS 42 - etfectvenass of tie LA 0 rambtng masm 4 3
g 3_AS 2007 GOSE 1+ A%-G Percentage (chidren n publ e care) &3 10 3 3_B3 Pemcentage of pupils receaing alternabive wilon iemtegraled inlo schoals : 15497 2 A_C3 Perceatage of sehoals gradea ¥ or G for shmate * A5 5% 4
‘E’ 3_As 2007 GCSE 14 A'-G Percentage o591 a 2 B4 2000-2002 GCSE 1+ A6 parcentage Trand n7a 7
= 3 AL JRS 36 - LLA support fur behaviaur 5 s
2 3_A6  JRS 16 - supnart for M awd Travelier chidran 3 2
&
AVERAGE SCORE = AVERAGE SCORE = AVERAGE SCORE =
o E Label  Indicator Data Scora Labe! Indicator Data  Score Lahe! Indicator Data  Scora '
g = 4_A'  16-17 year old participation ratas in aducation and training 77.00 3 4_C! RS 49 - eMectvesess of the co-ordination af achans n suppoed af prenties 5 4
j E 4_A?  Inspjudgements for Percenatge V, G provisien for foundation stage 46.67 4
T o
-3 AVERAGE SCORE = AVERAGE SCORE=[___ | AVERAGE SCORE =
cC
E & Labai Indicator Data  Scors Label Iadicator Data  Seora ' Labe! Iadicator Data  Scora '
% 'E' 5_A1 +R5 52 - gveral effectveness ot the | FA T 5 1 JRS &1 - capacity of the LEA 10 im iuve R )
g 2 a_A?  WRS 45 - effectveness of decision making [ 5 5 C2 JRS T - aHecturnass of shategies fo promots conlinuaus mprowemaent 5 4
g fid 5_A3 GRS 34 -ewent i which LEA meets ils requrements iplanes) 4 a 5 C3 Percentage of scannts graded Y ar G oerll 5 B4 5
© 3 5 A4 RS 36 - adent 1o which LEA meats s requirements {admssions) =% > 1
gd
ge AVERAGE SCORE = AVERAGE SCORE=[ | AVERAGE SCORE
oy
OVERALL AVERAGE SCORE = OVERALL AVERAGE SCORE = OVERALL AVERAGE SCORE =

Metps

- Far JRS ndicators suoes
[ ar noa-JRS indicators S

Varabins quen a woighfiing when caluulalng average. The waighting apphed is given i biackets,
. Thtestiolds from be 2007 model used (o Salculale scores

BOLD - whanges to the maded far 2603

©

ot nlrase consull CPA guidar

mos N

. For more imnformation on U ndicators. please sea the 'Contents and Coeration of the Fducation Profile’ at www nisted gov ukfiea

ilculated 5o that grades | and 2 equate to a score of 12 grade 3.4 and 5 equale % scares af 2, 3 and 4 respectvely; and grades 8 and 7 equate in a scare of 5




Comprehensive Performance Assessment (v.7)

Please Select LEA: Walsall _'_l

ofsted

Office for Standards
in Education

Aspect Current performance fndications of Capagity to make further
improvement improvement

School Improvement 3.4 3.2 3.6

SEN - 3.0 50 5.0

Social Inclusion 3.0 23 4.0

Life Long Learning 35 - 4.0

Strategic Management 4.0 - 4.3

Average Score 3.4 3.1 4.0

Category " * -

Notes;

1. Details of how categories are scored can be found in the CPA Education Guidelines.

2. The Average Score thresholds for the Performance star ratings are as follows:
3 star is obtained if the Average Score is less than or equal to 2.38
2 star is obtained if the Average Score is less than or equal to 3.34 but meore than 2.38
1 star is obtained if the Average Score is less than or equal to 3.75 but more than 3.35
- star is obtained if the Average Score is greater than 3.75



Special Educational School Improvermaent
Needs

Social Inclusion

Life Long Learning

Strategic Management of
Education

Motes:

Comprehensive Performance Assessment - Walsall LEA {v.7)

Current Performance improvement Capacity

indicator Data_Score’ || tndicator Data_Score' || Indicator Data Score'
Pereentage of schoiys in spectal measwre. 3.3 5 Parcentage of special medsures primary Schools in > 18 months© 754 4 Percentage of schools graded V or G far management and efficien 72 3 4
2001 K52 English Average Point Score *1 67 4 Percentage of special medasures secondary schoois in = 24 mont 0.0 7 JRS 6 - altncation of resowces to priosines & L4
20071 K82 Mathemalics Avarage Point Scor 255 5 1885-2001 KS2 English Average Point Seare Trend 7 "‘ 0.4 3 JRS 25 - parformance management of sarvices to support schoolic 4 a
2001 KS3 English Average Point Score <70 1.7 4 1999-20067 KS2 Mathematics Average Point Score Trend 78 an 4 JRS 27 - effectiveness of Services 10 support Schoo! tmprovemant 5 2
2001 K83 Mathematics Average Point Score 7™ 'Y 328 4 1999-2001 K53 English Average Point Seare Trend 77 a1 4 EDFP Grade 4 a
2002 K53 Scence Average Poinl Score <71 a1z 4 1999-2001 K83 Mathematics Average Point Score Trend i az 5

2007 GCSE Average Point Seore © 7™ asz q 1995-2001 K$3 Science Average Point Score Trend <« 'Y o7 4

JRS 14 - Support (o schools for raising standards in curvicwlum vs 2 1 19992001 GCSE Average Point Score Trend” ™" 1.2 1

JRS 4 - effoctiveness of strategy for school imaravement el 3 JRS 5 - progress in implementing strategy for schoot improvement 5 4

JRE 1 {Context; - JRS 2 ‘Perfurmance) a 3 1999-2001 GCSE 5+ A*-C Percentage Trend (Schools<=25% in 11 1.0 4

AVERAGE SCORE =

AVERAGE SCORE =

AVERAGE SCORE=[_ 36 |

Indicator Data_Score” || Indicator Data_Score ' || ingicator Data_§core’
JRE A0 - effeciiveness of LEA in moecting statutory obhgations 4 3 JREIpffoctivanass in BXRICISING funclions fo support school im) 7 A JRS 25 - effectivenoss of strategy for SEN kil 5
Porcemntage of pupils for whom 3 Staterment is issued for the first 4.7 3
time within 18 weeks

AVERAGE SCORE =[_ 3.0 | AVERAGE SCORE =[50 | AVERAGE SCORE =[50 |
indicator Data_Score’ Indicator Data_Score' || Indicator Data_Score '
2002 Primary Attendance Rate ™" 7 EEN] 4 2000-2002 Primary Aftendance Rate Trend = 7 -0 3 JRS 33 - wverall effactivanness of the LEA In promating social ing! 7 a
2002 Secondary Attendance Rate <7V 9.8 4 2000-2002 Secondary Aftendance Rale Trend 71 ™ nn a JRS 42 . vlHecliveness of the LEA in combaling racism 4 a
2001 GCSE 1+ A™-G Percentage (children in public care} 73.3 1 Percetrtage of oupils FRCRIVING alternative fuilion reinteqrated inle 21.7 2 Percentage of schuols graded V or G for climate 83in <
2001 GCSE 1+ A% Percentage 95.8 3 1989-2001 GCSE 1+ A™G PC Trend a7 2
JRE 38 - LEA Support for Behavians f 5
JRS 16 - support tor EM and Traveler chilgren 3 2

AVERAGE SCORE =[_ 3.0 | AVERAGE SCORE ={ 23 | AVERAGE SCORE =[_40_|
Indicaior Data_Score’ || Indicator Data_Score ' || Indicator Data Score’
Staying on rales post 16 for educalion and traiming 67.0 a BV158 Trend (99/00 - 01/G2; JRS 48 - Effeciiveness of the ca-ofdination of actions in suppord ¢ 3 4
BVv158 - Adwil Education Hours Percentage af EY settings on a ¢-2yr QFSTED inspection cycle 78.9 4
nsn judgements for Peicenatae V. G provision for foundation siag 46.8 4

AVERAGE SCORE =[ 3.5 ] AVERAGE SCORE=[__| AVERAGE SCORE =
ingicator Data_Score® || indicater Dala_Score' || Indicator Data_Score '
JRE 52 - ovorall effectiveness of the LEA 7 5 JRS 51 - capacity of the LEA to improve A 5
JRS 45 - effectiveness of decision making 5 JRS T - effuctvanass of stiategies to promote continyous improve 5 a4

G
JRE 34 - xtent to which LEA meets ils requirements {place 4 3
SRS 36 - uxtent to which LEA meels 45 requirements (admissions 2 1

AVERAGE 5CORE =

AVERAGE SCORE=[ |

Percentage of sohools graded V o G overail 554 4

AVERAGE SCORE =[_4.3 |

OVERALL AVERAGE SCORE =[ 34 |

CVERALL AVERAGE SCORE

OVERALL AVERAGE SCORE =[_40 |

i. For RS indicatars scores are calculated so that: grades 1 and 2 equate to 4 score of 1; grade 3, 4 and 5 equate 1o scares of 2, 3 and 4 respectively: and grades B and 7 equate to a score of 5

For nan-JRS indicators scores are calculated so that the 'hest’ 10% of LEAS are scored as 1. the next 20% as 2. the middle 40% as 3, the next 20% as 4, and the worst” 10% are Scored as 5
2. Varinbles given a weghtng when calculating average. The weighting applied 1s given in brackets
3. If the corresponding ‘pedformance’ indicar is soored a1 1. variable is also automatically given a score aof 1




Primary 2004

department for

education and skills

Page 1 of 5

Young People Employers Higher Education LEAs Adult Learners Learning & Skills Parents

Governors Teachers

Home > Regions > West Midlands > Walsall (LEAS)

[KS2 Results | Improvement | Background | Absence | KS1-KS2 VA]

ACHIEVEMENT AND ATTAINMENT TABLES2004: KEY STAGE 2 TEST RESULTS

Key Stage 2 Test Results: Walsall

Eligible pupils achieving Level 4 or above, and percentage absent or unable to access test

Pupilseligible for Key Stage 2
assessment English Mathematics Scien
| With SEN |
total - -
with without 1) /. 1) 5 [la/DlILa+|| Ls [am] La+ E
statements statements
LEAAverage  |[ ][ ][ 33% ][ ][ 17.2% |[74% |25%| |[69%l[26%][ [ 81%[34¢
England Average || || || 34% || [ 183% |[78%]2794| |[74%d[31%4[ | 86% Jj43¢
Abbey Primary
éfhbool Primar 22l 1| 45%| 6 27.3%| 68%| 9% 0%]|55%||18%I| 0% 91%)||23¢
Albion Road ] ) 9 [ Moo
o Schoo] 42 =1 24%| 7l 16.79%]|| 799%|17%| 0% 74%|24%)|| 0% 86/oi
W g1l 3| 3.79| 10| 12.3%| 73%|[129| 0%%|[78%|31%)| 0%l| 7896|320
_ L |
—Mgceﬁggr Primar 48| 0  0.0%| 15| 31.3%|| 31%| 4% 29%|/60%15%| 29| 65%19¢
: L |
—ygceﬁgglda'e Pimary || a7l o 0.00| 11| 29.79|| 57%| 8%| 3%6||38%l| 59| 59| 599| 59
Bentley Drive ] [
Junior Mixed a1 24%| 4] 9.8%|| 76%l|29%)| 0%|/66%27%| 0% 83%24¢
and... ] L
Bentley West
Primary School 50 1|  2.0%| 20| 40.0%| 729%|30%) 296||609%|[2204|| 206 8294|460
Ad...
Birchills Churchof | - 540l 11l 3006 7]l 21204l 58%l|| 39| 0%)||58%| 99| 0%l 799 9
England Pr... n e
[Blackwood School || 73[ o] 0.0%][ 11]| 15.194] 95%][6294| 0%][96%4|64%| 0% 999|710
Blakenall Heath sal o 0.0%| 15 27.8%l| 70%|15%i| 206|[54%||119%)|| 206l 699%6||110
Junior Schoal L T
% 37| 3 27| 4 108%) 86%|19%) 3%)|76%[22%) 3% 86T
w goll 2  1.19%| 12| 13.5%| 73%||179| 0%%||60%||10%| 0v| 799|280
I 1" Il 1" 1 1 1T 1 i 1T 1 i T
mhtml:file://C:\Documents%20and%620Settings\NokesL \L ocal %20Settings\Temporar... 23/02/2005



Primary 2004

Brownhills West
Primary School

21

0.0%

23.8%

71%

14%

0%

62%

19%

Page 2 of 5

0%

76%

249

Busill Jones
Primary School

39

71.7%

12.8%

62%

13%

0%

2%

28%

0%

79%

38°

Butts Primary
School

32

o w o

0.0%

18.8%

69%

9%

0%

66%

25%

0%

69%

259

Caldmore

Community
Primary Sch...

20

=

5.0%

45.0%

50%

0%

0%

65%

0%

0%

80%

Castlefort Junior
Mixed and In...

29

Lo |

0.0%

11

37.9%

90%

55%

0%

90%

38%

0%

100%

Christ Church

CofE Primary

34

=

2.9%

11

32.4%

62%

9%

0%

74%

12%

0%

82%

Chuckery Primary
School

49

0.0%

11

22.4%

63%

12%

0%

67%

24%

0%

84%

Clothier Street
Primary Schooal

23

0.0%

8.7%

83%

22%)

4%

83%

13%

4%

83%

Cooper and Jordan
Church of En...

