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AGENDA 
 
 
1. WEBCASTING    
 
 Please note: This meeting may be filmed for live or subsequent 

broadcast via the Council's internet site - at the start of the meeting the 
Chair will confirm if all or part of the meeting is being filmed. The 
images and sound recording may be used for training purposes within 
the Council.  

 
Generally the public seating areas are not filmed. However, by entering 
the meeting room and using the public seating area, you are consenting 
to being filmed and to the possible use of those images and sound 
recordings for webcasting and/or training purposes. 

 
If you have any queries regarding this, please contact the Committee Clerk 
at the meeting. 
 
 

2. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE    
 
3. URGENT BUSINESS    
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 The Chair will consider the admission of any late items of urgent business. (Late 
items will be considered under the agenda item where they appear. New items will 
be dealt with at item below). 
 

4. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST    
 
 A member with a personal interest in a matter who attends a meeting of the 

authority at which the matter is considered must disclose to that meeting the 
existence and nature of that interest at the commencement of that consideration, 
or when the interest becomes apparent.  
 
A member with a personal interest in a matter also has a prejudicial interest in that 
matter if the interest is one which a member of the public with knowledge of the 
relevant facts would reasonably regard as so significant that it is likely to prejudice 
the member's judgment of the public interest and if this interest affects their 
financial position or the financial position of a person or body as described in 
paragraph 8 of the Code of Conduct and/or if it relates to the determining of any 
approval, consent, licence, permission or registration in relation to them or any 
person or body described in paragraph 8 of the Code of Conduct. 
 

5. DEPUTATIONS/PETITIONS/PRESENTATIONS/QUESTIONS    
 
 To consider any requests received in accordance with Part 4, Section B, 

paragraph 29 of the Council’s constitution. 
 

6. CABINET MEMBER QUESTIONS - CABINET MEMBER FOR HOUSING    
 
 An opportunity for the Committee to question the Cabinet Member, Councillor 

John Bevan, on the Housing Services portfolio. 
 

7. BUDGET MONITORING  (PAGES 1 - 14)  
 
 To consider the report on the Financial Performance Forecast as at 31 December 

2011. 
 

8. REVIEW UPDATE: SEXUAL HEALTH    
 
 To receive an update on the previous scrutiny review on Sexual Health. 

 

TO FOLLOW 

 
9. REVIEW UPDATE: EXAM RESULTS  (PAGES 15 - 136)  
 
 To receive an update on the previous scrutiny review on Exam Results. 

 
10. REVIEW REPORT: MEN'S HEALTH    
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 To consider the report on Men’s Health. 
 

TO FOLLOW 

 
11. REVIEW REPORT: MISSING CHILDREN    
 
 To consider the report on Missing Children. 

 

TO FOLLOW 

 
12. FEEDBACK FROM CHAIRS OF AREA COMMITTEES    
 
13. NEW ITEMS OF URGENT BUSINESS    
 
14. MINUTES  (PAGES 137 - 148)  
 
 To approve the minutes of the meetings held on 6 February 2012. 

 
15. FUTURE MEETINGS    
 
 23 July 2012 (tbc) 

 
 
 
David McNulty 
Head of Local Democracy and 
Member Services  
River Park House  
225 High Road  
Wood Green  
London N22 8HQ 
 

Felicity Parker 
Principal Committee Co-Ordinator 
Tel: 020-8489 2919 
Fax: 020-8881 5218 
Email: felicity.parker@haringey.gov.uk 
 
Thursday 19 April 2012 
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Report for: 
Overview and Scrutiny 
Committee 
30th April 2012 

Item 
Number: 

 

 

Title: 
Analyses of school results at the end of the Foundation Stage, 
Key Stages 1, 2, 4 and Post 16 for 2011. 
 

 

Report 
Authorised by: 

 
Libby Blake 
Director of The Children and Young People’s Service 

 

Lead Officer: 
Jan Doust, Deputy Director, Prevention and Early Intervention 
Avi Becker, Business Intelligence Manager 

 

 
Ward(s) affected: All 

 
Report for Non Key Decisions: 
Information 

 
1. Describe the issue under consideration 
 This report provides a summary of the analyses of school results for 2011.   

 
 

2. Cabinet Member introduction 
This report shows good progress across our schools and thanks are due to pupils 
and teachers for ensuring a year-on-year improvement in results. I am pleased to 
see that results for black and ethnic minority pupils are improving particularly 
rapidly.  However, we must now ensure all our schools and all our pupils are doing 
well and that, as national results are also on an improvement trajectory, we are able 
to up our pace so we can reach and overtake them.  
 
 

3. Recommendations 
 To note the analyses of the results set out in the summary report in Appendix 1. 
   If Members want to read the full report on the analyses of results this is available 
 from Avi Becker, Business Intelligence Manager on 0208 489 6939 or by e 
 mail to avi.becker@haringey.gov.uk 
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4. Other options considered 
 Not Applicable 

 
 

5. Background information     
The detailed analyses and reporting of Haringey results is an annual publication, 
prepared in the latter half of the autumn term when results can start to be compared 
with national data.  It is regularly updated as validated results are received from the 
Department for Education (DFE), with a final version in March/April 2012 when the 
final data sets are confirmed.   
 
Headlines 
 
Results in the Foundation Stage (children at the end of the reception year) in 
2011 improved in both Personal, social and emotional development (all 3 scales) 
and Communication, language and literacy (all 4 scales).   
 
National Indicator 72  (Achievement of at least 78 points across the Early Years 
Foundation Stage with at least 6 in each of the scales in Personal, Social and 
Emotional Development and Communication, Language and Literacy) improved 
from 42% to 54% (national improved 56% to 59%).   
 
National Indicator 92  (Narrowing the gap between the lowest achieving 20% in 
the Early Years Foundation Stage) improved by decreasing from 36.2% to 32.1% 
(national reduced from 32.7% to 31.4%). 
 

 
Key Stage 1 results remained fairly similar to the previous year at all levels.  
 
 
Key Stage 2 declined significantly from the published results in 2010.  However the 
2010 results were affected by the national and local boycott and were significantly 
higher than expected in Haringey (only 18 out of 53 mainstream schools took part in 
the tests).  It is therefore more useful to ignore the published 2010 results when 
looking at Haringey trends. 
 
Overall, Haringey’s rate of progress since 2007 at Key Stage 2 has been slightly 
better than the national trend.  At level 4 and above (L4+), English has improved by 
4% in Haringey compared to national improvement of 2% (Haringey now 80%, 
England 82%).  Mathematics in Haringey has improved by 4% compared to a 3% 
gain nationally (Haringey now 77%, England 80%).  Results for combined English 
and maths have improved by 4% compared to national improvement of 3% 
(Haringey now 71%, England 74%).   
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There are significant differences nationally between the overall attainment of pupils 
who are eligible for free school meals (FSM) and pupils not eligible for FSM.  The 
DFE focus has been in reducing the gap in combined English and maths level 4+.  
In 2011, 58% of FSM pupils compared to 78% of non FSM pupils attained level 4 
and above nationally.  The 2011 Haringey figures are 62% and 76% respectively.  
The Haringey 2011 gap is 14% compared to the national gap of 20%.  Two new 
national indicators are NI 93 Progression by 2 levels in English and NI 94 
Progression by 2 levels in Mathematics between Key Stage 1 and Key Stage 2.  
The 2011 two levels of progress results for Haringey in English are 87% (national 
84%) and for maths 82% (national 83%).   
 
The number of schools below the DFE target of 60% of pupils to achieve level 4 
and above in both English and maths has reduced from 21 in 2006 to 14 in 2011. 
 
Key Stage 4 (GCSE) results continued to improve.  The % 5+ A* - C (including 
English and maths) increase was the biggest ever and significantly closed the gap 
with the national result in 2011. 
 
National Indicator 75 (Achievement of 5 or more A*- C grades at GCSE or 
equivalent including English and Maths) - improved from 48.0% to 57.3% (national 
improved from 53.4% to 58.9%).   
 
 
Post 16 Level 3 
 
The 2011 results have improved significantly in the average point score per exam 
entry from 212.5 to 216.0 (national improved from 214.4 to 216.2).  The total 
average point score per student increased from 633.2 to 661.4 (national increased 
from 744.9 to 745.9). 
 
 
Attendance in primary schools improved from 94.4% in 2010 to 94.5% in 2011.  
Secondary schools’ attendance improved from 93.0% in 2010 to 93.5% in 2011.  
National primary attendance in 2011 was 95.0%, secondary was 93.5%.   
 
Exclusions There were 3 permanent exclusions in primary and 20 in secondary 
schools in 20010/11.  This rate is in line with national rates for primary and 
secondary schools.  
 
 
 

6. Comments of the Chief Finance Officer and financial implications 
 The Chief Financial Officer has been consulted on the content of this report and 
 has no additional comments to make 
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7. Head of Legal Services and legal implications 
 The Head of Legal Services has been consulted on the content of the report and 
 has no specific legal comment to make as the recommendation in the report is for 
 Members to note the analyses of the results set out in the summary report in 
 Appendix 1. 

 
 

8. Equalities and Community Cohesion Comments 
 
The Haringey data includes detailed analysis of the performance of all ethnic 
groups, the largest groups being African, African Caribbean, Turkish, Kurdish and 
White British.  The report also provides a detailed analysis at each key stage by 
gender, looked after children, free school meals, special educational needs, as well 
as high and low attaining pupils and discussion of the interaction between receipt of 
free school meals and ethnicity.   
 
At the early Years Foundation Stage there remain significant differences between 
some ethnic groups. White Gypsy Roma and Irish Traveller children, Kurdish, 
Turkish and Somali children have lower levels of attainment than most of the other 
ethnic groups in Haringey. 
 