70

2.9%

7.1%

93%

34%

0%

86%

30%

0%

96%

County Bridge
Primary School

34

2.9%

17.6%

71%

26%

0%

71%

29%

0%

88%

Croft Community
Primary School

21

0.0%

28.6%

48%

0%

0%

38%

10%

0%

33%

Delves Junior
School

0

2.2%

6.7%

82%

28%

0%

71%

30%

0%

90%

Dorothy Purcell
Junior School

63

3.2%

12.7%

59%

19%

2%

54%

19%

2%

76%

Edgar Stammers
Junior School

45

4.4%

8.9%

51%

4%

2%

53%

16%

2%

69%

Elmore Green
Primary School

37

0.0%

16.2%

86%

46%

0%

78%

30%

0%

97%

Green Rock
Primary School

29

3.4%

13.8%

66%

10%

3%

59%

24%

7%

2%

Greenfield
Primary School

2.3%

15.9%

57%

14%

0%

66%

23%

0%

7%

Harden Primary
School

29

0.0%

20.7%

24%

3%

0%

17%

3%

0%

14%

Hatherton Primary
School

50

0.0%

15

30.0%

60%

6%

0%

50%

10%

0%

2%

Hillary Primary
School

37

2.7%

14

37.8%

68%

16%

0%

51%

11%

0%

59%

e lollollelelolm v v]lolellnm]lolol

Holy Trinity
Church of

England...

24

()

0.0%

8.3%

88%

38%

0%

88%

25%

0%

96%

King Charles
Primary School

14

1l ||

14.3%

21.4%

43%

0%

0%

7%

0%

71%

mhtml:file://C:\Documents%20and%620Settings\NokesL \L ocal %20Settings\Temporar ...
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Primary 2004 Page 3 of 5

Kings Hill Primary
School A4

L akeside Primary 15
School

L eamore Primary 35
School

L eighswood 68
School

Lindens Primary

School 4
Little Bloxwich
CofEVC Primar...

Little L ondon
Junior Mixed 41
and...

L odge Farm Junior 50
Mixed and In...

Lower Farm
Primary Schooal

Manor Primary
School 40

Meadow View
JMI School

Millfield Primary
School 34

Mossley Primary
School a4

New Invention
Junior School
North Walsall
Primary School
Old Church
Church of England 43
C

Palfrey Junior 57
School

Park Hall Junior
School

Pelsall Village 43
School

Pheasey Park Farm
Primary Scho...
Pinfold Street
Junior Mixed an...

Pool Hayes 17
Primary School

The Radleys
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Redhouse Primary
School

19

0.0%| 5

26.3%

79%

16%

0%

47%

16%

5%

74%

219

Rough Hay
Primary School

35

8.6%|| 14

40.0%

57%
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0%

60%

9%

0%
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Rushall Junior
Mixed and Infan...
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Ryders Hayes

Community
School

45
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44.4%
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0%
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0%

96%

Salisbury Primary
School

28
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64%

11%

0%

54%

14%

0%

64%

Short Heath Junior
School

57
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S Anne's Catholic
Primary Sch...
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\AV.L””QM 3l 1| 200| 4 11.8%| 88%)||38%)| 9%|88%|35%| 69%||100%)|680
imary School L |
w 350 0 00%| 4| 11.4%|| 919%)|[51%)| 0%|89%|499%| 0%%|100%||80
imary School | L
w 62l 1 1.6%| 12| 19.4%)| 58%)| 5% 0%|53%||15%| 0% 65%||18°
ommunity Sch... | |
%hod 60| 2 33%| 14| 23.3%| 70%|23%) 2%|75%)|4206) 29| BToAM09
Special Schools
[Castleschool ][ 5[ | [ A A A
[Daw EndSchool || 7|[ || [ L g 4
Jane Lane School || 12][ || [ [ 0%][ 0% 0%][ 0% 0%l| 0% 25%] o2
Oakwood School [ 2 | L Al A
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department for

education and skills

Young People Employers Higher Education LEAs Adult Learners Learning & Skills Parents
Governors Teachers

Home > Regions > West Midlands > Walsall (LEAS)
[Background | Age 15 | Improvement | VQ and Year 11 | Absence | KS2 to Age 15 VA |KS3to Ag

School and College Achievement and Attainment Tables 2004
Cohort Information and Resultsfor studentsaged 15 at start of the school year: Walsall

Cohort Information Results for students ac
with SEN, |- with SEN, % in age group obtaining % in
Numb with without the equivalent of : gre
ur(r;f & statements statements & ) with
students Level 2 (5Lo?/rerl10lre Ieeans‘
aged 15 [Number| % [Number| % (50r more *
N gradesA*- | le
grades A*-C) G) que
LEA Average 4.4% 10.3%| 43.5% 84.7% 94,
England Average 4.0% 11.9% 53.7% 88.8% 5.
Abu Bakr Girls o o
Schogl 21 0.0% 0.0% 38% 86%
Aldridge School - A
é('f'“d e School - A 255 311.206 23 9.0% 51% 92%
ience Co...
ér']‘tjérn— W 141 6l4.3% 14 9.9% 23% 82%
Barr Beacon 242 612.5% 19) 7.9% 50% 95%
Language Callege
W 156 53.29% 19112.2% 37% 87%
Brownhills
Community 169 714.1% 1911.2% 34% 78%
Technolog...
Darlaston Community 208 0l4.3% 32/15.4% 35% 87%
Science Co... : '
Frank F Harrison
Commumity Sch. 126 7|5.6% 12| 9.5% 48% 68%
Hydesville Tower
Hydesville Tower 26 0.0% 0.0% 7% 81%
Schoal
Joseph Leckie
_Sephmmunit Techno. 217 6/2.8% 42/19.4% 36% 82%
Palfrey Girls Schoal 13 0.0% 0.0% 46% 100% 1
Pool Hayes 184 1116.0% 14| 7.6% 40% 85%
Community Schoal
Queen Mary's 93 0.0% 0.0% 100% 1000 1
Grammar School
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Queen Mary's High o

School 93 0.0% 1 1.1% 100% 100% 1
Rushall Community o o 0

Colleae 105 312.9% 8 7.6% 9% 50%
Second Chances 5 0.0% 0.0% - -
Shelfield Sports and

Shelfield Sports and 177 714.0% 57|32.2% 40% 77%
Community...

Shire Oak School (A o o 0 0
Science Co. 228 8|3.5% 8| 3.5% 48% 88%
Sneyd Community o o o o
School 247 712.8% 15| 6.1% 41% 84%
S Francis of Assis. 179 1116.1% 19/10.6% 64% 94%
Cathalic ...

St Thomas More

Catholic School . 226 2|0.9% 25(11.1% 46% 94%
The Streetly School 250 3|1.2% 6| 2.4% 45% 89%
Walsall Academy 56 315.4% 0.0% 50% 71%
Willenhall School 264 727%  4316.3% 31% 89%
Sports Calle...

Special Schools

Castle School 11 0% 0%
Daw End School 9 0% 0%
Jane L ane School 12 0% 0% 1
Mary Elliot School 10 NE NE
Three Crowns Schoal 7 0% 0%

©Crown Copyright 1995 - 2004 | Disclaimer | Privacy | Linking to the Department |
Complaints procedure

mhtml:file://C:\Documents%20and%620Settings\NokesL \L ocal %20Settings\Temporar... 23/02/2005



Proposing new Statements within 18 weeks (Financial Y ear 04/05)

a) b) C) d)
Month Total Number of |No Statements No of BV 43a BV43b
Statements Exceptions | written minus | Statements
written the exceptions | written within
18 weeks

Apr-04 7 0 7 3 42.8% 42.8%

M ay-04 7 0 7 3 42.8% 42.8%

Jun-04 7 0 7 3 42.8% 42.8%

Jul-04 7 3 4 3 75.0% 42.8%

Aug-04] 18 5 13 11 84.6% 61.1%

Sep-04 8 5 3 3 100.0% 37.5%

Oct-04 8 6 2 2 100.0% 25.0%

Nov-04 10 8 2 2 100.0% 20.0%

Dec-04 7 2 5 5 100.0% 71.4%
Jan-05)
Feb-05
Mar-05

TOTAL 79 29 50 35 70.0% 63.3%

BV 43a - Percentage of Statements of SEN issued by the authority in a financial year which are
prepared within 18 weeks without exceptionsto therule.

BV 43b - Percentage of Statements of SEN issued by the authority in afinancial year which are
prepared within 18 weeks with and without exceptionsto therule.
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audit Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
FA‘ 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 question 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




audit Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
FA‘ commission 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:

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

i 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.

Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country

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.

Percentage analysis

The charts contain a breakdown of the responses 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.

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.

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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Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Walsall

1. Standard analysis - all participating authorities

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

Survey Question Walsall All participating authorities
Quartile
B oen 66 Max Min All First Third [which Walsall
Square brackets [ ] indicate different Walsall LEA | Standard P . participating Standard quartile quartile LEA falls within,
N P average (on the 5- |(highest LEA| (lowest LEA . L .
question text for Wales average deviation > authorities deviation (25th (75th where 1 is
point scale) average) average) . . .
average percentile) | percentile) highest and 4
lowest]
Section A: LEA Strategy
Al: ‘I_'he effectlv_eness pf the leadership 1.87 0.78 Between Good and 1.02 3.49 231 0.86 200 244 1
provided by senior officers Very Good
A2: ‘I_'he effectiveness of the leadership >.88 0.81 Between Satisfactory 1.95 4.05 588 0.86 264 3.10 >
provided by elected members and Good
A3: The relevance of your LEA’s priorities 2.6 0.79 Between Satisfactory 1.76 314 2.48 0.85 25 257 >
to your school and Good
A4: The quality of your LEA’s strategic
planning for school improvement, Between Satisfactory
including the EDP 2.19 0.79 and Good 1.48 3.04 2.35 0.82 2.08 2.47 2
[ESP]
A5: The effectiveness of your LEA’s Between Satisfactor
implementation of its strategic plans 2.31 0.81 v 1.71 3.18 2.50 0.82 2.25 2.64 2
. and Good
for school improvement
A6: The e_ffe(.:tlven_ess of your LEA’s 228 0.97 Between Satisfactory 1.44 3.31 241 0.95 211 262 >
communication with your school and Good
A7: The_ e_xtent to which schools influence 242 0.86 Between Satisfactory 1.68 3.63 281 0.91 2.43 2.06 1
LEA policies/ plans/ procedures and Good
A8: Your LEA’s consultation on the Between Satisfactory
planning and review of the education budget 2:30 0.86 and Good 1.63 3.51 2.67 0.93 2.29 2.86 2
A9: The educatl_onal rationale behind 231 0.82 Between Satisfactory 101 3.78 >.84 0.92 251 3.00 1
the school funding formula and Good
A10: The effecFlve_ness of LEA support 3.09 112 Betwe_en Poor and 2.08 4.00 3.16 1.03 2.86 3.34 >
to schools in bidding for external grants Satisfactory
All: Youl_' LEA’s effectiveness in 226 0.90 Between Satisfactory 161 3.42 255 0.95 205 281 >
encouraging schools to work together and Good
Al12: Your LEA’s effectiveness in supporting Between Satisfactor
your school in applying the principles of Best Value 2.60 0.75 Y 2.19 3.56 2.83 0.86 2.60 2.99 2
and Good
[N/A]
A13: Your _LEA s support for the recruitment .74 0.81 Between Satisfactory 1.65 3.79 2.70 0.94 2.42 287 3
and retention of teachers and Good
Al4: The e_ffec_tlveness_of your LEA's strategy 2.49 0.88 Between Satisfactory 1.45 3.23 252 0.93 201 273 >
for managing information and data and Good
A15: The effectiveness of electronic Between Satisfactor
communication between schools 2.53 0.95 Y 1.69 4.07 2.64 0.98 2.22 2.82 2
and Good
and the LEA
A16: The Education service’s effectiveness Between Satisfactor
in working in partnership with other Council 2.72 0.71 v 2.20 3.87 2.95 0.80 2.67 3.12 2
N i and Good
departments and with external agencies
A17: The quality of your LEA's support for the .
development of the schools forum 2.15 0.79 Between Satisfactory 1.68 3.31 2.58 0.78 2.29 2.71 1
and Good
[N/A]
A18: Qverall, how good is your LEA’'s 216 0.80 Between Satisfactory 1.49 3.47 254 0.83 219 273 1
capacity to develop and implement strategy? and Good

Page 5 of 60
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Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Survey Question Walsall All participating authorities
Quartile
B oen 66 Max Min All First Third [which Walsall
Square brackets [ ] indicate different Walsall LEA | Standard P . participating Standard quartile quartile LEA falls within,
N P average (on the 5- |(highest LEA| (lowest LEA . L .
question text for Wales average deviation > authorities deviation (25th (75th where 1 is
point scale) average) average) . . .
average percentile) | percentile) highest and 4
lowest]
Section B: Support for School Improvement
B1: The _clanty of your LEA s defml_tlon of 208 0.77 Between Satisfactory 156 3.06 233 0.84 209 252 >
monitoring, support and intervention and Good
B2: Your LEA s knowledge and 231 0.90 Between Satisfactory 166 315 239 0.98 211 257 >
understanding of your school and Good
B3: Your LEA’s effectiveness in challenging 201 0.78 Between Satisfactory 161 3.02 234 0.88 210 252 >
your school to perform better and Good
B4: Your LEA’s support to develop .
self-management (including self-evaluation) 2.35 0.84 Betwe;r:dsg;ls;actory 1.63 3.13 2.29 0.90 2.03 2.51 3
in your school
B5: Your LEA’s support in developing .
leadership and management skills 2.46 0.89 Between Satisfactory 1.73 3.28 2.56 0.96 2.30 2.76 2
. and Good
in your school
B6: Your I__EA s support to develqp 258 0.93 Between Satisfactory 173 3.44 262 0.94 232 273 >
the effectiveness of your governing body and Good
B7: Your LEA’s support for literacy 2.21 0.86 Between Satisfactory 1.34 2.92 2.21 0.84 1.95 2.36 2
and Good
B8: Your LEA’s support for numeracy 2.35 0.82 Between Satisfactory 1.71 3.20 2.17 0.82 1.97 2.34 4
and Good
B9: Your LEA’s support for ICT 2.03 0.87 Between Satisfactory 1.52 3.50 251 0.98 2.13 279 1
in the curriculum and Good
B10: Your LEA’s support for raising 2.04 0.79 Between Satisfactory 1.14 3.80 236 0.84 2.08 256 2
attainment at Key Stage 3 and Good
B11: The effectiveness of your LEA’s Between Satisfactor
support for the professional 2.37 0.80 Y 1.31 3.57 2.44 0.85 2.15 2.63 2
. . and Good
development of teachers, including NQTs
B12: The quality of your LEA's .
financial information, including 2.66 0.95 Bet""e;:dsggs;acmry 1.61 3.43 2.50 0.95 2.11 2.75 3
comparative data
B13: Your LEA’s support to your .
school for using pupil performance 2.44 0.91 Betwe::dsg;ls;actory 1.32 3.15 2.35 0.92 2.03 2.55 3
data to secure school improvement
B14: The effectlvenfess of_yoqr LEA’s ) 277 0.85 Between Satisfactory 1.76 3.49 277 0.87 248 3.00 >
arrangements for disseminating good practice and Good
B15: Your LEA's support for 14-19 education 2.88 0.94 Betwe::dsg;ls;actory 1.50 3.80 2.73 0.93 2.29 2.94 3
B16: Your LEA's support for early years education 2.48 0.87 Betwe::dsg;ls;actory 1.63 3.47 2.39 0.92 2.14 2.58 3
B17: Qverall, how good is y_our LEA’s 2.30 0.78 Between Satisfactory 154 395 241 0.82 213 2.60 >
capacity to support school improvement? and Good

Page 6 of 60
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1. Standard analysis - all participating authorities
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

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

Survey Question Walsall All participating authorities
Quartile
B oen 66 Max Min All First Third [which Walsall
Square brackets [ ] indicate different Walsall LEA | Standard P . participating Standard quartile quartile LEA falls within,
N P average (on the 5- |(highest LEA| (lowest LEA . L .
question text for Wales average deviation > authorities deviation (25th (75th where 1 is
point scale) average) average) . . .
average percentile) | percentile) highest and 4
lowest]
Section C: Facilitating Access to Services including Management Support Services
C1: The_clarlty of service specification 267 0.82 Between Satisfactory 184 323 261 0.78 2.40 277 3
for services offered by your LEA and Good
C2: Your LEA’s support to make you .
an effective purchaser of traded services, 2.97 0.91 Between Satisfactory 2.33 3.81 2.94 0.86 2.73 3.13 3
. and Good
whether from the LEA or from external providers
€3: The quality of financial support and advice 2.69 0.97 Betwe::dsg;ls;actory 1.46 3.56 2.24 0.98 1.91 2.55 4
C4: The quality of payroll services 2.20 0.79 Between Satisfactory 1.61 4.65 2.45 1.02 2.11 2.86 2
and Good
C5: The quallt)_/ of professional 1.08 0.72 Between Good and 133 3.44 218 0.94 101 247 >
personnel advice and casework Very Good
C6:‘The quality of_bundmg 2.80 0.87 Between Satisfactory 297 4.45 3.07 0.98 283 3.29 1
maintenance services and Good
C7: The quality of pro»gramm_mg and 2.89 0.96 Between Satisfactory 208 4.00 3.03 1.03 273 3.29 >
management of building projects and Good
C8: The quality of technical support for ICT 1.97 0.79 Between Good and 1.65 4.53 2.80 1.05 2.33 3.10 1
Very Good
C9: The quality of the facilities .
management services; cleaning, grounds 2.87 0.84 Betwe;r:dsg;ls;actory 2.11 3.91 2.86 0.88 2.63 3.11 3
maintenance and caretaking
C10: The quality of the catering service 3.11 1.02 Between Poor and 1.97 4.22 2.92 1.01 2.59 3.16 3
Satisfactory
C11: Overall, how good is your LEA’s Between Satisfactor
capacity to facilitate access to high quality 2.70 0.75 and Good Y 2.29 3.60 2.82 0.76 2.61 3.05 2
services?
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Walsall
1. Standard analysis - all participating authorities

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

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

Survey Question Walsall All participating authorities
Quartile
B oen 66 Max Min All First Third [which Walsall
Square brackets [ ] indicate different Walsall LEA | Standard P . participating Standard quartile quartile LEA falls within,
N P average (on the 5- |(highest LEA| (lowest LEA . L .
question text for Wales average deviation > authorities deviation (25th (75th where 1 is
point scale) average) average) . . .
average percentile) | percentile) highest and 4
lowest]
Section D: Access/Promoting Social Inclusion
D1: The effectiveness of your LEA’s 251 0.74 Between Satisfactory 200 353 285 0.88 251 3.05 >
planning of school places and Good
D2: The transparency of )‘/our LEA’s 2.80 0.91 Between Satisfactory 101 3.92 286 0.87 258 3.10 >
asset management planning process and Good
D3: Thfe effectlveness of YOL_jr LEA’s 235 0.87 Between Satisfactory 1.70 3.79 273 0.91 235 293 1
co-ordination of the admissions process and Good
D4: The effectlvene_ss of yqur LEA’s 233 0.85 Between Satisfactory 1.60 323 258 0.90 220 271 >
support for promoting pupil attendance and Good
D5: Your LEA's manage_mc?nt of the ) 282 0.81 Between Satisfactory 159 3.75 296 0.90 259 315 >
procedures for re-admission of excluded pupils and Good
D6: The effec_tlveness of your LEA s_ 2.89 0.83 Between Satisfactory 219 383 2.89 0.83 269 303 >
support for gifted and talented pupils and Good
D7: The effectiveness of LEA support Between Satisfactor
for meeting the needs of pupils with 2.64 0.85 Y 1.73 4.00 2.75 0.89 2.50 3.00 2
. o and Good
English as an additional language
D8: The effectiveness of LEA support Between Satisfactor
for meeting the needs of pupils from 2.76 0.83 Y 1.91 3.46 2.70 0.85 2.50 2.95 3
. . . and Good
minority ethnic groups, refugees and Travellers
D9: The effectlvene_ss of LEA support >.84 0.88 Between Satisfactory 200 318 2.70 0.81 244 285 3
for looked-after children and Good
D10: The effectlvenAess of ITEA 251 0.79 Between Satisfactory 1.90 3.26 261 0.76 239 274 >
support for combating racism and Good
D11: The effectiveness of LE{-\ support 251 0.83 Between Satisfactory 157 308 253 0.84 226 273 >
for child welfare and protection and Good
D12: The effectiveness of LEA support Between Satisfactory
for health and safety in your school 278 0.85 and Good 1.74 3.41 250 0.86 2.29 2.67 4
D13: The reliability of home to school 2.69 0.93 Between Satisfactory 188 395 261 0.85 245 279 3
transport and Good
D14: Overall, hOYV well does»yo_ur LEA_\ promote 255 0.79 Between Satisfactory 1.80 313 262 0.73 238 278 >
access to education and social inclusion? and Good
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F“ audit. . Walsall Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
=8 COMmMISSIonN 1. Standard analysis - all participating authorities the national school survey

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Survey Question Walsall All participating authorities
Quartile
B oen 66 Max Min All First Third [which Walsall
Square brackets [ ] indicate different Walsall LEA | Standard P . participating Standard quartile quartile LEA falls within,
N P average (on the 5- |(highest LEA| (lowest LEA . L .
question text for Wales average deviation oint scale) average) average) authorities deviation (25th (75th where 1 is
p 9 9 average percentile) | percentile) highest and 4
lowest]

Section E: Special Educational Needs

Between Satisfactory

E1l: The quality of your LEA’s SEN strategy 2.36 0.86 and Good 1.78 3.47 2.74 0.88 2.39 2.89 1
E2: YourALEA s _plannlng of SEN provision 259 0.93 Between Satisfactory 181 3.69 2.90 0.89 252 3.02 >
to meet identified needs and Good

E3: The clarity of your LEA’s rationale Between Satisfactory

for the deployment of SEN funding 247 0.87 and Good 2.09 3.81 3.00 0.93 2.70 3.14 1
E4: The efficiency \A{Ith V\{thh statutory 3.07 0.90 Betwegn Poor and 209 4.02 3.05 0.93 264 315 4
assessments of pupils with SEN are made Satisfactory

E5: Your LEA’s effectiveness in Between Poor and
developing your school’s capacity 3.05 0.99 Satisfactor 2.06 3.60 3.07 0.93 2.70 3.22 2
to meet the needs of pupils with SEN Y

E6:Your LEA’s effectiveness in monitoring Between Poor and
the progress of pupils with SEN at your school 317 0.91 Satisfactory 1.88 3.68 3.00 0.89 2.71 3.17 4

E7: The effectiveness of learning support
[The effectiveness of the LEA's services to 2.60 0.93 Between Satisfactory
support the learning of pupils with the full range of ) : and Good

SEN1

1.74 3.70 2.73 0.88 2.53 2.89 2

E8: The effectiveness of behaviour support 3.38 1.06 Between Poor and 1.71 3.82 2.91 1.04 2.52 3.08 4
Satisfactory

E9: The effectiveness of educational 582 0.86 Between Satisfactory 1.66 371 2.80 1.05 241 289 3
psychology support and Good
E10: O_verall, how good is your LEA_\ s 2.86 0.88 Between Satisfactory 1.97 3.67 293 0.84 256 3.08 >
capacity to support special educational needs? and Good
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Walsall

1. Standard analysis - all participating authorities

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

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

Survey Question

Square brackets [ ] indicate different
question text for Wales

Section W: Questions specific to Wales

W1: The effectiveness of the LEA's arrangements

Walsall All participating authorities

Quartile
B oen 66 Max Min All First Third [which Walsall
Walsall LEA | Standard P . participating Standard quartile quartile LEA falls within,

P average (on the 5- |(highest LEA| (lowest LEA . L .

average deviation oint scale) average) average) authorities deviation (25th (75th where 1 is

p 9 9 average percentile) | percentile) highest and 4

lowest]

Between Good and

for securing access to Welsh medium education Very Good 1.87 2.57 213 0.82 2.05 2.48 1

W2: The quality of the LEA's support for the Welsh

language to meet the varied needs of different Between Good and 1.74 3.07 2.33 0.89 2.19 2.65 1
Very Good

users

Wa3: .How eﬁgctlvely the LEA secures Welsh- Between Good and 1.96 397 236 0.89 208 265 1

medium curriculum support for schools Very Good

W4_: The effectlve_ness of the LEA in supporting the Between Good and 226 392 258 0.89 259 288 1

delivery of Y Cwricwlwm Cymreig Very Good

W5: The extent to which the LEA has been able to Between Good and

represent schools' interests in the local Community Very Good 2.20 3.00 2.55 0.87 2.50 2.79 1

Council for Education and Training (CCET) id

W6: The effectiveness of the LEA's assessment of Between Good and

and provision for pupils with SEN through the 2.57 3.80 2.90 0.99 3.00 3.42 1

medium of Welsh

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

If the LEA mean is shaded in blue, it is in the top 25% of LEAs in the comparison
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y“ a“dlt- ; Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004
=8 COMmMISSION 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 107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of
If the LEA mean is shaded in red it is in the bottom 25% of LEAs in the comparison 82%

Section W: Questions specific to Wales
o .
8 Survey question NB. Schools in England were not able to answer the questions in this section
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Walsall