At Key Stage 2 combined English and maths L4+ (since 2008), African pupils 
results have improved from 58% to 68% and are currently 2% below their national 
peers, African-Caribbean results have improved from 56% to 64% and currently 3% 
below national peers, Kurdish from 37% to 68% and Turkish pupils from 44% to 
54% (no national comparative data available).  White UK pupils have improved from 
84% to 86% and currently 11% above national peers.  The attainment of Looked 
After Children in English and in maths L4+ declined from 60% to 50%.  National 
results for Looked After Children in 2011 are 50% in English, 48% in maths.  
 
At GCSE 5+ A* - C (including English and maths) - since 2007, African pupils have 
improved from 32% to 56% and are currently 2% below national peers.  Caribbean 
pupils have improved from 24% to 42% and are 7% below peers, White UK pupils 
have improved from 58% to 74% and are 16% above peers.  Kurdish pupils have 
improved from 16% to 27%, Turkish from 23% to 42%.  The attainment of Looked 
After Children in 5+ A* - C (including English and maths) declined from 20% to 10%.  
National results for Looked After Children in 2011 are 13%.  
 
The data that underpin the analyses are included in the tables at the end of the 
report.  As some groups of pupils are very small the numbers are suppressed in the 
report on the grounds of confidentiality.  However information on the attainment of 
all groups is monitored in the Children and Young People’s Service and information 
provided at school level ensures that the progress of all pupils is monitored closely.  
The information is used to focus school improvement activities and the report 
outlines the interventions, strategies and support to be provided to schools and 
pupils in response to the analysis. .   
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9. Head of Procurement Comments 
 
Not applicable 
 
 

10. Policy Implication 
 
The annual evaluation of performance data is very important and the analyses of 
the 2011 data will be used to inform and drive the priorities in the Children and 
Young People’s Service and especially School Standards and Inclusion. 
 
 

11. Use of Appendices 
 
Listed in the report 
 

12. Local Government (Access to Information) Act 1985 
 
 Not Applicable 
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Analyses of results at the end of the Foundation Stage, Key Stages 1,2,4 and  
Post – 16 for 2011 including data on attendance and exclusions 

Introduction

The detailed analyses and reporting of Haringey results is an annual publication, 
prepared in the latter half of the autumn term when results can start to be 
compared with national data.  It is regularly updated as validated results are 
received from the Department for Education (DFE), with a final version in May 
2012 when the final data sets are confirmed.

The annual evaluation of performance data is very important and the analyses of 
the 2011 data will be used to inform and drive the priorities in the Children and 
Young People’s Service and especially School Standards and Inclusion. 

The report starts with headlines and a summary giving key points and presents the 
overall results for 2011 on one page. The report continues with detailed analyses 
of the results for each key stage, by gender, ethnicity, special educational needs, 
free school meals, high and low attaining pupils and Looked After Children.  Where 
relevant the value added analysis of progress between each key stage is 
compared with progress made nationally. 

Haringey data include detailed analysis of all ethnic groups.  The largest groups 
being African, African Caribbean, Turkish, Kurdish and White British.  The 
attainment of all groups is monitored in the Children and Young People’s Service 
and information provided at school level ensures that the progress of all pupils is 
monitored closely. 

The annexes to the report contain detailed tables of data which show Haringey in 
comparison to national data and where available statistical neighbours.  The report 
also includes an overview of the strategies for raising standards and the support 
measures that have been put in place. 

Note: A number of tables in this document contain information about a 
relatively small number of pupils.  Readers need to be cautious in 
interpreting this data as the sample size involved will often mean that the 
data are not statistically significant and may fluctuate considerably year on 
year. 
Following DFE guidance a cross (x) is used in the tables published in this 
release to signify a suppressed value where publication of that figure would 
be disclosive.   Some additional figures have been suppressed to prevent the 
possibility of a suppressed figure being revealed. Generally, where the 
number of pupils in a particular group is 5 or less or where the percentage 
could allow identification, the figures have been suppressed. 
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Headlines

Results in the Foundation Stage (children at the end of the reception year) in 
2011 improved in both Personal, social and emotional development (all 3 scales) 
and Communication, language and literacy (all 4 scales).

National Indicator 72 (Achievement of at least 78 points across the Early Years 
Foundation Stage with at least 6 in each of the scales in Personal, Social and 
Emotional Development and Communication, Language and Literacy) improved 
from 42% to 54% (national improved 56% to 59%).

National Indicator 92  (Narrowing the gap between the lowest achieving 20% in 
the Early Years Foundation Stage) improved by decreasing from 36.2% to 32.1% 
(national reduced from 32.7% to 31.4%). 

Key Stage 1 results remained fairly similar to the previous year at all levels.  

Key Stage 2 declined significantly from the published results in 2010.  However 
the 2010 results were affected by the national and local boycott and were 
significantly higher than expected in Haringey (only 18 out of 53 mainstream 
schools took part in the tests).  It is therefore more useful to ignore the published 
2010 results when looking at Haringey trends. 

National Indicator 73 (Achievement at Level 4 and above in both English and 
maths) declined from 75% to 71% (national improved from 73% to 74%).  

Key Stage 4 (GCSE) results continued to improve.  The % 5+ A* - C (including 
English and maths) increase was the biggest ever and significantly closed the gap 
with the national result in 2011. 

National Indicator 75 (Achievement of 5 or more A*- C grades at GCSE or equivalent 
including English and Maths)  - improved from 48.0% to 57.3% (national improved 
from 53.4% to 58.9%).   
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Post 16 Level 3 

The 2011 results have improved significantly in the average point score per exam 
entry from 212.5 to 216.0 (national improved from 214.4 to 216.2).  The total 
average point score per student increased from 633.2 to 661.4 (national increased 
from 744.9 to 745.9). 

Attendance in primary schools improved from 94.4% in 2010 to 94.5% in 2011.  
Secondary schools’ attendance improved from 93.0% in 2010 to 93.5% in 2011.  
National primary attendance in 2011 was 95.0%, secondary was 93.5%.   

Exclusions  There were 3 permanent exclusions in primary and 20 in secondary 
schools in 20010/11.  This rate is in line with national rates for primary and 
secondary schools.
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SUMMARY

FOUNDATION STAGE   

1. The Foundation Stage Profile (FSP) is the statutory end of year assessment 
tool for pupils going into the reception class aged 5.  The percentage of 
children achieving at least 78 points and 6 or above in all of Personal, Social 
and Emotional development (PSE) and Communication, Language and 
Literacy (CLL) increased from 42% to 54%(national improved from 56% to 
59%).  The local authority gap between the median score and the lowest 20% 
improved by decreasing from 36.2% to 32.1% (national gap reduced from 
32.7% to 31.4%). 

KEY STAGE 1 

2. The results at Key Stage 1 at levels 2+ improved in reading, writing and 
maths.  At level 2B+ results improved in reading and writing, remained stable 
in maths.

3. There continue to be significant differences between ethnic groups, 
particularly at the higher level 3 in Key Stage 1.  For example, 44% White UK 
pupils attain level 3 and above in reading compared to 13% African 
Caribbean, 14% African, 2% Turkish, 32% Irish, 24% Nigerian and 20% White 
Other pupils. 

KEY STAGE 2   

4. 2011 results at Key Stage 2 have improved on the 2009 results.  The 2010 
results were affected by the national and local boycott (only 18 out of 53 
Haringey mainstream schools took part in the tests).  .

5. The percentage of pupils achieving level 4+ in English improved from 76% in 
2009 to 81% in 2011.  Maths results improved from 75% to 77%.  Combined 
English and maths results have improved from 68% to 71%.

 KEY STAGE 4 

6. Steady progress has been made at GCSE with continued gains in the 
percentage of pupils attaining 5+ A* - C grades.  Since 2006 Haringey has 
improved from 51.7% to 77.6% in the 5+ A* - C indicator (national 
improvement is from 59.2% to 79.5%).  Haringey is now 1.9% behind the 
national figure.  There is also improvement in the 5+ A* - C (including 
English and maths) indicator.  Haringey has improved from 34.3% in 2006 
to 57.3% in 2011 (national from 45.8% to 58.9%).  Haringey is now 1.6% 
behind the national figure. 

7. The gap in performance between schools in the east and the west of 
Haringey is also closing at Key Stage 4.  In the %5+ A* - C (including 
English and maths), the gap of 22% in 2002 has narrowed to 12% in 2011.
This is now the main challenge for all schools to improve. 

8. The attainment of most ethnic minority pupils at KS4 has improved 
considerably and many groups are beginning to close the gap with the 
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Haringey average in the 5+ A* - C indicator.  The challenge now is to make 
good progress in the 5+ A* - C (including English and maths) indicator 
where differential attainment is a significant issue. 

9. The percentage of Looked After Children who gained 5+ A* - C grades 
(including English and maths) is 10% (provisional) in 2011. 

POST 16

10. The average total point score per student increased from 633 to 661
compared to the national increasing from 744.9 to 745.9.

11. The average point score per exam entry increased from 212.5 to 216.0 
(national improved from 214.4 to 216.2).

 NEET 

12. There has been a decrease in the percentage of NEET from 12.5% in 
2006/07 to 6.7% in 2010/11.  The average number of NEET in November 
(2009), December and January (2010) was 300, in the equivalent periods 
for 2010/11 it was 275. 

ATTENDANCE AND EXCLUSIONS   

13. Attendance in primary schools improved from 94.4% in 2010 to 94.5% in 
2011.  Secondary schools’ attendance improved from 93.0% in 2010 to 
93.5% in 2011.  National primary attendance in 2011 was 95.0%, secondary 
was 93.5%.

 Attendance in special schools improved from 89.4% 90.5% (national 
improved from 89.7% to 90.0%).