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

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

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

Survey Question Walsall All participating authorities in England
All Quartile
Description of Max Min articipatin [P i Ivpichinalcal
Square brackets [ ] indicate different Walsall LEA | Standard P . P p 'g Standard quartile quartile LEA falls within,
N P average (on the 5- |(highest LEA| (lowest LEA | authorities in L .
question text for Wales average deviation > deviation (25th (75th where 1 is
point scale) average) average) England . . .
percentile) | percentile) highest and 4
average
lowest]
Section A: LEA Strategy
Al: ‘I_'he effectlv_eness pf the leadership 1.87 0.78 Between Good and 1.02 3.49 233 0.86 207 246 1
provided by senior officers Very Good
A2: ‘I_'he effectiveness of the leadership >.88 0.81 Between Satisfactory 1.95 4.05 588 0.85 265 308 >
provided by elected members and Good
A3: The relevance of your LEA’s priorities 2.6 0.79 Between Satisfactory 1.76 314 250 0.85 208 258 1
to your school and Good
A4: The quality of your LEA’s strategic
planning for school improvement, Between Satisfactory
including the EDP 2.19 0.79 and Good 1.48 3.04 2.37 0.82 2.09 2.48 2
[ESP]
A5: The effectiveness of your LEA’s Between Satisfactor
implementation of its strategic plans 2.31 0.81 v 1.71 3.18 2.52 0.82 2.28 2.67 2
. and Good
for school improvement
A6: The e_ffe(.:tlven_ess of your LEA’s 228 0.97 Between Satisfactory 1.44 3.31 2.45 0.95 219 263 >
communication with your school and Good
A7: The_ e_xtent to which schools influence 242 0.86 Between Satisfactory 1.68 3.63 283 0.90 2.47 2097 1
LEA policies/ plans/ procedures and Good
A8: Your LEA’s consultation on the Between Satisfactory
planning and review of the education budget 2:30 0.86 and Good 1.63 3.51 268 0.92 2.29 2.88 2
A9: The educatl_onal rationale behind 231 0.82 Between Satisfactory 101 3.78 >.84 0.92 2.49 2.09 1
the school funding formula and Good
A10: The effecFlve_ness of LEA support 3.09 112 Betwe_en Poor and 2.08 4.00 3.19 1.03 2.92 3.35 >
to schools in bidding for external grants Satisfactory
All: Youl_' LEA’s effectiveness in 226 0.90 Between Satisfactory 161 3.42 258 0.95 235 584 1
encouraging schools to work together and Good
Al12: Your LEA’s effectiveness in supporting Between Satisfactor
your school in applying the principles of Best Value 2.60 0.75 Y 2.19 3.56 2.83 0.86 2.60 2.99 2
and Good
[N/A]
A13: Your _LEA s support for the recruitment .74 0.81 Between Satisfactory 1.65 3.79 271 0.94 2.42 285 3
and retention of teachers and Good
Al4: The e_ffec_tlveness_of your LEA's strategy 2.49 0.88 Between Satisfactory 1.45 3.23 256 0.93 2.26 275 >
for managing information and data and Good
A15: The effectiveness of electronic Between Satisfactor
communication between schools 2.53 0.95 Y 1.69 4.07 2.68 0.98 2.34 2.83 2
and Good
and the LEA
A16: The Education service’s effectiveness Between Satisfactor
in working in partnership with other Council 2.72 0.71 v 2.20 3.87 2.98 0.80 2.70 3.15 2
N i and Good
departments and with external agencies
A17: The quality of your LEA's support for the .
development of the schools forum 2.15 0.79 Between Satisfactory 1.68 3.31 2.58 0.78 2.29 2.71 1
and Good
[N/A]
A18: Qverall, how good is your LEA’'s 216 0.80 Between Satisfactory 1.49 3.47 256 0.83 2.26 274 1
capacity to develop and implement strategy? and Good
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audit Walsall Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
A B .
=8 COMmMISSIonN 2. Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country the national school survey

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Survey Question Walsall All participating authorities in England
All Quartile
Description of Max Min articipatin [P i Ivpichinalcal
Square brackets [ ] indicate different Walsall LEA | Standard P . P p 'g Standard quartile quartile LEA falls within,
N P average (on the 5- |(highest LEA| (lowest LEA | authorities in L .
question text for Wales average deviation > deviation (25th (75th where 1 is
point scale) average) average) England . . .
percentile) | percentile) highest and 4
average
lowest]
Section B: Support for School Improvement
B1: The _clanty of your LEA s defml_tlon of 208 0.77 Between Satisfactory 156 3.06 234 0.85 210 252 >
monitoring, support and intervention and Good
B2: Your LEA s knowledge and 231 0.90 Between Satisfactory 166 315 241 0.98 214 259 >
understanding of your school and Good
B3: Your LEA’s effectiveness in challenging 201 0.78 Between Satisfactory 161 3.02 235 0.88 213 252 >
your school to perform better and Good
B4: Your LEA’s support to develop .
self-management (including self-evaluation) 2.35 0.84 Betwe;r:dsg;ls;actory 1.63 3.13 2.30 0.90 2.12 2.50 3
in your school
B5: Your LEA’s support in developing .
leadership and management skills 2.46 0.89 Between Satisfactory 1.73 3.28 2.58 0.96 2.37 2.78 2
. and Good
in your school
B6: Your I__EA s support to develqp 258 0.93 Between Satisfactory 183 3.44 265 0.94 235 279 >
the effectiveness of your governing body and Good
B7: Your LEA’s support for literacy 2.21 0.86 Between Satisfactory 1.34 2.92 2.24 0.84 1.96 2.39 2
and Good
B8: Your LEA’s support for numeracy 2.35 0.82 Between Satisfactory 1.71 2.84 2.18 0.82 1.96 2.35 3
and Good
B9: Your LEA’s support for ICT 2.03 0.87 Between Satisfactory 1.52 3.50 253 0.98 2.15 282 1
in the curriculum and Good
B10: Your LEA’s support for raising 2.04 0.79 Between Satisfactory 1.14 3.09 234 0.82 2.00 2.49 2
attainment at Key Stage 3 and Good
B11: The effectiveness of your LEA’s Between Satisfactor
support for the professional 2.37 0.80 Y 1.31 3.57 2.46 0.86 2.23 2.70 2
. . and Good
development of teachers, including NQTs
B12: The quality of your LEA's .
financial information, including 2.66 0.95 Bet""e;:dsggs;acmry 1.61 3.43 2.52 0.94 2.15 2.79 3
comparative data
B13: Your LEA’s support to your .
school for using pupil performance 2.44 0.91 Betwe::dsg;ls;actory 1.32 3.15 2.37 0.92 2.06 2.56 3
data to secure school improvement
B14: The effectlvenfess of_yoqr LEA’s ) 277 0.85 Between Satisfactory 207 3.49 2.80 0.86 257 2.99 >
arrangements for disseminating good practice and Good
B15: Your LEA’s support for 14-19 education 2.88 0.94 Betwe::dsg;ls;actory 1.50 3.80 2.75 0.94 2.29 2.94 3
B16: Your LEA’s support for early years education 2.48 0.87 Betwe::dsg;ls;actory 1.63 3.47 2.42 0.91 2.19 2.58 3
B17: Qverall, how good is y_our LEA’s 2.30 0.78 Between Satisfactory 154 395 244 0.82 216 263 >
capacity to support school improvement? and Good
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audit Walsall Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
A B .
=8 COMmMISSIonN 2. Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country the national school survey

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Survey Question Walsall All participating authorities in England
All Quartile
Description of Max Min articipatin [P i Ivpichinalcal
Square brackets [ ] indicate different Walsall LEA | Standard P . P p 'g Standard quartile quartile LEA falls within,
N P average (on the 5- |(highest LEA| (lowest LEA | authorities in L .
question text for Wales average deviation > deviation (25th (75th where 1 is
point scale) average) average) England . . .
percentile) | percentile) highest and 4
average
lowest]

Section C: Facilitating Access to Services including Management Support Services

C1: The clarity of service specification Between Satisfactory

for services offered by your LEA 2.67 082 and Good 184 323 2.62 0.78 241 2.78 3

C2: Your LEA’s support to make you .

an effective purchaser of traded services, 2.97 0.91 Between Satisfactory 2.33 3.81 2.95 0.86 2.79 3.15 3

" and Good

whether from the LEA or from external providers

€3: The quality of financial support and advice 2.69 0.97 Betwe::dsg;ls;actory 1.46 3.56 2.27 0.98 1.92 2.64 4

C4: The quality of payroll services 2.20 0.79 Between Satisfactory 1.65 4.65 2.50 1.03 2.16 2.99 2
and Good

C5: The quallt)_/ of professional 1.08 0.72 Between Good and 133 3.44 217 0.95 1.90 247 >

personnel advice and casework Very Good

C6:‘The quality of_bundmg 2.80 0.87 Between Satisfactory 297 4.45 3.08 0.98 284 3.8 1

maintenance services and Good

C7: The quality of pro»gramm_mg and 2.89 0.96 Between Satisfactory 213 4.00 3.04 1.03 275 3.8 >

management of building projects and Good

C8: The quality of technical support for ICT 1.97 0.79 Between Good and 1.65 453 2.84 1.05 2.48 3.17 1
Very Good

C9: The quality of the facilities .

management services; cleaning, grounds 2.87 0.84 Between Satisfactory 2.11 3.91 2.88 0.88 2.66 3.14 2

N . and Good
maintenance and caretaking

C10: The quality of the catering service 3.11 1.02 Between Poor and 2.20 4.22 2.97 1.01 2.63 3.29 3
Satisfactory

C11: Overall, how good is your LEA’s
capacity to facilitate access to high quality 2.70 0.75
services?

Between Satisfactory

and Good 2.29 3.60 2.84 0.76 2.61 3.09 2
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Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
the national school survey

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

Survey Question Walsall All participating authorities in England
All Quartile
Description of Max Min articipatin [P i Ivpichinalcal
Square brackets [ ] indicate different Walsall LEA | Standard P . P p 'g Standard quartile quartile LEA falls within,
N P average (on the 5- |(highest LEA| (lowest LEA | authorities in L .
question text for Wales average deviation > deviation (25th (75th where 1 is
point scale) average) average) England . . .
percentile) | percentile) highest and 4
average
lowest]
Section D: Access/Promoting Social Inclusion
D1: The effectiveness of your LEA’s 251 0.74 Between Satisfactory 200 353 588 0.88 252 3.05 1
planning of school places and Good
D2: The transparency of )‘/our LEA’s 2.80 0.91 Between Satisfactory 101 3.92 286 0.87 258 3.06 >
asset management planning process and Good
D3: Thfe effectlveness of YOL_jr LEA’s 235 0.87 Between Satisfactory 1.70 3.79 275 0.91 237 292 1
co-ordination of the admissions process and Good
D4: The effectlvene_ss of yqur LEA’s 233 0.85 Between Satisfactory 1.60 323 2.60 0.90 226 271 >
support for promoting pupil attendance and Good
D5: Your LEA's manage_mc?nt of the ) 282 0.81 Between Satisfactory 159 373 208 0.90 264 318 >
procedures for re-admission of excluded pupils and Good
D6: The effec_tlveness of your LEA s_ 2.89 0.83 Between Satisfactory 219 353 588 0.82 268 3.00 3
support for gifted and talented pupils and Good
D7: The effectiveness of LEA support Between Satisfactor
for meeting the needs of pupils with 2.64 0.85 Y 1.73 4.00 2.78 0.89 2.60 3.00 2
. o and Good
English as an additional language
D8: The effectiveness of LEA support Between Satisfactor
for meeting the needs of pupils from 2.76 0.83 Y 1.91 3.29 2.71 0.85 2.54 2.96 3
. . . and Good
minority ethnic groups, refugees and Travellers
D9: The effectlvene_ss of LEA support >.84 0.88 Between Satisfactory 200 318 272 0.80 253 285 3
for looked-after children and Good
D10: The effectlvenAess of ITEA 251 0.79 Between Satisfactory 1.90 3.26 262 0.76 241 279 >
support for combating racism and Good
D11: The effectiveness of LE{-\ support 251 0.83 Between Satisfactory 157 308 255 0.84 297 274 >
for child welfare and protection and Good
D12: The effectiveness of LEA support Between Satisfactory
for health and safety in your school 278 0.85 and Good 1.74 3.41 251 0.87 2.30 2.66 4
D13: The reliability of home to school 2.69 0.93 Between Satisfactory 188 395 263 0.85 245 278 3
transport and Good
D14: Overall, hOYV well does»yo_ur LEA_\ promote 255 0.79 Between Satisfactory 1.80 313 263 0.73 241 278 >
access to education and social inclusion? and Good
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Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
the national school survey

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

Survey Question Walsall All participating authorities in England
All Quartile
Description of Max Min articipatin [P i Ivpichinalcal
Square brackets [ ] indicate different Walsall LEA | Standard P . P p 'g Standard quartile quartile LEA falls within,
N P average (on the 5- |(highest LEA| (lowest LEA | authorities in L .
question text for Wales average deviation > deviation (25th (75th where 1 is
point scale) average) average) England . . .
percentile) | percentile) highest and 4
average
lowest]
Section E: Special Educational Needs
E1: The quality of your LEA’s SEN strategy 2.36 0.86 Betwe::dsg;lsgactory 1.78 3.33 2.77 0.88 2.41 2.94 1
E2: YourALEA s _plannlng of SEN provision 259 0.93 Between Satisfactory 181 356 292 0.90 257 307 >
to meet identified needs and Good
E3: The clarity of your LEA’s rationale Between Satisfactory
for the deployment of SEN funding 247 0.87 and Good 2.09 3.81 3.02 0.92 2.70 3.14 1
E4: The efficiency \A{Ith V\{thh statutory 3.07 0.90 Betwegn Poor and 209 355 3.08 0.93 276 3.20 4
assessments of pupils with SEN are made Satisfactory
E5: Your LEA’s effectiveness in Between Poor and
developing your school’s capacity 3.05 0.99 Satisfactor 2.06 3.59 3.10 0.93 2.79 3.26 2
to meet the needs of pupils with SEN Y
E6:Your LEA’s effectiveness in monitoring Between Poor and
the progress of pupils with SEN at your school 317 0.91 Satisfactory 1.88 3.68 3.02 0.88 2.73 3.20 3
E7: The effectiveness of learning support
[The effecnvenes_s of the LE_A s services to 2.60 0.93 Between Satisfactory 1.74 3.44 272 0.89 2.49 289 >
support the learning of pupils with the full range of and Good
SEN1
ES: The effectiveness of behaviour support 3.38 1.06 Between Poor and 1.71 3.82 2.92 1.05 2.51 3.15 4
Satisfactory
E9: The effectiveness of educational 582 0.86 Between Satisfactory 1.66 371 282 1.06 2.43 2.00 3
psychology support and Good
E10: O_verall, how good is your LEA_\ s 2.86 0.88 Between Satisfactory 1.97 3.50 2.95 0.84 261 3.14 >
capacity to support special educational needs? and Good
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Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:

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

the national school survey

Survey Question

Square brackets [ ] indicate different
question text for Wales

Section W: Questions specific to Wales

W1: The effectiveness of the LEA's arrangements
for securing access to Welsh medium education

Walsall All participating authorities in England
All Quartile
Description of Max Min articipatin IFIEG i Iwhichpvaisall
Walsall LEA | Standard P . P p 'g Standard quartile quartile LEA falls within,
P average (on the 5- |(highest LEA| (lowest LEA | authorities in L .
average deviation - deviation (25th (75th where 1 is
point scale) average) average) England . . .
percentile) | percentile) highest and 4
average
lowest]

W2: The quality of the LEA's support for the Welsh
language to meet the varied needs of different
users

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

W4: The effectiveness of the LEA in supporting the
delivery of Y Cwricwlwm Cymreig

W5: The extent to which the LEA has been able to
represent schools' interests in the local Community
Council for Education and Training (CCET)

W6: The effectiveness of the LEA's assessment of
and provision for pupils with SEN through the
medium of Welsh
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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%

Support for School Improvement

Survey question
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If the LEA mean is shaded in blue, it is in the top 25% of LEAs in the comparison
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y“ a“dlt- ; Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004
=8 COMmMISSION 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
If the LEA mean is shaded in red it is in the bottom 25% of LEAs in the comparison 82%
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2. Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country
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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%

If the LEA mean is shaded in blue, it is in the top 25% of LEAs in the comparison
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2. Standard analysis - all participating authorities in the same country
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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%

If the LEA mean is shaded in blue, it is in the top 25% of LEAs in the comparison
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=8 COMmMISSION 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
If the LEA mean is shaded in red it is in the bottom 25% of LEAs in the comparison 82%
Section W: Questions specific to Wales
3 .
8 Survey question NB. Schools in England were not able to answer the questions in this section
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F“ audit. . Walsall Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
=8 COMMISSION

3. Percentage analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Walsall

Survey Question
Very Good Good Satisfactory Poor Very Poor Unable to comment No answer TOTAL

Square brackets [ ] indicate different

question text for Wales Number | Percentage | Number |Percentage| Number |Percentage| Number |Percentage| Number |Percentage| Number |Percentage| Number |Percentage| Number |Percentage

Section A: LEA Strategy

Al: The effectiveness of the leadership

provided by senior officers 38 36% 47 44% 20 19% 2 2% 0o o] 0o 107 100%

A2: The effectiveness of the leadership

N 3 3% 24 22% 45 42% 15 14% 2 2% 16 15% 2 2% 107 100%
provided by elected members

A3: The relevance of your LEA’s priorities

16 15% 53 50% 33 31% 4 4% 1 1% [0] 0 107 100%
to your school

A4: The quality of your LEA’s strategic
planning for school improvement,
including the EDP

[ESP]

A5: The effectiveness of your LEA’s
implementation of its strategic plans 14 13% 51 48% 35 33% 3 3% 2 2% 1 1% 1 1% 107 100%
for school improvement

16 15% 61 57% 24 22% 3 3% 2 2% 1 1% 0o 107 100%

A6: The effectiveness of your LEA’s

N : . 25 23% 39 36% 33 31% 8 7% 2 2% [o] 0 107 100%
communication with your school

A7: The extent to which schools influence

0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0 0/
LEA policies/ plans/ procedures 1 10% 50 47% 32 30% 8 % 2 2% 4 4% ] 107 100%

A8: Your LEA’s consultation on the

0/ v 0 0 v 0 0/
planning and review of the education budget e 16% 48 45% 36 34% N 2% 3 3% 1 1% 0 107 100%

A9: The educational rationale behind

N 13 12% 52 49% 30 28% 4 4% 2 2% 5 5% 1 1% 107 100%
the school funding formula

A10: The effectiveness of LEA support

v 0/ 0 0, 0/ 0, 0/
to schools in bidding for external grants 9 8% 7 16% 36 34% 21 20% 1 10% 13 12% 0 107 100%

Al1l: Your LEA’s effectiveness in

. 21 20% 47 44% 31 29% 6 6% 2 2% [0] 0 107 100%
encouraging schools to work together

A12: Your LEA’s effectiveness in supporting
your school in applying the principles of Best Value 6 6% 40 37% 50 47% 8 7% 1 1% 2 2% ] 107 100%
[N/A]

A13: Your LEA’s support for the recruitment

. 5 5% 30 28% 48 45% 11 10% 2 2% 11 10% 0] 107 100%
and retention of teachers

Al4: The effectiveness of your LEA's strategy

A R N 11 10% 45 42% 40 37% 7 7% 3 3% 1 1% 0 107 100%
for managing information and data

A15: The effectiveness of electronic
communication between schools 16 15% 34 32% 44 41% 10 9% 3 3% 0 0 107 100%
and the LEA

A16: The Education service’s effectiveness
in working in partnership with other Council 3 3% 24 22% 49 46% 3 3% 2 2% 25 23% 1 1% 107 100%
departments and with external agencies

A17: The quality of your LEA's support for the
development of the schools forum 19 18% 46 43% 28 26% 1 1% 1 1% 12 11% 0 107 100%
[N/A]

A18: Overall, how good is your LEA’s

0/ 0, 0/ 0 9 0, 0/
capacity to develop and implement strategy? 21 20% 50 47% 81 29% 2 2% 1 1% 0 2 2% 107 100%
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3. Percentage analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Walsall

Survey Question
Very Good Good Satisfactory Poor Very Poor Unable to comment No answer TOTAL

Section B: Support for School Improvement

B1: The clarity of your LEA’s definition of

. . N N 14 13% 53 50% 34 32% 3 3% 1 1% 1 1% 1 1% 107 100%
monitoring, support and intervention
B2: Your LEA's knowledge and 17 16% 51 8% 28 26% 8 % 2 2% 1 1% 0 107 100%
understanding of your school
B3: Your LEA’s effectiveness in challenging 16 15% 57 53% 27 25% 4 4% 1 10 > 206 o 107 100%

your school to perform better

B4: Your LEA’s support to develop
self-management (including self-evaluation) 14 13% 51 48% 32 30% 8 7% 1 1% 1 1% 0o 107 100%
in your school

B5: Your LEA’s support in developing
leadership and management skills 13 12% 45 42% 35 33% 12 11% 1 1% 1 1% 0 107 100%
in your school

B6: Your LEA’s support to develop

N f 10 9% 43 40% 38 36% 11 10% 4 4% 1 1% 0 107 100%
the effectiveness of your governing body
B7: Your LEA’s support for literacy 19 18% 54 50% 25 23% 5 5% 2 2% 2 2% 0 107 100%
B8: Your LEA’s support for numeracy 12 11% 53 50% 33 31% 5 5% 2 2% 2 2% 0 107 100%
B9: Your LEA's support for ICT 33 31% 43 40% 27 25% 3 3% 1 1% o 0 107 100%
in the curriculum
B10: Your LEA's support for raising 6 6% 14 13% 12 11% 1 1% 0 69 64% 5 5% 107 100%

attainment at Key Stage 3

B11: The effectiveness of your LEA’s
support for the professional 13 12% 46 43% 38 36% 5 5% 1 1% 3 3% 1 1% 107 100%
development of teachers, including NQTs
B12: The quality of your LEA's

financial information, including 11 10% 31 29% 47 44% 8 7% 5 5% 4 4% 1 1% 107 100%
comparative data

B13: Your LEA’s support to your
school for using pupil performance 12 11% 46 43% 35 33% 5 5% 4 4% 5 5% ] 107 100%
data to secure school improvement

B14: The effectiveness of your LEA’s

arrangements for disseminating good practice 7 % 31 20% 51 48% 16 15% 2 2% 0 0 107 100%
B15: Your LEA’s support for 14-19 education 3 3% 6 6% 16 15% 6 6% 1 1% 69 64% 6 6% 107 100%
B16: Your LEA’s support for early years education 8 7% 33 31% 29 27% 5 5% 2 2% 26 24% 4 4% 107 100%
B17: Overall, how good is your LEA's 14 13% 53 50% 35 33% 4 2% 1 1% 0 0 107 100%

capacity to support school improvement?
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3. Percentage analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Walsall

Survey Question
Very Good Good Satisfactory Poor Very Poor Unable to comment No answer TOTAL

Section C: Facilitating Access to Services including Management Support Services

C1: The clarity of service specification

0/ 0 0 9 0, 0/
for services offered by your LEA 6 6% 39 36% 48 45% 12 11% 2 2% 0 o 107 100%

C2: Your LEA’s support to make you
an effective purchaser of traded services, 5 5% 25 23% 49 46% 22 21% 5 5% 1 1% o] 107 100%
whether from the LEA or from external providers

C3: The quality of financial support and advice 12 11% 28 26% 43 40% 15 14% 3 3% 6 6% 0 107 100%

C4: The quality of payroll services 16 15% 51 48% 27 25% 3 3% 1 1% 9 8% 0 107 100%

C5: The quality of professional

Y 24 22% 57 53% 16 15% 3 3% 0 7 7% 0 107 100%
personnel advice and casework

C6: The quality of building 5 5% 33 31% 46 43% 16 15% 3 3% 3 3% 1 1% 107 100%
maintenance services

C7: The quality of programming and 8 % 18 17% a2 39% 16 15% 4 4% 18 17% 1 1% 107 100%
management of building projects

C8: The quality of technical support for ICT 33 31% 46 43% 26 24% 2 2% 0 0 0 107 100%

C9: The quality of the facilities
management services; cleaning, grounds 5 5% 24 22% 52 49% 15 14% 3 3% 6 6% 2 2% 107 100%
maintenance and caretaking

C10: The quality of the catering service 5 5% 17 16% 42 39% 17 16% 10 9% 15 14% 1 1% 107 100%

C11: Overall, how good is your LEA’s
capacity to facilitate access to high quality 6 6% 30 28% 57 53% 9 8% 1 1% 4 4% 0 107 100%
services?
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3. Percentage analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Walsall

Survey Question
Very Good Good Satisfactory Poor Very Poor Unable to comment No answer TOTAL

Section D: Access/Promoting Social Inclusion

D1: The effectiveness of your LEA’s

planning of school places 7 % 39 36% 45 22% 4 4% 1 1% 9 8% 2 2% 107 100%
D2: The transparency of your LEA'S 6 6% 27 25% 40 37% 15 14% 3 3% 13 12% 3 3% 107 100%
asset management planning process

D3: The effectiveness of your LEA’s 17 16% a1 38% 36 34% 7 7% 1 1% 5 5% 0 107 100%
co-ordination of the admissions process

E:‘;‘)T:r‘i fges::)"rizteisnsgoguy;t‘;t"tiﬁjance 14 13% 54 50% 28 26% 9 8% 1 1% 1 1% 0 107 100%
procedurss for re-admission of excluded puplls 3 % 19 16% 3 32 1 10% 1 % 39 36% 0 107 100%
D6: The effectiveness of your LEA’S 2 2% 25 23% 37 35% 16 15% 2 2% 23 21% 2 2% 107 100%

support for gifted and talented pupils

D7: The effectiveness of LEA support
for meeting the needs of pupils with 7 7% 19 18% 31 29% 9 8% 0 40 37% 1 1% 107 100%
English as an additional language

D8: The effectiveness of LEA support
for meeting the needs of pupils from 5 5% 19 18% 37 35% 10 9% 1 1% 35 33% 0 107 100%
minority ethnic groups, refugees and Travellers

D9: The effectiveness of LEA support

0, 0, 0/ 0, 0, 0, 0,
for looked-after children 5 5% 21 20% 38 36% 14 13% 2 2% 27 25% 0 107 100%
D10: The effectiveness of LEA 9 8% 31 29% 43 40% 4 4% 1 1% 19 18% 0 107 100%
support for combating racism
D11: ‘I_'he effectiveness of LEA support 9 8% 43 40% 42 39% 7 7% 2 20% 4 4% 0 107 100%
for child welfare and protection
D12: The effectiveness of LEA support 6 6% 28 26% 54 50% 10 9% a4 4% a 4% 1 1% 107 100%
for health and safety in your school
D13: The reliability of home to school 2 2% 14 13% 14 13% 3 3% 2 2% 68 64% 4 4% 107 100%
transport
D14: Overall, how well does your LEA promote 10 9% 32 30% 51 48% 5 5% 1 1% 4 4% 4 4% 107 100%

access to education and social inclusion?
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3. Percentage analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Walsall

Survey Question
Very Good Good Satisfactory Poor Very Poor Unable to comment No answer TOTAL

Section E: Special Educational Needs

E1: The quality of your LEA’s SEN strategy 16 15% 45 42% 41 38% 2 2% 3 3% 0 0 107 100%