14. There were 3 permanent exclusions in primary schools during the academic 
year 2010/11 (7 in 2009/10).  There were 20 permanent exclusions from 
secondary schools in the 2010/11 academic year (31 exclusions in 
2009/10).
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Summary of results 2011 (2010 in brackets) 

Haringey National Gap with 

national 

narrowed by

Foundation Stage  

Personal, social and emotional 

development (PSE) - % achieving 6 or more 

in all 3 scales

75 (64) 79 (77) +9

Communication, language and literacy 

(CLL) - % achieving 6 or more in all 4 

scales

58 (46) 62 (59) +9

Mathematical Development - % achieving 6 

or more in all 3 scales

69 (60) 74 (70) +5

Percentage achieving at least 78 points and 

6+ in all PSE and CLL

54 (42) 59 (56) +9

LA % gap between median and lowest 20% 32.1 (36.2) 31.4 (32.7) +2.8

Key Stage 1  2011  (2010 in 

brackets)

% Reading level 2+ 81 (80) 85 (85) +1

% Writing level 2+ 77 (74) 81 (81) +3

% Maths level 2+ 87 (85) 90 (89) +1

% Reading level 2B+ 69 (67) 74 (72) 0

% Writing level 2B+ 54 (53) 61 (60) 0

% Maths level 2B+ 68 (68) 74 (73) -1

Key Stage 2  The 2010 data is based on the 

results of only 20 Haringey schools that did the 

tests.  The gap narrowing results are therefore not a 

useful measure this year

2011  (2010 in 

brackets)

% English level 4+ 80 (83) 82 (80) -5

% Maths level 4+ 77 (79) 80 (79) -3

% English and maths combined 4+ 71 (75) 74 (73) -5

% English level 5+ 28 (36) 29 (33) -4

% Maths level 5+ 32 (36) 35 (34) -5

Key Stage 4  (GCSE)  

% 5+ A* - C 77.6 (73.0) 79.5 (75.4) +0.5

% 5+ A* - C (inc English and maths) 57.3 (48.0) 58.9 (53.4) +3.8

% at least one qualification 99.2 (98.0) 99.2 (99.0) +1.0

Key Stage 5 (Post 16 Advanced) 

Average point score per student 661.4 (633.2) 745.9 (744.9) +27.2

Average point score per exam entry 216.0 (212.5) 216.2 (214.4) +1.7
Note:  The final column shows whether the gap with the national has closed from 2010 to 2011.  A + sign 
indicates the gap closing, a – sign indicates the gap having increased. 
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PLEASE NOTE

15. Key Stages 2, 4 and post 16 test/exam results are externally marked.  That 
means the papers are sent away by the school and are marked by paid 
markers who are employed for this purpose by the National Assessment 
Agency and the Examination Boards.  

16. As soon as all these papers are marked there is a first release of the results, 
these are called unvalidated results – because the schools have not had a 
chance to check if the marking is accurate.  GCSE and post 16 exam 
papers are not usually returned to the schools – but there is still a possibility 
that the results are not what the school was expecting or there may be 
issues about missing or late results.  Where schools have received papers 
back and they find errors in the marking or even in the addition of the marks, 
they can appeal to have the final grade or mark changed. 

Recent arrivals 

17. Because of the importance now given to the results and the publication of 
performance tables, the DFE considered that it is fairer to judge schools on 
the attainment of pupils who they have had some chance of affecting.  If a 
pupil arrives from abroad (speaking little or no English) and four months 
later has to take Key Stage 2 tests, it is not fair that a school is judged on 
that child’s results.

18. The DFE has therefore made a ruling that: if pupils have arrived at a school, 
with less than two years to go before being entered for their KS2 or 4 
tests/exams and they have come from a country where English is not their 
first language, then schools are allowed to apply to have those children’s 
results not counted in the final published results of the school.  The results 
of the children still stand, just their performance is not included in the official 
school results as published by the DFE.  The process of checking which 
pupils are eligible to be officially removed is a very rigorous one checked 
carefully by the DFE and it is they who make the final decision, not the 
school.  Where the DFE has agreed the removal of a pupil’s results from the 
published performance tables, then all the results for that pupil are 
discounted.  

Validation of results 

19. Unvalidated results are usually made available some time in August or early 
September.  However the process of checking through the results, applying 
to have results amended, applying to have ‘recent arrivals’ removed from 
the official published results all takes time.  This means that the final 
validated results are usually not published by the DFE until December to 
March.  Although all these checks and amendments are carried out at 
school level, the final changes and outcomes also affect the final Haringey 
results.

 Note 

 These issues do not affect the Foundation Stage or Key Stage 1.  
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Section 1

 Early Years Foundation Stage  (see Annex 1 for more detail) 

1.1 The Early Years Foundation Stage Profile (EYFSP) is the statutory end of 
year assessment tool for children reaching the end of the Early Years 
Foundation Stage before they transfer to Year 1.

 The philosophy underpinning the EYFS framework is that learning should be 
planned and structured with an emphasis on play, through relevant and 
motivating activities. 

 The EYFSP is a way of summing up a child's progress and learning across 
the six areas of learning at the end of the EYFS. The EYFSP is made up of 
13 scales based on the early learning goals set out in the EYFS. The 13 
scales are grouped into the six areas of learning listed below: 

 Personal, social and emotional development (PSE) (3 assessment 
scales)

 Communication, language and literacy (CLL) (4 assessment scales) 

 Mathematical development (MAT) (3 assessment scales) 

 Knowledge and understanding of the world (KUW) (1 assessment 
scales)

 Physical development (PD) (1 assessment scales) 

 Creative development (CD) (1 assessment scales) 

 Each of the thirteen assessment scales has a total of nine points. 

 The first three scale points (1-3), describe a child who is still progressing 
towards the Early Learning Goals. 

 The next five points (4-8), are drawn from the Early Learning Goals 
themselves.

 The final point (9) in each scale describes a child who has achieved all 
the points from 1-8 on that scale and is working consistently beyond the 
level of the Early Learning Goals. 

 More information on the EYFS can be found on the Department for 
Education website. 

 Children who achieve a scale score of six points or more may be assessed 
as working securely within the Early Learning Goals. 

 National comparative data is currently focusing on the percentage of 
 children scoring six or more in each of the different assessment scales.  
 Children who have achieved a score of 6 or more in each of the seven 
 scales comprising PSE and CLL and a total of 78 points or more are 
 said to have achieved a good level of development. 
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Haringey and National FSP trends 

Percentage of children 

scoring 6 or more 

2009 2010 2011 2009 2010 2011

Personal, social and emotional 

development (PSE) - all 3 

scales 74% 77% 79% 65% 64% 75%

Communication, language and 

literacy (CLL) - all 4 scales

 55% 59% 62% 49% 46% 58%

Personal, social and emotional 

development (PSE) and 

Communication, language and 

literacy (CLL) combined - all 7 

scales  52% 56% 59% 43% 42% 54%

Mathematical Development - 

all 3 scales 70% 70% 74% 62% 60% 69%

Knowledge and understanding 

of the world- 1 scale

81% 83% 84% 74% 70% 80%

Physical Development - 1 

scale 90% 91% 91% 88% 87% 92%

Creative Development - 1 scale

 80% 82% 83% 76% 75% 82%

Percentage achieving a 

good level of development 

(at least 78 points and 6+ in 

a ll PSE and CLL) 52% 56% 59% 43% 42% 54%

Number of pupils in lowest 

performing 20% 634 625 642

% gap between median and 

low est 20%  33.9% 32.7% 31.4% 35.1% 36.2% 32.1%

National Haringey

Overall

1.2 Results in 2011 have improved considerably in all areas of the Foundation 
Stage.  In PSE, Haringey results improved by 11% to 75% achieving 6 or 
more in all 3 scales comprising PSE (national up 2% to 79%).  Results in 
CLL improved by 12% to 58% (national up 3% to 62%).  PSE and CLL 
combined improved by 12% to 54% (national up 3% to 59%).  Mathematical 
Development improved by 9% to 69% (national up 4% to 74%).

 The percentage of children achieving a good level of development improved 
by 12% to 54% (national up 3% to 59%).  The overall local authority gap 
between the median score and the lowest 20% of children decreased from 
36.2% to 32.1% (national gap reduced from 32.7% to 31.3%). 
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 % achieving a good level of development in Early Years 

Foundation Stage  
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% gap between median and bottom 20% in Early Years 

Foundation Stage
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35.1
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33.9
32.7
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Pupil Groups

Gender

1.3 Girls outperform boys in all areas of the Foundation Stage both nationally 
and in Haringey and the gender differences in Haringey are similar to 
national differences.   This may well be linked to levels of maturation at this 
early age and we need to be careful not to view this as necessarily a 
deficiency in the boys' levels of attainment.  In Personal, Social and 
Emotional Development (PSE) 82% of girls score 6 or more in all 3 scales 
compared to 69% of boys. In Communication, Language and Literacy (CLL) 
the figure for 6 or more in all 4 scales is 66% compared to 50%.  In 
Mathematical Development – all 3 scales – the figure is 74% compared to 
65%.  Tables in Annex 1 give further comparisons with national data. 

Ethnicity 

 The data shows significant differences for the different ethnic groups.  88% 
of White British children are scoring 6 or more in PSE, compared to 74% of 
Caribbean, 67% Kurdish, 61% Turkish and 72% African children.  In 
mathematics (problem solving, reasoning and numeracy), the comparative 
figures (scoring 6 or more in all 3 scales) are White British 87%, Caribbean 
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71%, Kurdish 46%, Turkish 43%, African 63%.  There are similar 
differences in other areas of the Foundation Stage.

Free school meals 

 There were 2,110 children not eligible for free school meals and 914 eligible 
for free school meals.  The data show that children not eligible for free 
school meals achieve higher levels than children on free school meals.  Fifty 
nine percent of children not on FSM achieve all 7 scales on combined PSE 
and CLL compared to 44% of FSM children. 

Ethnicity and free school meals 

 Analysis of ethnicity and eligibility for free school meals reveals some 
interesting variations.  In this section we have contrasted three groups, 
White British, Black Caribbean and Turkish (Tables in Annex 1 give 
information on all ethnic groups).  The first issue to note is the relative 
percentage in each group who are/are not eligible for free school meals.  Of 
the 610 White British pupils, 10% are eligible for FSM, of the 265 Black 
Caribbean pupils, 41% are eligible for FSM and of the 192 Turkish pupils 
52% are eligible for FSM.

 The graph below shows the contrast in attainment (percentage of pupils 
achieving 6 or more points in combined PSE and CLL) for these 3 groups.  
The gap for White British pupils is a very significant 35%, for Caribbean 
pupils it is 8% and for Turkish pupils it is 1% 

.
 It is important to note that the number of White British pupils eligible for FSM 

in Haringey is relatively small 

2011 % of pupils achieving PSE and CLL all 7 scales

56%

48%

74%

39%
35% 36%

59%

44%

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

156 pupils 109 pupils 549 pupils 61 pupils 92 pupils 100 pupils 2110 pupils 914 pupils

Caribbean

not FSM

Caribbean

FSM

White British

not FSM

White British

FSM

 Turkish not

FSM

 Turkish

FSM

All pupils not

FSM

All pupils

FSM
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Network Learning Communities 

The tables below show the results in 2010 and 2011 for the 3 network learning 
communities.  The results in the west network continue to be significantly 
higher than in the north and south. It is, however, encouraging to note that 
north and south networks have made bigger improvements between 2010 and 
2011 than the west network. 

14

y2010 North South West Haringe

2010

Number of children 837 1161 995 2993

Personal, social and emotional 

development (PSE) - all 3 

scales 56% 57% 80% 65%

Communication, language and 

literacy (CLL) - all 4 scales

38% 39% 62% 46%

Percentage achieving a good 

level of development
32% 35% 58% 42%

Average total FSP score

76 76 88 80

The data in the table above excludes children from private and voluntary settings  
and special schools 

2011 North South West Haringe

2011

Number of children 809 1112 997 2918

Personal, social and emotional 

development (PSE) - all 3 

scales 73% 70% 82% 75%

Communication, language and 

literacy (CLL) - all 4 scales

51% 53% 68% 57%

Percentage achieving a good 

level of development 47% 48% 64% 53%

Mathematical development - 

all 3 scales 65% 60% 81% 69%

Average total FSP score
82 81 89 84

y

The data in the table above excludes children from private and voluntary settings  
and special schools 

The map below shows the percentage of children attaining PSE and CLL 
combined across the Haringey wards.  It is interesting to compare this map with 
the one below which shows the Income Deprivation affecting Children Index 2010 
(IDACI).  The Early Years Foundation Stage map shows how results in the least 
deprived wards are significantly higher than results in the most deprived wards. 
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Summary of PSE & CLL with Income Deprivation affecting Children Index 
(IDACI)

The table shows how the results in PSE & CLL improve for children living in the 
least deprived areas in Haringey.  Forty nine percent of pupils living in the top 10% 
most deprived super output areas in Haringey attained PSE & CLL compared with 
72% who live in the least deprived areas. 

It is also interesting to note that 1788 children (60% of the Early Years cohort) live 
in the 10% most deprived areas. 

Number of children
% achieving 

PSE & CLL 6+ 

0-10% (most deprived 
IMD) 1788 49%

11-20% 329 50%

21-30% 226 54%

31% + (least deprived 
IMD) 661 72% 

Page 36



17

Main points for action from a detailed analysis of the data 

1.4 The annual detailed analysis of the data for the Foundation Stage Profile 
enables us to evaluate our strategies for raising standards and also to 
ensure that all areas for improvement that have been identified through the 
data are included in our strategies. An analysis of the data in 2011 has 
particularly identified the following areas for improvement. 

Interventions at Foundation Stage.

 Raise attainment for all children by the end of the Foundation Stage and in 
particular to improve attainment for the lowest scoring 20% of children with 
a focus on ethnicity. 

 Continue to improve moderation across schools so that data is accurate and 
reliable across all settings. 

 Provide focused training and support for teachers and headteachers 
especially with EYFSP moderation and appropriate support and conditions 
for early years in order to raise attainment. 

 Continue to support parental/guardian involvement with their child’s early 
years development and learning.

Strategies for Raising Standards in the Foundation Stage

 Targeted support 

 Training is provided for all early year’s settings with a focused support 
programme for those causing concern.  The aim is to raise the attainment of 
all pupils in the EYFS by improving the quality of provision. 

 Strategies are in place to raise the attainment of ethnic minority pupils so 
that they can make the expected levels of progress.

 The supported self-evaluation process is being used to assist improvement 
in early years’ private, voluntary and independent day-care settings and is 
further enhanced through the Haringey Accreditation and Quality Assurance 
scheme.

 Protocols are in place as part of this scheme which explain clearly the 
responsibilities for providing high quality day-care, how the LA will provide 
support and what are the consequences when providers do not reach a 
satisfactory standard when inspected by Ofsted. 

 Training and development programmes are used to provide focused support 
to improve provision. 

 Early years settings that are identified as causing concern have half termly 
reviews to consider the impact of the LA intervention work. 
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Support for senior managers 

 Additional support is provided for senior leaders in early year’s provision 
that is causing concern through the development and monitoring of an 
agreed action plan.

 New providers are supported, advised and then assessed for their 
understanding and suitability through a protocol thus ensuring all new 
provision is at least satisfactory from the outset. 

 Setting review group (SRG) meetings are used to identify where support, 
training and advice is most needed and will have the most impact. 

 Support for teachers 

 Early years consultants provide a programme of training and coaching 
support both centrally and in schools and settings where there is a need to 
raise levels of attainment and/or to further develop practitioners.

 The Children’s Centres are used alongside the Early Years Quality and 
Inclusion team to provide intensive support to those settings and schools 
which are identified through the SRG as needing extra support, for example 
to tackle lower achievement. 

 We continue to support the involvement of parents/guardians with their 
child’s early year’s development and learning through mainstreaming 
programmes such as Making a Big Difference and Every Child a Talker into 
our regular training. 

 Training sessions will be linked with in school support and EYFSP 
moderation to ensure improved outcomes in 2012 and will focus on 
Communication Language and Literacy Development and Personal, Social 
and Emotional development.

 The EYFSP moderation programme ensures that issues identified through 
the analysis of data are taken up with individual schools or through specific 
training sessions and there is a focus on ensuring accurate judgements are 
made by teachers. The moderation team includes two headteachers, the EY 
Lead for Vulnerable Children, the Head of Early Years, a colleague from the 
Primary Strategy team and reception class teachers. This provides a 
cohesive and consistent approach to support and monitoring of early years 
provision.

 The two year old programme supports vulnerable children by the provision 
of free 15 hours per week early education plus support for their families. 
This programme is proving to be very successful in improving outcomes for 
these children. It would appear that it is supporting increased take up of the 
Early Years Free Entitlement (15 hours education per week) for 3 and 4 
year olds thus ensuring these vulnerable children access good quality early 
education which is important in closing the gap in attainment. 
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 Planning is taking place to ensure that further training and support is 
provided both for practitioners and parents on personal, social and 
emotional development and communication, language and literacy.
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Section 2 

Key Stage 1 (see Annex 2 for more detail)  

2.1  Key Stage 1 results are generally 4 to 5% below national standards at level 
2 and above (the expected level of attainment) and there is very little trend 
change both in Haringey and nationally.  When looked at in average point 
score values as opposed to the percentage of pupils achieving different 
levels, Haringey pupils are roughly 0.6 points below the national average.
This translates to being approximately two-thirds of a term behind the 
national average in reading, writing and maths. 

  At level 2 and above (L2+) reading results in Haringey improved by 1% to 
81% compared to national remaining at 85%.  Writing results improved 3% 
to 77% compared to the national remaining at 81%.  Results in mathematics 
improved by 2% to 87%, national improved by 1% to 90%.  Science results 
improved by 1% to 84% compared to national results remaining at 89%.

  At level 2B and above (2B+) reading results improved by 2% to 69% 
compared to national improving 2% to 74%.  Writing improved by 1% to 
54% compared to national improving 1% to 61%.  Maths remained at 68% 
compared to national improving 1% to 74%.

  At level 3 (above national expectations) reading has dropped by 1% to 21% 
compared to national remaining at 26%.  Writing has improved by 1% to 
10% compared to national improving 1% to 13%.  Maths remained at 17% 
compared to national remaining at 20%.  Science has dropped 1% to 16% 
compared to national decline of 1% to 20%.

Trends in the KS1 Reading Level 2+ (with NLC results)
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Trends in the KS1 Writing Level 2+ (with NLC results)
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Trends in the KS1 Maths Level 2+ (with NLC results)
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Trends in the KS1 Reading Level 2B+ results (with NLC results)
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Trends in the KS1 Maths Level 2B+ results (with NLC results)
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Trends in KS1 Reading Level 3 (with NLC results)
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Trends in KS1 Writing  Level 3 (with NLC results)
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Gender

2.2 At Key Stage 1, girls outperform boys in reading by 8% at L2+ and 4% L3+ 
(national 7% and 8% respectively).  In writing by 12% at L2+ and 5% at L3+ 
(national 11% and 8%).  In mathematics by 3% at L2+ but boys outperform 
girls by 5% at L3+.  These differences are similar to national results.