E2: Your LEA’s planning of SEN provision

LEAS] 10 9% a1 38% 39 36% 10 9% 4 4% 2 2% 1 1% 107 100%
to meet identified needs

E3: The clarity of your LEA’s rationale o . 0 o S o o o
for the deployment of SEN funding 10 9% 48 45% 35 33% 7 7% 3 3% 3 3% 1 1% 107 100%
E4: The efficiency with which statutory 0 21 20% a2 39% 28 26% 10 9% 5 5% 1 1% 107 100%

assessments of pupils with SEN are made

ES5: Your LEA’s effectiveness in
developing your school’s capacity 3 3% 30 28% 39 36% 23 21% 9 8% 2 2% 1 1% 107 100%
to meet the needs of pupils with SEN

E6:Your LEA’s effectiveness in monitoring

0, 0, 0/ 0, 0, 0 0 0,
the progross of pupils with SEN at your sehool 3 3% 18 17% 48 45% 25 23% 8 7% 4 4% 1 1% 107 100%
E7: The effectiveness of learning support
[The effectiveness of the LEA's services to 9 8% 38 36% 38 36% 9 8% 4 4% 6 6% 3 3% 107 100%
support the learning of pupils with the full range of
SEN]
E8: The effectiveness of behaviour support 4 4% 13 12% 31 29% 26 24% 14 13% 16 15% 3 3% 107 100%
E9: The effectiveness of educational 6 6% 27 25% 54 50% 12 11% 4 4% 3 3% 1 1% 107 100%
psychology support
E10: Overall, how good is your LEA’s 6 6% 27 25% 52 49% 16 15% 4 4% 1 1% 1 1% 107 100%

capacity to support special educational needs?
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Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Walsall

Survey Question
Very Good Good Satisfactory Poor Very Poor Unable to comment No answer TOTAL

Section W: Questions specific to Wales

W1: The effectiveness of the LEA's arrangements

for securing access to Welsh medium education 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 °
W2: The quality of the LEA's support for the Welsh

language to meet the varied needs of different 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (o]
users

wa3: _How effgctlvely the LEA secures Welsh- o 0 o 0 o 0 o o
medium curriculum support for schools

W4: The effectiveness of the LEA in supporting the o 0 o 0 o 0 o o

delivery of Y Cwricwlwm Cymreig

WS5: The extent to which the LEA has been able to
represent schools' interests in the local Community ] [o] ] [o] ] [o] ] (o]
Council for Education and Training (CCET)

W6: The effectiveness of the LEA's assessment of
and provision for pupils with SEN through the 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o]
medium of Welsh
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107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of

82%

LEA Strategy

Section A

$|00Y2S woJ) 8suodsay

" A
o L
= |
(=} X £ X e 4
e B S 3 SEERE
3
S H
2
7]
ST o+ |
SR R P N R B
2| & N g ol Q =
s [/ | 1
[
= L
o
Q ¥
I
3 < < s \/n <
il R 8 B R
£ s
[0}
§ ‘
S g 5 i
= L
]
5 [T . 77
2. I
s g 2 “mo.“w g e
| i
I8 % R A
£y g g I
O\ ™ < e~ =
8 A |
A
4|
s - -
v
N < < g% oe
] ) B $i33
L 2 L _/“Nd
g 2 S _?
“\\u”_
- < (32 ‘\
~N (32 o ‘\
N K R 82
i 2 3 &
L K L ”/u“d
5 5 ] B4
. ) z “
[~
s ) . /77 u
.wm & Q \w\m 5 X
om Yori A
)
(o4 r
>
9 = : . 14
= g 3 5 ]
a 1#
f f f f f f |
T T T T T T T T T T
o o o (=] (=] (=] (=} (=} (=} (=} (=}
N - - -
O O © © O O O O O o o
S & ©® ~ © v ¥ ® «

¢ABarens uswaldwi pue dojaasp 01 Aldeded
S,v37 4noA si poob moy ‘|[esdn0 8TV

[W/N]
wnJoj s|ooyds ays jo yuswdojanap
ay 1o} yoddns s,y37 4noK jo Arenb ayl LTV

salouabe [eusslxa yum pue sjuswedsp
11ouN0 Jayio yum diysisuired ul Buppiom ur
SSUAAIIIBYS S,991AI8S UoledNp3 8yl 9Ty

V31 8y pue
S|00YDS UDBMID] UOIEIIUNLIWIOD
21011038 JO SSBUBANBYS BYL ‘GTV

erep pue uonewsoul buibeuew loy
ABayens s,y37 INOA JO SSBUBAIDAYS aYL YTV

SI3Y2e3a) JO UoNUalAI pue
JuBWHNIORL 3} Joj Moddns S,y INOA €TV

[w/N]
ane 1sag jo sajdiound ay) BuiAidde ui jooyas inok
Buroddns ul SsauaAndaya s,¥3T INOA 2TV

J18y1ab0) i10m 03 sjooyas Buibeinoous
Ul SSBUBANDIBYS S, YT ] INOA ‘TTV

sjuelB feulsixa 1oy Buippig Ul S|00YIS 0}
1oddns w37 Jo SSaUBAIIAYS BYL 0TV

e|nwuoy Buipuny jooyds ayy
puIyag S[euonel [BUOKEINPS YL 6V

196png uopeanpa ay) jo mainal pue Buluueld
9yl UO uoneyNsuod s,y37 IN0OA 8V

sainpadoud /sueld /saioljod v37
92UBN|uI S|00YIS YIIYM 0] JUIX8 YL LV

|00Y9S INOA YiM UoIeDIUNWWOoD
S,¥37 10K JO SSaUBAIOBYS YL 9V

Juawaoidwl |00YIs 10}
sue|d oibarens sy jo uoneluswsa|dwi
S,v37 INOA JO SSBUBAIIBYS By GV

[ds3]
da@3 sy Buipnjout
“quawanoldwi jooyds oy Buuueld
olfajens s,y37 4nok jo Alrenb ayl vy

100y9s InoA 0}
sanuoud s,y37 INoA Jo adueAsjal 8yl ey

slaquiaw payds|a Aq papinoid
diysiapes| 8y} JO SSaUBANIAYS BY L 2V

s1921)0 Jojuas Aq papiroid
diysiapes| ay1 Jo SSauaAidaya 3yl TV

Top —p

Direction of plotting of responses on chart

Bottom

<4—

Overy Good

B Good

O satisfactory

& pPoor

Ounable to comment Bvery Poor

B No answer

Page 37 of 60



LEA 2004

Ir

f the
the national school survey

VIEWS O

Schools’

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

82%

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

1SSI0N

it

2

2
< < < /ﬁm Zluawanoidwi jooyds poddns 0y Ayoeded
b4 3 3 &; s,y37 IN0A s1 poob moy ‘|[elan0 .19
[/
g mu mu _1% K m g uomeanpa sieak Ales Joj Loddns s,¥37 INOA 1919
|
%_ %_ 2 S8 g 8 - :
) S uoneanps 6T-tT 40) Hoddns s,y37 INOA :STg
qm 6_ ] ‘\6 ) 3 ) B g .
< 2 < ﬁ\\ﬁ 92noeld poob Buneuiwassip 1o} sluswabuelre
= X 3 \ ﬁ\ 3 S,¥37 40K JO SSaUBANDaYe Byl Td
\\\ : % noays ay
[ Juawanoidwi [00YIS 3INISS 0} BYep
B m m I8 § £ ¢ eouewioyad jdnd Buisn 1oy jooyds
InoA 0} woddns s,y37 INoA €19
eyep aAyesedwod
m m wu Buipnjoul ‘uoirewoyul [eloueUY
s.v37nok jo Ayenb syl :z14
_s - s1ON Buipnjoul ‘s1ayoea) jo JuswdoaAap
m m m R [euoissajoid ay) Joj Loddns
> S,¥37 IN0A JO SSBUBAIIBYS dYL TTg
m_ 2 N _ﬁu < . ¢ abe)s Aoy 1e Juswurene
2 8 SR 3 2 .
_ a =} i 3 Buisrel 1oy Loddns s,y37 IN0OA :0T9
o
S < < 2 WwiN[NJLND 3y} Ul
B 5 B & i
L) 5 O E 121 Joj uoddns s,y37 INOA 69
i
m m mu |8 & Aoelawnu Joy poddns s,y37 INOA 89
.7
. 0 ] 7
3 ) 8 _\m/” £ Aoesay Joy poddns s,y IN0OA 329
)
cC L
0] //
< < < SRS Apog Buiuianob Inok Jo ssauBAiBYs By}
> S @ 2 S S5 dojanep 0} poddns s,y37 INOA 199
n_Vu A7,
) L
mu ‘\ 100Y2s InoA ul
m w m \ m S s|ys Juswabeuew pue diysiapes)
m \\\b Buidojanap ul yoddns s,y37 INOA 59
—
(@] “\ 100y2s INoA ul
(@] mu m m “ £ S (uomenrena-yjas Buipnjour) Juswabeuew-jas
74 dojenap 01 poddns s,y37 INoA vg
[~
rOI N S < mm Jamnaq wiopad 0} jooyds INoA
= o 3 ] e’ BuiBuajeys ul ssauaAndaye s,y37 INOA €d
e
[ L
@)
[/
o m 8 g g mh_w._ |0oyds InoA jo Buipuelsiapun
o = s 2 & P PUE 9BP3IMOUY S,¥T T INOA 129
@ 7
Bl ©
0 & r
o
> T
W = < < S uonuanisiul pue poddns ‘Bunioyuow
51 ~° 3 8 S0 1O uomUYaP S, T N0A Jo Ao ByL :Ta
SH - 7
. — T T T T T T T T T T
+ I - V- S S S-SR S S N
O BRe) o © O o o (=) S o =) =}
Q m o 3] ~ © n < ™ 39 —
(0p) S|00YdS wol) asuodsay

Top —p

Overy Good

B Good

Osatisfactory

Direction of plotting of responses on chart
N poor
Page 38 of 60

.Very Poor

Ounable to comment

B No answer

Bottom

<4—



commission 3. Percentage analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

y“ al,ldit, Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
N

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

Noarswer Umabtetocomment Very Poor Poor Satisfactor Good Very Good
| [ 5] [ ke m] o Y o o’

Section C: Facilitating Access to Services including Management Support Services
Survey Question

100%
6% 5% 5% % 5% 5% 6%
11%
15%
90% +— 22% =
16%
23% 17% 31% 22%
80% +— 31% 28% ||
36% 26%
[%)
S 700
o 70% +
<
[3}
n
48%
£ 60% +— , 39% ——
o 0/
= 39%
[}
%) 53%
2 50% - 6% s
o 43%
o
3 20% 43%
x 40% A ‘Q 53%
_ \\\
16%
30% +— =
25%
o
20% N NN o
15%
24%
10% S NN
0 170 9
SNEIRNNY
8% 79%
0% 0 0 , Dy 2% SN 1% -
s 3 5 5 g E E 2, g g 8§ g g g e
- £ £ Q Qo £
% > b ST = S o = S T IS o c .. T T > @
> 5 5 L o o 2 5 L £ £ S T8 < S @ o %
[} i) 9 Q [N £ n <€ H O 0] I 8 n
e IS B =3 S QL @® EE Y 2 L0 8 o880 © ° 8 g
R Zs58uzg 58 > 8 S8 S o g 2 5 = 225§ 2 s =
2890 w2552 3 23 5 € 553 e 5 50 >8 =83 Z > 235
2825 w5528 £35 s 5388 £ c_5%3 =i 5252 58 208§
T E u < o oS a ° FEA] @ E ST o ® o c = s >S o< = >
S 8w wx o — = = 7] >_ @ =] c < = 3 29 5 = 2 < =
© Qa0 B 2T EC S G ® £7T 9 T 2@ 29 a2 £ @ =5 - w2 =
o = = Q = = o £ o © _ ©
25s SESE25 28 = S ES 2E s §5° e 3 Sgc g z° T oS
S g f£g8ti g F 3 % S 3 Fg s 2 = 5g8¢ @ s 32
= 2 > °9°2%9 1] [3) 25 s E IR & 253 £ 3 £33
O 8 I S E O [l O £ g O F E 5 - T @ <
O < L. o =] — o
2 0 ~ I S =1 — ]
(8] [3) 8] 13} [8) o
<+ Bottom Direction of plotting of responses on chart Top —»

Page 39 of 60



VA‘ g(%'rﬁpﬁissmn

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

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

UL

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

LU UuUI Ul Ity Ul T CopUIIons Ul Ui
v v v

] NO dnSWer

Dunaoﬂa 10 COMIMEnt

] VETYy FOOr

ﬁ FO0r

Dbdllbldbl()[y DL‘JOOU Dvery G000 I

100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

Response from Schools

30%

20%

10%

0%

<4—

Section D: Access/Promoting Social Inclusion
Survey Question

b e T — T — —1
% 6% 7% — 5% 5% 8% 8% 6% 9%
T 9 e
| 16% 13% 13%
18%
23% 1o 18% 20%
i 25% 26%
13%
9
36% 29% 30%
: s
9
38% 74 3206
1 | g 29% 35% ||
35% 36%
1] 37% ||
S, OO
§1o%\ \3%\ NN 40% 50%
1 N 4 N NN ||
0% 9%
42% 1% \\\ & N 4% 48%
9 13%
RN \mm%\ N
b \ 34%
2%
\1“%\ 26% 2% 0
& 40 Y
- 236% 37% BN o
3% 33% \\‘
9% —
= 21% 25% —od 6 T
12% % g \ 18% % i
9
106! E% 2% :uf -
| o &1% - P S T - - — an ] 4% %

iz
<<
11}
-1 0
- Q@
S Q
o ®©
>0
2
© 35
%O
]
c n
D
=0
=
j=2}
3 £
=
© £
o &
£ o
=
o
o
Bottom

D2: The transparency of your LEA’s
asset management planning process

D3: The effectiveness of your LEA’s
co-ordination of the admissions process

D4: The effectiveness of your LEA’s
support for promoting pupil attendance

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

D6: The effectiveness of your LEA’s
support for gifted and talented pupils

D7: The effectiveness of LEA support
for meeting the needs of pupils with
English as an additional language

D8: The effectiveness of LEA support
for meeting the needs of pupils from
minority ethnic groups, refugees and Travellers

Direction of plotting of responses on chart

Page 40 of 60

D9: The effectiveness of LEA support
for looked-after children
D10: The effectiveness of LEA
support for combating racism
D11: The effectiveness of LEA support
for child welfare and protection
D12: The effectiveness of LEA support
for health and safety in your school
D13: The reliability of home to school
transport

D14: Overall, how well does your LEA promote
access to education and social inclusion?