Ethnic Minority Pupils 

At Key Stage 1, there continue to be differences in attainment between 
White British pupils and pupils from the other large ethnic groups.  These 
are particularly significant at the higher levels of achievement.  Forty four 
percent of White UK pupils attain L3+ in reading compared to 13% African 
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Caribbean, 14% African, 2% Turkish, 0% Kurdish and 20% White Other 
pupils.  In writing, the comparative L3+ figures are: 19% White UK, 5% 
African Caribbean, 6% African, 0% Turkish, 2% Kurdish and 12% White 
Other.  Mathematics L3+ figures are 35% White UK, 8% African Caribbean, 
9% African, 5% Turkish, 2% Kurdish and 19% White Other.

Mobility

 Approximately 84% of KS1 pupils were at their school for more than two 
years prior to taking KS1 and 16% for less than 2 years.  There are 
significant differences in the percentage of pupils attaining L2+ in reading 
(85% compared to 69%), writing (81% compared to 62%) and mathematics 
(89% compared to 77%) between pupils who have been at their school for 
more than two years compared to pupils with less than two years.

Eligibility for free school meals 

There were 953 pupils eligible for free school meals, 2040 not eligible.  77% 
of eligible pupils and 83% of not eligible obtained Reading level 2+.  The 
writing figures are 72% to 79%.  The difference in mathematics level 2+ is 
83% to 88%.  These differences are significantly less than national 
differences.

High Attaining Pupils 

Figures for high attaining pupils (pupils attaining L3+) have mainly remained 
stable.  In reading the figure dropped by 1% to 21% (nationally it remained 
at 26%), in writing it improved by 1% to 10% (nationally improved 1% to 
13%), and in mathematics it remained at 17% (nationally it remained at 
20%).

Low attaining pupils 

There has been a decrease in the percentage of low attaining pupils.  In 
reading the percentage of pupils who attained a W (working towards level 1) 
fell from 5.25% to 4.31% which equates to 129 children (nationally the 2011 
figure is 3%).  Writing fell from 6.28% to 5.28%, 158 children (4% nationally) 
and mathematics fell from 3.63% to 2.91%, 87 children (2% nationally).

Looked After Children 

 There were 15 Looked After children in the 2011 KS1 cohort.  This means 
that each child is equivalent to 7% and that there can therefore be 
significant fluctuations from year to year.  Haringey results in reading were 
47% (England 59%), results in writing are suppressed (due to small 
numbers).  Writing results were 47% (England 63%).
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KS 1 results for Looked After Children

(15 children in 2011)
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Section 3

Key Stage 2 (see Annex 3 for more detail)   

 NOTE 

3.1 The KS2 2010 results were affected by the national boycott.  The results 
published by the DFE for Haringey in 2010 were based on 18 mainstream 
schools out of 53.  This gave Haringey a combined English and maths 
results of 75%, a 7% increase on the 2009 result.   

 The 2010 results for the 3 network learning communities (North, South and 
West) in the graphs that follow are based on a combination of the test and 
teacher assessment results for all schools.  The 2010 Haringey overall 
figure is taken from the test results only as published by the DFE. 

 There was no boycott of the 2011 tests.   

 The trend data for Haringey is best viewed by ignoring the 2010 results 
which were significantly higher than might have been expected had all 
pupils taken the tests. 

 Overall, Haringey’s rate of progress since 2007 at Key Stage 2 has been 
slightly better than the national trend.  At level 4 and above (L4+), English 
has improved by 4% in Haringey compared to national improvement of 2%.
Mathematics in Haringey has improved by 4% compared to a 3% gain 
nationally.  There is no accurate trend in science since the tests were 
stopped in 2010 and results since then have been based on teacher 
assessment.  The 2011 science results in Haringey are 79% L4+ compared 
to national 85%.  Results for combined English and maths have improved 
by 4% compared to national improvement of 3%. 
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Trends in the KS2 English Level 4+ results (with NLC results)
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Trends in the KS2 Maths Level 4+ results (with NLC results)
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Trends in the KS2 Science Level 4+ results (with NLC results)
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Trends in the KS2 English and Maths combined Level 4+ 

(with NLC results)
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3.2 In 2011 in English, the percentage achieving L4+ has improved from 76% 
(in 2009) to 80%.  Mathematics results have improved from 75% (2009) to 
77%.  The percentage of pupils achieving L5+ in English improved by 3% to 
28%, maths remained at 32%. The percentage of pupils who achieved L4+ 
in both English and maths has improved by 3% to 71%. 

  Nationally, in 2011, at L4+ results in English improved by 2% to 82%, maths 
by 1% to 80%.  The combined English and maths results improved by 1% to 
74%.  At L5+ the English results dropped by 4% to 29%, mathematics 
remained at 35%.

  The graphs also illustrate the gaps between the three network learning 
communities and the challenges faced particularly in the north and south of 
the borough. 

Pupil Groups 

Gender

3.3  The 2011 Haringey results mirror the national picture with girls 
outperforming boys in English at L4+ by 10% and at L5+ by 11% (national 
difference is 9% at L4+ and 12% at L5+).  In mathematics boys score 1% 
more than girls at L4+ (national they are equal), at L5+ boys outperform girls 
by 3% (national difference is 4% in favour of boys).  In science there is a 5% 
difference in favour of girls at L4+ (3% national difference), and a 3% 
difference in favour of boys at L5 (0% national difference). 

Looked after Children

 At KS2 there were 25 Looked After Children.  Results in English declined 
from 52% to 50%.  Maths results improved from 48% to 50%.  42% attained 

30

Page 50



both English and maths L4+.  As can be seen from the graph below, results 
are very similar to national LAC results. 

KS 2 results for Looked After Children

(25 children in 2011)
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Ethnic Minority Pupils 

 In English at L4+, the gap between the Haringey results and the results of 
all the larger ethnic groups has generally been closing slowly.  The graph 
below also shows national results for African, African Caribbean and White 
UK pupils.  Haringey African pupils (in 2011) are 2% above their national 
peers.  Caribbean pupils are 4% below national peers and White UK pupils 
are 8% above national peers.
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In mathematics at L4+ (since 2007), African pupils results have improved by 
2% but are currently 5% below their national peers, African-Caribbean
results improved by 4% (currently 3% below national peers), Kurdish by 
14% and Turkish pupils by 9%.  White UK pupils have improved by 1% 
(currently 8% above national peers).

KS2 Maths Level 4+
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In combined English and maths L4+ (since 2008), African pupils results 
have improved by 10% and are currently 2% below their national peers, 
African-Caribbean results have improved by 8% (and currently 3% below 
national peers), Kurdish by 31% and Turkish pupils by 10%.  White UK 
pupils have improved by 2% (currently 11% above national peers).

KS2 Combined English and maths 4+
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Significant differences persist in the level 5+ results at KS2.  In English 59% 
of White UK pupils attained L5+ compared to 23% African, 22% African 
Caribbean, 7% Kurdish and 11% Turkish.

In mathematics, the comparative L5+ figures are 59% White UK, 23% 
African, 19% African Caribbean, 24% Kurdish and 24% Turkish. 

In science, the figures are 61% White UK, 23% African, 22% African 
Caribbean, 9% Kurdish, 12% Turkish.

SEN

There were 777 pupils with identified special educational needs in the KS2 
cohort.  That is 30% of the cohort. 94 of these pupils had a statement of 
special educational needs.  The main DFE focus is to reduce the attainment 
gap between children with identified SEN and children with no SEN.  The 
Haringey gap in 2011 (pupils attaining level 4+ in combined English and 
maths) is 52% (87% for non SEN pupils, 35% for SEN pupils).  The national 
gap is 54% (88% for non SEN pupils, 34% for SEN pupils).  The chart below 
shows the percentage of the cohort with SEN category and the attainment 
of the pupils in each of the categories.  For example, 18% of Haringey’s 
KS2 cohort were on school action (compared to national 14% of pupils 
being in that category).  Forty two percent of Haringey pupils in that 
category attained level 4+ in combined English and maths compared to 43% 
nationally.
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2011 results for combined English and maths level 4+ with SEN

(1st two bars in each SEN category show % of cohort in that category, 2nd two bars show the 

attainment of pupils in that category)
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Eligibility for free school meals 

3.4 There are significant differences nationally between the overall attainment of 
pupils who are eligible for free school meals (FSM) and pupils not eligible 
for FSM.  The DFE focus has been in reducing the gap in combined English
and maths level 4+.  In 2011, 58% of FSM pupils compared to 78% of non 
FSM pupils attained level 4 and above nationally.  The 2011 Haringey 
figures are 62% and 76% respectively.  The Haringey 2011 gap is 14% 
compared to the national gap of 20%.

Annex 2 has further information on the attainment of different ethnic groups 
and eligibility for free school meals.  Care needs to be taken with 
comparisons because the number of pupils may be quite small.
       

High attaining pupils 

At Key Stage 2 pupils who attain level 5+ are high attaining pupils.  Since 
2008 the percentage of high attaining pupils in English has increased by 2% 
to 28% (nationally declined by 1% to 29%), in mathematics Haringey has 
increased by 6% to 32% (national 4% increase to 35%).  Science is now 
based on teacher assessment.  The Haringey result in 2011 is 32% 
compared to the national 35%. 

Low attaining pupils 

 At Key Stage 2 there has been an increase in the percentage of low 
attaining pupils in English and maths.  In English the percentage of pupils 
attaining level 2 and below has increased from 6.3% in 2009 to 8.0% in 
2011 (212 pupils), nationally the figure is 6%.  Mathematics has increased 
from 7.5% in 2009 to 7.6% in 2011 (204 pupils), nationally the figure is 5%.
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Reduction in the percentage of low attaining pupils in English and 

Maths (% at level 2 and below)
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Targets

3.5 The target is to reduce the number of schools where fewer than 60% of 
 pupils achieve level 4 and above in both English and maths.  The graph 
 below shows the trend since 2003. 

Number of schools below 60% in both Eng and maths

21 21
20

18

15

7

14

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 

(Boycott)

2011

2 levels of progress 

 Two new national indicators are NI 93 Progression by 2 levels in English 
and NI 94 Progression by 2 levels in Mathematics between Key Stage 1 and 
Key Stage 2.  The 2011 figures (published by DFE) for Haringey in English 
are 87% (national 84%) and for maths 82% (national 83%). 

School results can be downloaded at www.dfes.gov.uk/performancetables
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Primary Ofsted inspections September 2010 – August 2011 

3.6 Key to judgements:  grade 1 outstanding, grade 2 good, grade 3 
satisfactory, grade 4 inadequate. 

 Under the new Ofsted inspection framework when a school is graded as 4, 
inadequate, the Ofsted inspectors determine whether the school needs to 
be categorised as special measures or given a notice to improve.  A school 
categorised as special measures is failing or likely to fail to give its pupils an 
acceptable standard of education.  A school categorised as requiring a 
notice to improve is underachieving.  This could be due to one or more 
important weaknesses, such as unsatisfactory achievement in core 
subjects, unsatisfactory teaching, crucial aspects of leadership or 
management which are unsatisfactory.

Ofsted Primary inspections (Sept 2010 to August 2011)  

  The table below shows the results of the 15 primary inspections in the last 
 full academic year. 

School
Inspection 

date
Overall effectiveness 

St Paul's RC 14/10/2010 2

Stamford Hill 19/10/2010 3

Coleraine Park 20/10/2010 4 Notice to improve 

Bounds Green Infant 16/11/2010 3

Bounds Green Junior 16/11/2010 3

Downhills 26/01/2011 4 Notice to improve 

The Green 26/01/2011 3

St Peter in Chains 09/02/2011 1

St Paul's & All Hallows Junior 02/03/2011 3

St Mary's CE Junior 03/03/2011 3

Risley 29/03/2011 3

St Paul's & All Hallows Infant 15/06/2011 3

Tiverton 21/06/2011 2

Stroud Green  12/07/2011 3

South Harringay Junior 13/07/2011 3

Ofsted grade descriptions:  1 = outstanding 
     2 = good 

      3 = satisfactory 
     4 = inadequate
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Ofsted reports can be downloaded at www.ofsted.gov.uk

Main points for action from a detailed analysis of the data 

3.7  The annual analysis of data for each Key Stage enables us to evaluate our 
strategies for raising standards, and to ensure that all areas for 
improvement identified by the data are included in our strategies. An 
analysis of the data from 2011 has identified the following areas for 
improvement:

Interventions at Key Stage 1 include: 

 Continue the focus on raising standards to at least level 2 in reading, 
writing, mathematics and science. There is now a focus on achieving 
level 2B at Key Stage 1 as those children achieving level 2C are at risk 
of failing to achieve level 4 at Key Stage 2. 

 Continue the focus on narrowing the attainment gap at level 3 between 
White UK pupils and other ethnic groups. 

 Continue to provide a sharper focus on higher attaining pupils. 

 There is a focus on improving the standards of Quality First Teaching, 
through modelling and CPD to ensure that class teachers are able to 
engage all children in their class. 

 Promoting how best to encourage parental support in schools. 

 Ensuring that CLLD – communication, language and literacy 
development  continues. 

 Ensuring that link officers interrogate KS1 data in order to understand 
the needs of the school and broker bespoke support in intensive and 
medium support schools. 

Interventions at Key Stage 2 include: 

 Continue the focus on raising standards to at least level 4 in English, 
mathematics and science. 

 Continue to narrow the attainment gap between pupils in the west and 
those in the east and between pupils eligible and not eligible for free 
school meals. 

 Continue to close the gap between the attainment levels of White UK 
pupils and other ethnic groups. 

 Continue strategies to close the gap between the attainment of boys and 
girls.

 Continue to monitor progress of pupils, particularly in schools where 
value added is below national expectations.

 Ensure that tracking and monitoring systems in schools enable them to 
understand the issues around particular groups and individuals and 
promote appropriate interventions. 

 Ensure link officers interrogate the data fully, monitor tracking systems 
and broker appropriate support particularly in intensive and medium 
support schools. 

 Encourage schools to monitor progress of all children so that pupils are 
making steady progress and achieving level 3B at the end of year 4. 
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 Maintain the focus on quality first teaching and ensuring an engaging 
curriculum.

 Support schools to successfully manage their Ofsted inspections. 

Strategies for Raising Standards in Key Stages 1 and 2  

Targeted support

 The Local Authority will continue to work in partnership with schools to 
secure the momentum of improvement in standards and achievement at 
Key Stages 1 and 2.  This will be achieved through the focused work of the 
standards team, particularly with intensive and medium support schools.  It 
will include strategic intervention from the LA workforce including advanced 
skills and leading teachers working alongside the teaching and learning 
consultants. 

 There will be continued support for targeted schools through Local Authority 
(LA) programmes including the following: 

 Working with schools that have been categorised as intensive and
medium support by ensuring that there is a focus on accelerated 
progress.

 Support and advice on working with EAL pupils  

 Liaising and facilitating the sharing of good practice across schools  

 Focussed CPD programmes delivering training that will support teachers 
develop their practice. 

 Specific training programmes for year 6 teachers in intensive and 
medium support schools. 

 These programmes are designed to improve planning and assessment for 
learning and to ensure that pupils’ learning needs are met, particularly those 
from ethnic minority groups. 

 Continue support to schools to make effective provision for refugee and 
asylum-seeking pupils, as well as for Gypsy Roma Traveller (GRT) pupils.

 Schools will be supported to implement effective procedures to improve the 
induction, integration and thus the attainment and progression of newly 
arrived pupils.

 Support to schools will continue to aim to ensure that no school is placed in 
a category of concern by Ofsted.  Individual intervention programmes will be 
in place in schools identified as causing concern and followed up with 
challenge and support from the LA.

 The strategies in place that have led to improved primary attendance will be 
maintained.  We will ensure that the revised attendance procedures and 
absence recording codes are well embedded to reduce the levels of 
unauthorised absences, and to focus on improving actual levels of 
attendance.  Targets have been set again for attendance and for reducing 
Persistent Absence. 

Page 59



40

 Service Level Agreements with primary schools and attendance action 
plans will continue to be stringently used in target schools and prosecutions 
will be implemented swiftly as a means of further establishing the culture 
across Haringey of the importance of school attendance. 

 Support and advice is provided for schools, families and young people to 
help reduce the risk of exclusion,   Support is provided to help schools 
develop strategies and activities aimed at reducing the risk of exclusion. 

Key Stage 1 

3.8 We will continue the actions to boost the percentage of pupils achieving 
level 3, in particular Caribbean, Black African and Turkish children with 
particular reference to those on free school meals. 

. We will focus on boosting the number of pupils achieving level 2B and 
above in order to secure the improved likelihood of those pupils achieving 
level 4 and above at the end of Key Stage 2, in particular boys’ writing and 
reading.

 We will continue to monitor and evaluate the impact of our work through 
team meetings, link officer reports and regular reviews with targeted 
schools.

Key Stage 2 

3.9  We will focus on the schools that are below the recommended DFE ‘Floor’ 
target of 60% of pupils attaining level 4 and above in English and 
mathematics combined.

 Continue with the initiatives started last year through CPD for class 
teachers, subject leaders, middle leaders and senior leaders including 
headteachers.

 We will continue to improve the conversion rate from level 2 and above at 
 the end of Key Stage 1 to level 4 and above at the end of Key Stage 2.

 Provide an increased focus on the attainment by pupils of level 4 and 
 above in both English and maths.  Whilst the overall focus will be 
 maintained on literacy and numeracy the drive to improve science 
 attainment for all pupils will be sustained. 

 We will continue the work on cross cutting areas between Key Stages 2 
 and 3 through the transition action plans.  

Support for senior leaders 

 Additional support is provided for senior leaders in schools causing concern 
through LA programmes. 

Page 60



41

 LA link officers have been put in place following the demise of School 
Improvement Partners (SIPS) and they provide a balance of support and 
challenge for headteachers.

 Support for new headteachers is provided through experienced 
headteachers acting as mentors and a comprehensive induction 
programme.

 External consultants provide dedicated support where there is a need to 
accelerate progress and/or build capacity. 

 Training and development programmes will continue to be delivered.  The 
headteacher training events have been well publicised and we are 
continuing with a further focus on deputy headteachers and middle leaders. 

 Succession Planning is a major focus of the authority and aspiring leaders 
as well as experienced headteachers are given opportunities to experience 
working in different settings. 

 We are working closely with headteachers to support them in becoming 
Local Leaders of Education (LLEs) for their own professional development 
and to support colleagues. 

Support for teachers 

 Consultants provide classroom based support on assessment for learning 
and targeted pupil level support. School based support is in place for 
targeted schools to coach and train teachers in strategies around 
developing classroom practice. 

 Teachers are supported in their development by having opportunities to 
work alongside leading teachers and also to become a leading teacher if 
appropriate.
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Section 4 

Key Stage 4 (see Annex 4 for more detail) 

4.1 Haringey’s rate of progress (since 2006) at Key Stage 4 has been 
significantly above the national rate.  In the main 5+ A* - C (including 
English and maths) indicator Haringey has improved by 23.0% compared to 
the national increase of 13.1% and is now only 1.6% below the national.  In 
the 5+ A* - C indicator Haringey has improved by 25.9% compared to 
national increase of 20.3%.  Haringey is now 1.9% below the national. 

GCSE % 5+ A* - C (including English and maths)  trend
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GCSE % 5+ A* - C trend 
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Progress is continuing to be made in closing the east and west gap in the 
5+ A* - C indicator.  The gap of 30% (east 18%, west 48%) in 2001 has 
been reversed to 4% in favour of east schools (east 80%, west 76%) in 
2011.