Top —p




commission 3. Percentage analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

y“ al,ldit, Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
N

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

82%
<+ Bottom Direction of plotting of responses on chart Top —p
I .NO answer Dunacﬂé 10 comment .very POoor ﬁPOOt’ DdeIbIdCIOI'y DbOOO Dvery G0O0od I
Survey Question NB. Square brackets [ ] indicate different question text for Wales
100% 0% » » —
| e 6% 6%
b 6
9% 9% 8%
15% |
[y — 20% ] 12% _—
90% . | 17% "
28% 25% 25%
o b
80% -+
1) 36%
38%
8 70% - yieo 20%
2 o
[3}
] 22%
£ 60% +— 9% —
o 45%
=
[0}
36%
2 50% +— § ——
o
% 50% 29%
oy 4| _—
o 40% 6%
36%
30% A 33% \
38% \ 13%
21%
20% -+ \\\ S S
T Y N
\9% \ e \“ 11% 5%
10% +— 7% 9% e 4% 15% ||
)
8%)
2% 4% 3% > % 4%
0% 3% % ey 1% oY 1% 3% 3% ey 1%
u ‘S n < 7] c z %) us us 5
o - £ B
5 2 4 5 @ g £ § o 2 2 9 s § &% 2 < 2 % g 7
u £ Q = BT} H > S 5] 5 " S I 3w 8 s ] 2 K] 3 o
5 S cc 5 %5 £ = =z 2 o c = [ © 2n c a c - 3¢
3z S O 5 3 = Z S 5 S 6 [ s _ 222 5w = ¢85 3 7o
S o 5B O S I = 32 o 7] 2 n © c o= & © 23 250 8 e 0
>89 22 D905 o > = N4 o o= 9 o 2B o o o S X > o9
5% £ 3% STEE 8%t 5 _32%8d $£84 £8p0E9 S 3 2% 8 sogc
23 588 2563¢8 C S g2 Le>g 20 5530 098 5Gg B8 TS gx 5w
= 3 k] =52 €S C®E® < o & = 2 = O 29O § <= > S 2 Sy o c
T Z Z = S © o2 E85 ] S ® oE w'e S 3 u::gE_= (R QoG -0 o
2 sy s =g 5227 a4 §5°s53 S22 CE25e2 Fg g 57 2%
c 2
o 27 E 2 @2 2 g0 5 § 8 2595 283875 & < g = g £5
< £ < <] [ Q = 5 oo £ > (3]
= 9 o F S = i3 S 2 s > 2 5= | w 3 =
o o= s B s 4 > & E s £ KO® asfg -
o o = o© i 2 5 o v 5% 3 °
£ E ° w
Page 41 of 60"



commission 3. Percentage analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

y“ al,ldit, Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
N

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

82%
w woo- oo w = ‘3 ;f w E 5z g @
<+ Bottom Direction of plotting of responses on chart Top —p
I | N0 answer O Onabie o comment m VeTy Poor pyPoor O Satstactory @cood o VeTy Good

Section W: Questions specific to Wales

Survey Question NB. Schools in England were not able to answer the questions in this section
100% -
90%
80%
2
o
2 70% A
O
[%2]
€ 60% -
o
=
g
Q
© 50% -
c
o
7y
o 40%
ad
30%
20%
10%
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
u= = =< [ = =] s
c & o o E £ = . [SERSIN]
o £ 82 220, Efcgo = 3 So. 582 w3l
O D0, ® == g O >0 570 n o= £E50w8=¢c 05 55c
eEZS 55288 Te3e 28 2S8g8% ¢ tgacy
583 >£5,882 £2328% 85 25295k 25292
> 200 2 0o Q8 S pHh E® >8z0o co523FK~ 208 3=
5 g ®© (ﬁo%c O S = £ a0 :owuo'ol— 50 c 28
SEok 28Sc € ££38 855 golc95HY 886£%
c £ = o0 0 7] x 0 - = © 0
T oD vg EE B z8E% Tc5d 0 PIESL ©,22E
o232 < 5,88 c w23 o= 20 v 358~ oy o3
2I0E Flc 2T IT<g8 g g2 ESESES cX 59273
5253 §3g= g==? $as 592253 532%°
o (SIN) v © u) £
TET2 = =23 =< O u =sc

Page 42 of 60



VA‘ g(%'rﬁpﬁission

Walsall LEA Schools’ views of their LEA 2004
3. Percentage analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

107 out of 130 schools responded to the survey, a response rate of
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4. Longitudinal analysis

Walsall

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

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

Survey Question Walsall Statistical Test (t-test) of significance
Summer 2003 Summer 2004 PIRERISUES CHEE SN
Summer 2003 S - Summer 2004 S - sample size size
Square brackets [ ] indicate different average - average - % Change [number of [number of Total Sample T-Test 596 Test
question text for Wales (previous (previous (current (current (Previous - Current) schools which schools which Size calculation °
survey) 2urve N survey) survey) answered the answered the
¥ Y question] question]
Section A: LEA Strategy
srl(;vTig: deg)fcsz‘r’]?:fgi‘ﬁ%:rze leadership 2.47 0.83 1.87 0.78 15% Better 38 107 145 -9.06 Significant
srz(;vTig: deg;?l'(;’;r;zs;gﬂtg:r':aderSh'p 3.83 0.70 2.88 0.81 24% Better 30 89 119 -13.88 Significant
Ati:yTorLer rsi':(‘)’slnce of your LEA’s priorities 2.84 0.86 2.26 0.79 15% Better 38 107 145 -8.49 Significant
A4: The quality of your LEA’s strategic
Fr:?ﬂjr:;i';%f&reséggc" improvement, 2.62 0.64 2.19 0.79 11% Better 37 106 143 7.27 Significant
[ESP]
A5: The effectiveness of your LEA’s
implementation of its strategic plans 2.91 0.77 2.31 0.81 15% Better 33 105 138 -8.86 Significant
for school improvement
?:%mjﬁf;?;:’mﬁsygzﬂzL'C;EIA s 2.50 0.76 2.28 0.97 5% Better 38 107 145 -3.08 Significant
f;; Tp,r;?is)é;i";f;ng}fr'lfsgﬁf; influence 3.06 0.83 2.42 0.86 16% Better 36 103 139 -8.94 Significant
A8: Your LEA’s consultation on the 2.97 0.89 2.30 0.86 17% Better 35 106 141 -9.06 Significant
planning and review of the education budget
tAr?e: ;::;?;’Sigﬁ";af'gfs:gga'e behind 3.54 0.82 2.31 0.82 31% Better 35 101 136 -17.60 Significant
A10: The effectiveness of LEA support 3.78 0.94 3.00 1.12 17% Better 32 94 126 -7.60 Significant
to schools in bidding for external grants
AL1: Your LEA's effectiveness in 2.92 0.80 2.26 0.90 16% Better a7 107 144 -9.30 Significant
encouraging schools to work together
A12: Your LEA’s effectiveness in supporting
your school in applying the principles of Best Value 3.24 0.74 2.60 0.75 16% Better 34 105 139 -10.02 Significant
[N/A]
’:ﬁg:r:fe”r:t:‘f:; i:gsﬁ:rsfor the recruitment 3.09 0.89 2.74 0.81 9% Better 32 9 128 471 Significant
Q)i‘;;:;;;fgcitr:‘f’;"n?z;g; ‘;‘:;'; ('j‘aEg s strategy 2.89 0.74 2.49 0.88 10% Better 37 106 143 -5.97 Significant
A15: The effectiveness of electronic
communication between schools 2.49 0.69 2.53 0.95 -1% Worse 37 107 144 0.68
and the LEA
A16: The Education service’s effectiveness
in working in partnership with other Council 3.29 0.86 2.72 0.71 14% Better 24 81 105 -7.55 Significant
departments and with external agencies
A17: The quality of your LEA's support for the
development of the schools forum 2.97 0.66 2.15 0.79 21% Better 31 95 126 -12.82 Significant
[N/A]
A18: Overall, how good is your LEA’s 2.82 0.77 2.16 0.80 16% Better 33 105 138 -9.84 Significant
capacity to develop and implement strategy?
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4. Longitudinal analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Survey Question Walsall Statistical Test (t-test) of significance
Previous Current sample
Summer 2003 Summer 2004 A A P
Summer 2003 i o Summer 2004 i o sample size size
Square brackets [ ] indicate different average P average P % Change [number of [number of Total Sample T-Test
) - deviation deviation 4 X - . . 5% Test
question text for Wales (previous . (current (Previous - Current) schools which schools which Size calculation
(previous (current
survey) survey) answered the answered the
survey) survey) N N
question] question]

Section B: Support for School Improvement

B1: The clarity of your LEA’s definition of

rhe / " 2.64 0.76 2.28 0.77 9% Better 36 105 141 -5.64 Significant
monitoring, support and intervention
B2: Your LEA’s knowledge and 2.64 0.83 2.31 0.90 8% Better 36 106 142 451 Significant
understanding of your school
B3: Your LEA's effectiveness in challenging 2.54 0.78 2.21 0.78 8% Better 35 105 140 5.05 Significant

your school to perform better

B4: Your LEA’s support to develop
self-management (including self-evaluation) 2.65 0.77 2.35 0.84 7% Better 34 106 140 -4.37 Significant
in your school

B5: Your LEA’s support in developing
leadership and management skills 2.78 0.83 2.46 0.89 8% Better 36 106 142 -4.38 Significant
in your school

B6: Your LEA’s support to develop

N f 3.31 0.95 2.58 0.93 18% Better 36 106 142 -9.11 Significant
the effectiveness of your governing body
B7: Your LEA’s support for literacy 2.43 0.78 2.21 0.86 5% Better 35 105 140 -3.16 Significant
B8: Your LEA’s support for numeracy 2.54 0.85 2.35 0.82 5% Better 35 105 140 -2.70 Significant
B9: Your LEA's support for ICT 1.83 0.61 2.03 0.87 5% Worse 36 107 143 3.19 Significant
in the curriculum
B10: Your LEA’s support for raising 2.73 0.79 2.24 0.79 12% Better 11 33 44 -4.08 Significant

attainment at Key Stage 3

B11: The effectiveness of your LEA’s
support for the professional 2.72 0.68 2.37 0.80 9% Better 32 103 135 -5.48 Significant
development of teachers, including NQTs
B12: The quality of your LEA's

financial information, including 3.20 0.96 2.66 0.95 14% Better 35 102 137 -6.65 Significant
comparative data

B13: Your LEA’s support to your
school for using pupil performance 3.06 0.91 2.44 0.91 15% Better 35 102 137 -7.95 Significant
data to secure school improvement

B14: The effectiveness of your LEA’s

arrangements for disseminating good practice 3.06 0.86 2.77 0.85 7% Better 36 107 143 -4.04 Significant
B15: Your LEA’s support for 14-19 education 3.22 0.67 2.88 0.94 9% Better 9 32 41 -2.81 Significant
B16: Your LEA’s support for early years education 2.52 0.82 2.48 0.87 1% Better 25 77 102 -0.47

B17: Overall, how good is your LEA’s 2.68 0.68 2.30 0.78 9% Better 34 107 141 6.14 Significant

capacity to support school improvement?
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4. Longitudinal analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Survey Question Walsall Statistical Test (t-test) of significance
Previous Current sample
Summer 2003 Summer 2004 A A P
Summer 2003 i o Summer 2004 i o sample size size
Square brackets [ ] indicate different average P average P % Change [number of [number of Total Sample T-Test
) - deviation deviation 4 X - . . 5% Test
question text for Wales (previous . (current (Previous - Current) schools which schools which Size calculation
(previous (current
survey) survey) answered the answered the
survey) survey) N N
question] question]

Section C: Facilitating Access to Services including Management Support Services

C1: The clarity of service specification

o, . I
for services offered by your LEA 3.06 0.63 2.67 0.82 10% Better 36 107 143 6.36 Significant

C2: Your LEA’s support to make you
an effective purchaser of traded services, 3.26 0.75 2.97 0.91 7% Better 34 106 140 -4.19 Significant
whether from the LEA or from external providers

C3: The quality of financial support and advice 2.71 0.83 2.69 0.97 1% Better 35 101 136 -0.28

C4: The quality of payroll services 2.44 0.66 2.20 0.79 6% Better 34 98 132 -3.78 Significant