The gap in the 5+ A* - C (including English and maths) indicator is proving 
harder to close but there has been progress. In 2002 the gap was 22% (east 
17%, west 39%).  The gap in 2011 has narrowed to 12% (east 52%, west 
64%).  East schools are: Gladesmore, John Loughborough, Park View, 
Northumberland Park, St Thomas More, Woodside High.  West schools are:  
Alexandra Park, Fortismere, Highgate Wood, Hornsey, Greig City Academy. 

 The percentage of young people achieving 5+ A* - G grades has generally 
been improving steadily since 2006.  The gap with the national has now 
closed to 0.9% having been 6.1% in 2006. 
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GCSE % 5+ A* - G trend
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4.2 The percentage of young people achieving at least one qualification at 
GCSE has improved by 1.2% to 99.2% and is now equal to the national. 

% of pupils attaining at least one qualification at the end of Key 

Stage 4
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4.3. In 5+ A* - C (including English and maths) girls outperform boys by 4.9% 
(59.3% v 54.4%).  The national difference is 7.6% (62.2% v 54.6%).  In the 
5+ A* - C indicator, girls outperform boys by 4.2% (78.7% v 74.5%).  The 
national difference is 7.7% (82.7% v 75.0%).

Looked After Children 

 Results at % 5+ A* - C (including English and maths) in 2011 have 
decreased from 20% to 10%.  This appears to be a significant drop but it 
needs to be remembered that every pupil is 2%.  National results for this 
measure in 2011 improved from 12% to 13%.  Results for % 5+ A* - C 
decreased from 33% to 20.5%.  National results improved from 26% to 
31%.

GCSE results for Looked After Children 

(45 children in 2011)
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Ethnic minority pupils 

 The continuing improvement at GCSE is reflected in the performance of the 
larger ethnic groups in Haringey. There are signs that the gap between 
ethnic minority groups and the Haringey average is closing.  In the 5+ A* - C 
indicator, African pupils have improved by 19% since 2007, Caribbean pupils 
by 30%, Turkish pupils by 31%, Kurdish pupils by 20%.  White UK pupils 
have improved by 18%.  The graph below also shows how some of the ethnic 
groups compare with their national peers. 
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GCSE 5+ A* - C trend for larger ethnic groups
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 There remain significant differences between ethnic groups in the 5+ A* - C 
(including English and maths) indicator.  74% of White British pupils obtain 5+ 
A* - C (including English and maths). The figure for African pupils is 56% 
(58% nationally), Caribbean pupils 42% (49% nationally), Turkish pupils 42%, 
and Kurdish pupils 27%.   

GCSE 5+ A* - C (inc Eng and maths) trend for larger ethnic groups
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SEN

There were 667 pupils who have identified special educational needs in the 
2011 GCSE cohort.  That is 32% of the cohort.  77 of these pupils had a 
statement of special educational needs.  The main DFE focus is to reduce 
the attainment gap between children with identified SEN and children with 
no SEN.  The Haringey gap (pupils attaining 5+ A* - C (including English 
and maths) in 2011 is 34% (68% no identified SEN, 34% with SEN) is below 
the national gap of 47% (69.5% no SEN, 22.1 with SEN).

Eligibility for free school meals 

As with Key Stage 2 there are significant differences nationally between the 
overall attainment of pupils who are eligible for free school meals (FSM) and 
pupils not eligible for FSM.   National indicator 102 measures the gap in 5+ 
A* - C (inc English and maths) between eligible and non eligible pupils.  The 
Haringey 2011 gap is 17.6% (63.5% for non FSM and 45.9% for FSM), the 
national gap is 27.4% (62.5% and 35.1%). 

Annex 2 has further information on the attainment of different ethnic groups 
and eligibility for free school meals.  Care needs to be taken with 
comparisons because the number of pupils may be quite small.

Fischer Family Trust (FFT) and DCSF analysis of progress data from Key 
Stage 2 to GCSE 

4.4 Fischer Family Trust is a charitable organisation which is used by all local 
authorities and the DCSF to help local authorities and schools make more 
effective use of data.  Their analysis is used by the DCSF to monitor the 
performance of local authorities and schools and is well respected in 
educational circles.  FFT are granted access to all national data which they 
use to match pupils to their prior attainment.  They are then able to monitor 
the progress pupils make in all the local authorities in England and produce 
comparative analysis.  FFT analysis only deals with the progress of pupils 
who have prior attainment from the previous key stage.  It does not deal 
with the full cohort who took the key stage test/exams.  The analysis gives 
an indication of whether the pupils made better or worse progress than 
expected (when compared to all pupils nationally) and this is indicated by 
the percentage over or under what they were expected to attain.  FFT also 
measures whether that result is ‘statistically significant’.   

    
  FFT analysis of pupils’ progress in Haringey from Key Stage 2 to GCSE is 

shown in detail in table A5.15 (Annex 4).  The analysis shows that progress 
to 5+ A* - C (including English and maths) was 10.1% above national 
expectations based on prior attainment.   
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Percentage of Pupils Making Expected Progress in English and in 
Mathematics between Key Stage 2 and Key Stage 4

 These are new indicators replacing the ones that measured progress from 
Key Stage 3 to GCSE.  Expected progress is defined as moving from level 5 
at KS2 to a grade B or better at GCSE, level 4 to C or better, level 3 to D or 
better etc.  In 2011, 77% of Haringey pupils made expected progress in 
English (72% nationally).  73% of pupils made expected progress in maths 
(65% nationally).

Secondary Ofsted Inspections - September 2010 – August 2011 

4.5 There was only one secondary Ofsted inspection in the last full academic 
year

School Inspection date 
Overall

effectiveness 

Woodside High 02/02/2011 1

Special Schools Ofsted Inspections - September 2010 – August 2011 

There were no inspections in the last year.  The table below shows the current 
grades for all special schools. 

School
Inspection 

date
Overall

effectiveness

Blanche Nevile 22/03/2010 2

Moselle  18/05/2010 2

William C Harvey 04/02/2009 1

The Vale 12/02/2008 1

Ofsted grade descriptions:  1 = outstanding 
     2 = good 

      3 = satisfactory 
     4 = inadequate
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Section 5    Post 16 

Post 16 - A level results 

5.1 The main indicators for post 16 attainment are the total average point score 
and average point score per exam entry. 

 These indicators are measured in QCA points and give an indication of the 
average Level 3 attainment for each pupil at post 16 (for 16 – 18 year olds).
QCA points are assigned to general (GCE) and vocational (VCE) advanced 
level grades on the following basis. Grade A = 270 points, B = 240 points, 
C = 210 points, D = 180 points, E = 150 points. 

 This means that the total average point score for Haringey in 2011 of 661.4 
roughly translates to an average of 3C grades.  The average point score per 
exam entry of 216.0 means that the average grade attained at each exam is 
a C grade. 

Trends in total average point score
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 The graphs above show that the average point score per exam entry 
continued to improve in 2011 and is now very close to the national average.
The total average point score also improved in 2011 as did the national.
However it remains significantly below the national.  This would suggest that 
many students in Haringey are not being entered for as many subjects as 
the average nationally. 

Level 2 and 3 Attainment by Young People Aged 19 

5.2 This information relates to national targets to increase the proportion of 19 
year olds who achieve level 2 and level 3 qualifications.  A learner is defined 
as having reached the level 2 threshold if they have achieved the equivalent 
of 5 GCSEs  at grades A*-C.  A learner is defined as having reached the 
level 3 threshold if they have achieved the equivalent of 4 AS / 2 A-levels.
The local authority level data has been provided by the Learning and Skills 
Council (LSC).   

 The data shows the percentage of 19 year olds achieving level 2 in 
Haringey as having increased from 53% to 79% (2004 to 2010) compared to 
the national increase from 66% to 79%.  The percentage of 19 year olds 
achieving level 3 has increased from 35% to 55% compared to the national 
increase from 42% to 52%.  These outcomes are above those in a number 
of similar Local Authorities and the rate of improvement is greater than seen 
nationally.

 The Statistical Neighbours (SN) used in the tables and graphs for this data 
are new ones developed by the National Foundation for Educational 
Research (NFER).  The NFER was commissioned by the DCSF to review 
statistical neighbours and to develop a Statistical Neighbours Benchmarking 
Model for Children’s Services which would be   appropriate for comparing 
performance in terms of the five Every Child Matters (ECM) outcomes.  
Each LA has been assigned 10 statistical neighbours.  The statistical 
neighbours that the NFER report has produced for Haringey (in order of 
‘closeness’) are:  Lewisham (close), Lambeth (close), Hackney (somewhat 
close), Waltham Forest (somewhat close), Southwark (somewhat close), 
Islington (somewhat close), Hammersmith and Fulham (somewhat close), 
Wandsworth (not close), Greenwich (not close), Croydon (not close) 

(The definition of the ‘closeness’ is in terms of the factors that NFER have 
used to determine statistical neighbours, such as % of dependent children 
living in overcrowded homes, % of adults with higher educational 
qualifications etc). 
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Level 3 Attainment for 19 year olds Haringey, national, statistical neighbours (SN)
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Level 2 Attainment for 19 year olds Haringey, national, statistical neighbours (SN)
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NEET   (Not in Employment, Education or Training)

5.3  NEET figures can change significantly every month with the figures rising 
over the June – September period.  National and local end of year figures 
are based on the average of the figures in November, December and 
January.

 Excellent progress has been made in driving down the Haringey NEET 
figures over the last 4 years.  In 2006/07 the NEET figure was 12.5%, this 
has reduced to 6.6% for 2010/11. 

 The average number of NEET in the period Nov 2010 to Jan 2011 in 
Haringey was 275.  In the previous year’s equivalent period it was 299.  In 
June 2011 White Hart Lane had 29 NEETs (9.5% of the NEET total), Noel 
Park 27 (8.9%), Bruce Grove 24 (7.9%) and Noel Park 22 (7.2%). 