C5: The quality of professional

. 2.76 0.90 1.98 0.72 19% Better 33 100 133 -11.09 Significant
personnel advice and casework
C6: The quality of building 2.94 0.78 2.80 0.87 4% Better 34 103 137 2.07 Significant
maintenance services
C7: The quality of programming and 2.93 0.74 2.89 0.96 1% Better 30 88 118 -0.60
management of building projects
C8: The quality of technical support for ICT 1.89 0.71 1.97 0.79 -2% Worse 36 107 143 1.32

C9: The quality of the facilities
management services; cleaning, grounds 2.59 0.66 2.87 0.84 -7% Worse 34 99 133 4.35 Significant
maintenance and caretaking

C10: The quality of the catering service 2.91 0.77 3.11 1.02 -5% Worse 33 91 124 2.54 Significant

C11: Overall, how good is your LEA’s
capacity to facilitate access to high quality 3.03 0.58 2.70 0.75 8% Better 34 103 137 -5.87 Significant
services?
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4. Longitudinal analysis

Walsall

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

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

Survey Question Walsall Statistical Test (t-test) of significance
Summer 2003 Summer 2004 PIRERISUES CHEE SN
Summer 2003 S - Summer 2004 S - sample size size
Square brackets [ ] indicate different average - average - % Change [number of [number of Total Sample T-Test 596 Test
question text for Wales (previous (previous (current (current (Previous - Current) schools which schools which Size calculation
survey) 2urve N survey) survey) answered the answered the
¥ Y question] question]
Section D: Access/Promoting Social Inclusion
Elgnz?fge;eg'r:’:;e;z g;yo”r LEA'S 2.94 0.85 2.51 0.74 11% Better 31 9 127 -6.03 Significant
D2: The transparency of your LEA's 3.22 0.80 2.80 0.91 11% Better 27 o1 118 5.35 Significant
asset management planning process
D3: The effectiveness of your LEA's 2.65 0.75 2.35 0.87 7% Better 31 102 133 415 Significant
co-ordination of the admissions process
D4: The effectiveness of your LEA’S 3.26 1.06 2.33 0.85 23% Better 31 106 137 -11.44 Significant
support for promoting pupil attendance
D5: Your LEA's management of the ) 3.50 0.94 2.82 0.81 17% Better 14 68 82 7.02 Significant
procedures for re-admission of excluded pupils
D6: The effectiveness of your LEA's. 3.17 0.76 2.89 0.83 7% Better 24 82 106 -3.58 Significant
support for gifted and talented pupils
D7: The effectiveness of LEA support
for meeting the needs of pupils with 2.89 0.90 2.64 0.85 6% Better 18 66 84 -2.64 Significant
English as an additional language
D8: The effectiveness of LEA support
for meeting the needs of pupils from 3.00 0.79 2.76 0.83 6% Better 17 72 89 -2.75 Significant
minority ethnic groups, refugees and Travellers
:i:llgiesz:::é‘:ecr"fifjrce’; LEA support 3.27 0.94 2.84 0.88 11% Better 22 80 102 -4.85 Significant
Ej:;;?i:ﬁcfrz‘é‘:iizsgcz‘sﬁ 2.83 0.64 2.51 0.79 8% Better 24 88 112 481 Significant
iﬁléhrﬂjeﬁgfg:g’z:Zssrgg‘c'ifoiuppOrt 3.06 0.95 2.51 0.83 14% Better 32 103 135 7.19 Significant
D12: The effectiveness of LEA support 3.09 0.83 2.78 0.85 8% Better 34 102 136 422 Significant
for health and safety in your school
E;i;;gft reliability of home to school 3.42 1.16 2.69 0.93 18% Better 12 35 47 481 Significant
D14: Overall, how well does your LEA promote 3.12 0.81 2.55 0.79 14% Better 34 99 133 -8.28 Significant
access to education and social inclusion?
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Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Survey Question Walsall Statistical Test (t-test) of significance
Previous Current sample
Summer 2003 Summer 2004 A A P
Summer 2003 i o Summer 2004 i o sample size size
Square brackets [ ] indicate different average P average P % Change [number of [number of Total Sample T-Test
) - deviation deviation 4 X - . . 5% Test
question text for Wales (previous . (current (Previous - Current) schools which schools which Size calculation
(previous (current
survey) survey) answered the answered the
survey) survey) N N
question] question]

Section E: Special Educational Needs

E1: The quality of your LEA’s SEN strategy 3.41 0.71 2.36 0.86 26% Better 32 107 139 -15.83 Significant

E2: Your LEA’s planning of SEN provision

0, _ . P
o moet idontified Moo 3.48 0.76 2.59 0.93 22% Better 33 104 137 12.54 Significant
E3: The clarity of your LEA’s rationale o PR
for the deployment of SEN funding 3.66 0.75 2.47 0.87 30% Better 32 103 135 17.15 Significant
E4: The efficiency with which statutory 3.76 0.75 3.27 0.90 12% Better 33 101 134 -6.89 Significant

assessments of pupils with SEN are made

E5: Your LEA’s effectiveness in
developing your school’s capacity 3.65 0.77 3.05 0.99 15% Better 34 104 138 -8.04 Significant
to meet the needs of pupils with SEN

E6:Your LEA’s effectiveness in monitoring

o ~ -
the progress of pupils with SEN at your school 3.62 0.82 3.17 0.91 11% Better 34 102 136 6.09 Significant
E7: The effectiveness of learning support

[The effectiveness of the LEA’s services to 2.84 1.00 2.60 0.93 6% Better 31 98 129 -2.79 Significant
support the learning of pupils with the full range of

SEN1

E8: The effectiveness of behaviour support 3.54 0.72 3.38 1.06 4% Better 24 88 112 -2.01 Significant
E9: The effectiveness of educational 3.53 0.94 2.82 0.86 18% Better 30 103 133 _9.22 Significant
psychology support

E10: Overall, how good is your LEA’s 3.69 0.78 2.86 0.88 21% Better 32 105 137 -11.72 Significant

capacity to support special educational needs?
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F“ audit. . Walsall Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:
=8 COMMISSION 4. Longitudinal analysis the national school survey
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

Survey Question Walsall Statistical Test (t-test) of significance
Previous Current sample
Summer 2003 Summer 2004 A A P
Summer 2003 i o Summer 2004 i o sample size size
Square brackets [ ] indicate different average P average P % Change [number of [number of Total Sample T-Test
) - deviation deviation 4 X - . . 5% Test
question text for Wales (previous . (current (Previous - Current) schools which schools which Size calculation
(previous (current
survey) survey) answered the answered the
survey) survey) N N
question] question]

Section W: Questions specific to Wales

W1: The effectiveness of the LEA's arrangements

for securing access to Welsh medium education 0
W2: The quality of the LEA's support for the Welsh

language to meet the varied needs of different 0
users

W3: How effectively the LEA secures Welsh- 0
medium curriculum support for schools

W4: The effectiveness of the LEA in supporting the 0

delivery of Y Cwricwlwm Cymreig

WS5: The extent to which the LEA has been able to
represent schools' interests in the local Community [o]
Council for Education and Training (CCET)

W6: The effectiveness of the LEA's assessment of
and provision for pupils with SEN through the 0
medium of Welsh
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‘gSummer 2003 average (previous survey) Osummer 2004 average (current survey) ‘
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Walsall LEA
4. Longitudinal analysis
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

ISSion

t

2

The response rate for the Summer 2003 survey was 29%

The response rate for the Summer 2004 survey was 82%

This indicates that the score from the current survey is

If the current survey

bar is blue

statistically significantly better than the score from the

previous survey

This indicates that the score from the current survey is

RGNl f o ETMER Tl statistically significantly worse than the score from the

previous survey

Support for School Improvement

Section B

Survey question
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the national school survey

Schools’ views of their LEA 2004:

Walsall LEA
4. Longitudinal analysis
Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

ISSion

t

The response rate for the Summer 2003 survey was 29%

The response rate for the Summer 2004 survey was 82%

This indicates that the score from the current survey is

better than the score from the

statistically significantly

previous survey

This indicates that the score from the current survey is

worse than the score from the

rjSummer 2003 average (previous survey) gSummer 2004 average (current survey) ‘
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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:
[ ™

This indicates that the score from the current survey is

If th L L
batr iz E:J;em survey statistically significantly better than the score from the The response rate for the Summer 2003 survey was 29%

previous survey

This indicates that the score from the current survey is
RGNl f o ETMER Tl statistically significantly worse than the score from the The response rate for the Summer 2004 survey was 82%

previous survey

act

proct
mino
D14:

‘E]Summer 2003 average (previous survey) gSummer 2004 average (current survey) ‘

Section E: Special Educational Needs

|

Survey question NB. Square brackets [ ] indicate different current question text for Wales
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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:
[ ™

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

If the current survey
bar is blue

This indicates that the score from the current survey is
RGNl f o ETMER Tl statistically significantly worse than the score from the The response rate for the Summer 2004 survey was 82%
previous survey
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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:
[ ™

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

If the current survey
bar is blue

This indicates that the score from the current survey is
IR T =Tl I EIe ll Statistically significantly worse than the score from the The response rate for the Summer 2004 survey was 82%
previous survey
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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: 29%
Total no of schools 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%
All participating authorities in England



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



No.

Description

Lead Officer

2002/03
Qut-turn

2003/04
Qut-turn

2004705
Target

Quartile

2004/05
out-turn

Trend compared
to 2003/04

Target

BV 38

% of 15 year old pupils in
schools maintained by the local
education authority achieving 5
or more GCSEs at grades ~ A*-
C or equivalent.

Tim German

42.30%

43.30%

48%

43.5%

BV 40

% of pupils in schools
maintained by the Local
Education authority achieving
Level 4 or above in the Key
Stage 2 Mathematics test.

Tim German

67.6%

65.2%

81%

68%

BV 41

% of pupils in schools
maintained by the Local
Education authority achieving
Level 4 or above in the Key
Stage 2 English test.

Tim German

68.1%

71.1%

83%

73%

BV 43a CPA

% of statements of special
educational need issued by the
authority in a financial year and
prepared within 18 weeks
excluding those affected by
"exceptions to the rule" under
the SEN code of practice.

Tim German

82%

30.8%

95%

NA

NA

BV 43b CPA

% of statements of special
educational need issued by the
authority in a financial year and
prepared within 18 weeks
including those affected by
"exceptions to the rule" under
the SEN code of practice.

Tim German

65.1%

26.4%

68%

NA

NA

BV 44

Number of pupils permanently
excluded during the year from
all schools maintained by the

Local Education authority per
1,000 pupils at all maintained

schools.

Tim German

17

0.85

0.99

NA

NA

BV 45

% of half days missed due to
total absence in secondary
schools.

Tim German

9.4%

9%

9%

8.10%

BV 46

% of half days missed due to
total absence in primary
schools maintained by the local
education authority.

Tim German

7%

6.6%

6%

6.20%

BV 18la

% of 14 year old pupils in
schools maintained by the local
education authority achieving
Level 5 or above in the Key
Stage test in English

Tim German

65%

63%

69%

64%

BV 181b

% of 14 year old pupils in
schools maintained by the local
education authority achieving
Level 5 or above in the Key
Stage test in Mathematics

Tim German

60%

64%

2%

66%

BV 181c

% of 14 year old pupils in
schools maintained by the local
education authority achieving
Level 5 or above in the Key
Stage test in Science.

Tim German

59%

60%

65%

58%




Walsall - Comparison of Best Value indicators with other Metrapoliton Boroughs 2003/2004

Indicator BV 33 Bv34a BV34b BV 38 BV 39 BV 40 BV 41 Bv43a BV43b BV 44 BV 45 BV 46

Walsall Result 04 [55.87 17.20 5.30 43.3 85.5 65.2 71.1 30.8* 26.4* 0.85 9.03 6.62

Walsall Quartile 4 3 2 3 3 4 3 4 4 1 3 4

1 0.85

Top Quartile border 97.05 9.83 0.00 50.7 89.1 75.0 75.8 99.5 78.1 0.92 7.91 5.60

2 5.30

Median 87.18 15.30 5.89 454 86.7 70.9 72.3 92.4 54.1 1.14 8.80 5.97

3 17.20 43.3 5.5 71.1 9.03

Bottom Quartile border  [72.19 18.65 10.67 41.9 84.1 67.4 70.0 75.5 42.7 1.58 9.43 6.36

4 55.87 65.2 30.8* 26.4* 6.62
Walsall - Comparison of Best Value indicators with other Metrapoliton Boroughs 2003/2004

Indicator BV 48 BV 159d BV 18la BV 18lb BV 181c BV 18ld BV 192a BV 192b BV 193a BV 193b BV 194a BV 194b

Walsall Result 04 [0.00 63.00 63.00 64.00 60.00 61.70 5.0 9.6 100.0 102.1 22 23

Walsall Quartile 1 4 3 3 3 3 1 2 3 2 3 4

1 0.00 5.0

Top Quartile 0.00 100.00 69.25 70.25 67.70 70.05 4.5 9.9 101.8 103.3 26 30.0

2 9.6 100.0

Median 1.00 87.00 66.50 66.67 64.00 65.15 4.0 8.8 100.7 101.5 24 27.0

3 63.00 64.00 60.00 61.70 100.0 22

Bottom Quartile 1.93 66.70 63.00 63.75 60.00 58.83 3.8 3.4 99.6 100.0 22 24.8

4 63.00 23