Main points for action from a detailed analysis of the data 

5.4 The annual analysis of data for each Key Stage enables us to evaluate our 
strategies for raising standards, and to ensure that all areas for 
improvement identified by the data are included in our strategies. An 
analysis of the data from 2011 has identified the following areas for 
improvement:

 Interventions at Key Stage 3 include: 

Continuing to focus on improving the attainment of Kurdish and Turkish 
pupils in English whilst maintaining improvements for Caribbean and African 
pupils.
Continuing to: 

o Improve the rates of progress for Caribbean, African, Kurdish and 
Turkish pupils. 

o Improve the higher level attainment of Caribbean, African, Kurdish 
and Turkish pupils. 

o Focus on the attainment by pupils in both English and maths. 

 Interventions at GCSE include: 

 Providing a focus on the attainment of 5 good GCSE grades including 
English and maths by all pupils, with a focus on Turkish, Kurdish, 
Caribbean and African pupils. 

 Maintaining the upward trend in attainment in respect of 5+A*-C 
including English and maths, in order to reach the national average in 
2013.

 Ensuring there are no schools below 35% 5+ A*-C including English and 
maths grades at GCSE. 

 Continue to address the NEET and unknown levels. 
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Strategies for raising standards 11-19 

Targeted support 

 A support programme is provided for all secondary schools in Haringey.   
The school support plan addresses areas identified by the data, the school’s 
self-evaluation processes, and Local Authority analyses, principally through 
the School Planning Group meetings.   The nature and quantity of support 
depends upon the issue(s), which will by definition be greatest in schools 
causing concern as identified either by the local authority or by Ofsted. 

 The principal focus of support programmes at Key Stage 3 is to continue to 
improve performance in all core subjects so that a firm basis for high KS2-4 
value added is set. 

 Programmes are in place to continue to raise the attainment of ethnic 
minority pupils.  In English, support is focussed on maintaining 
improvements by Caribbean and African pupils, and raising the attainment 
of Turkish and Kurdish pupils.  In maths and science it continues to be 
focussed on raising the attainment of Caribbean, African, Kurdish and 
Turkish pupils.  These groups also continue to be the focus of support 
programmes to improve the achievement of higher attaining pupils. 

  The standards team continues its focus to develop the use of the automated 
tracking systems and to embed Assessing Pupil Progress (APP) processes 
to identify and target support for individuals and groups of pupils. 

 At Key Stage 4 support is provided by the standards team working in close 
partnership with the Network Learning Communities and local schools. 
Support is also provided at Key Stage 4 on improving the proportion of 
pupils who gain at least one formal qualification.  Our “at risk” list has been 
updated and shared with different agencies and schools. The 14-19 team is 
funding a coherent programme within providers to help increase 
participation rates. 

 Students not in education, employment or training (NEETs) are targeted for 
support by the LA in order to improve rates of participation and 
achievement. The overall NEET figure has continued to decline. Support
also continues to be focussed at ages 14 and 16 to increase the proportion 
of pupils who gain level 2 or 3 qualifications in order to improve progression 
to the Haringey Sixth Form centre, to FE / HE or employment. 

 For schools identified as causing concern, monthly Project Board meetings 
are held.  These meetings include discussion of the impact of the Local 
Authority’s support and intervention strategies.
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Support for senior managers 

5.5 Additional support is provided for senior leaders in schools causing concern, 
in schools where there may be issues with particular subjects, or where 
there may be issues of a temporary nature, for example unexpected high 
staff absence. This includes pre- and post-inspection support as 
appropriate, and support to further develop processes of self-evaluation, 
particularly at middle leader level. 

 The authority has developed a system for undertaking reviews, mock Ofsted 
inspections and validation of self-evaluation processes.  These take place 
following meetings with school senior leaders and are tailored to the needs 
of the school.  Support is in line with the support offer agreed.

 Each school has a local authority link officer  who provides support based 
on the school’s needs. This is a brokering and commissioning role which 
helps the school with the support and challenge needed for the school’s 
context.  Although sharing targets with the local authority is no longer 
required the local authority is recommending that targets for 2012 and 2013 
are still set and shared with the local authority.

 Support to accelerate progress is provided by external consultants where 
there is a need to build capacity and accelerate progress in a school or 
department causing concern. 

 Additional pathway routes are currently being developed including the pre-
NEETs engagement programme and functional skills in ICT, English and 
maths. Partners are currently developing plans for the continued roll out of 
the 14-19 Diplomas towards the 2013 entitlement.

 The LA and LSC have aligned funds through the 14-19 Task Group and 
have commissioned a range of targeted provision and curriculum support 
including; business mentoring, additional KS4 Level 1 provision and 
targeted NEETs provision linked to job brokerage.

 The 14-19 Task Group has commissioned an on-line application and 
registration system to allow for the tracking of learner performance and 
support on collaborative provision. 

Support for teachers 

5.6 The standards team continue to provide subject based support and 
challenge, in addition to that provided for improving behaviour and 
attendance.

 The standards team provide support for assessment for learning, linked to 
the automated tracking system to identify pupils for targeted support. 

 A programme of support is in place to raise levels of attainment in the core 
and Foundation subjects in schools that have low levels of attainment in 
English and maths at GCSE and/or poor value added measures from Key 
Stage 2-4. 
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 School based support continues to coach and train teachers in effective and 
sustainable classroom practice. 

 Training continues to develop expert teachers in each school to act as lead 
professionals and to disseminate good practice with the aim of building 
sustainable good practice across the borough.
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Section 6

Attendance and exclusions 

6.1 Attendance in primary schools improved from 94.4% in 2010 to 94.5% in 
2011.  National primary attendance in 2011 was 95.0%.

   

Primary attendance trend
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Secondary schools’ attendance improved from 93.0% in 2010 to 93.5% in 2011.  
 National attendance was 93.5% in 2011.  

Secondary attendance trend
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Attendance in special schools improved from 89.4% 90.5% (national improved 
from 89.7% to 90.0%).

Special school attendance

90.3% 90.0%
89.9%

90.5%

89.4%

90.3%

89.7%

89.4% 89.4%

90.0%

89.7%

89.3%

88%

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey Special Attendance England Special Attendance

Increasing attention is focussed on pupils who are defined as Persistent 
Absentees (PA).  These are pupils who at any point in the year have 20% or 
more absence out of the available sessions.   Primary PA increased from 
1.5% in 2010 to 1.7% in 2011 (304 pupils), national reduced from 1.4% to 
1.3%.  Since 2007 primary PA has reduced by 0.6%.  Secondary PA 
reduced by 0.4% to 4.2% (480 pupils), 2010 to 2011.  Since 2007 
secondary PA has reduced by 2.8%. 

The Department for Education announced in July 2011 that it is reducing the 
threshold at which a pupil is defined as “persistently absent” to 15 per cent, 
down from 20 per cent now.  The results under this new threshold are:
Haringey primary PA 4.6% (822 pupils), national PA 3.9%.  Haringey 
secondary PA 8.3% (934 pupils), national PA 8.4%.

Haringey and National % Persistent Absence

Trend for 2007-2011 with 20% threshold as well as 2011 with new 15% 
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Exclusions 

6.2 There were 3 permanent exclusions from primary schools in 2010/11 (7 in 
2009/10).  This represents approximately 0.02% of the primary school 
population and is in line with national and inner London (0.02%) in 2010.

 There were 20 permanent exclusions from secondary schools in the 
2010/11 academic year (31 in 2009/10).  The number of exclusions 
represents approximately 0.15% of the secondary school population.  This 
figure is in line with the national 2010 rate of 0.15% and below the inner 
London rate of 0.26%.

Number of permanent exclusions in secondary schools
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Main points for action from a detailed analysis of the data on exclusions and 
attendance

6.3  The annual detailed analysis of the data enables us to evaluate our 
strategies for improving attendance and addressing behaviour leading to 
fixed-term and permanent exclusions and also to ensure that all areas for 
improvement that have been identified through the data are included in our 
strategies.  An analysis of the 2010/11 data has identified the following 
areas for improvement. 
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Attendance

 Interventions and actions 

 The focus on pupils who are persistent absentees (PA pupils with 20% or 
more absence at any point in the year) across the authority has been very 
successful.  There has been a significant reduction in PA, initially at 
secondary and more lately in primary schools.  This work needs to continue 
but be balanced with interventions at a whole school level.  Pupil mobility 
continues to have a significant impact on school attendance. 

The 2010 PA target in secondary schools was well exceeded and we are on 
track to exceed the 2011 target.  The DFE reduction of the PA threshold 
from 20% to 15% will continue to maintain the focus on this challenging 
work.

Strategies

 The allocation of Primary EWOs on a banded basis by network and 
school data has increased stability of support to Primary schools and has 
led to the development of more focussed interventions in the schools. 
Since September 2008, a significant number of primary schools have 
received additional support based on both overall absence and 
Persistent Absence data. 

 Regrettably, it is sometimes necessary to take legal action as a final 
resort in addressing parentally condoned absence. Fast-track and fixed-
penalty notices will continue to be used and schools continue to build 
their capacity to provide sufficient evidence of interventions and 
strategies that have been attempted, should legal action be needed. 

Targeted support 

 Support for improved IT in key primary schools to monitor and track 
attendance will continue.  As of November 2010 staff in the Education 
Welfare Service have had direct access to school attendance data.  This is 
a more efficient use of school and EWS resources in relation to individual 
cases.  However, schools still need to carry out their responsibilities for 
safeguarding purposes in terms of monitoring attendance on a whole school 
and individual pupil basis. 

Support for senior managers 

 With effect from January 2009, each school has been provided on a termly 
basis with a detailed graphical report analysing attendance data by reason 
for absence, year group, ethnicity, with details of progress against targets, 
and trend data, to support senior school managers and governors in 
strategic planning.

 The support through CPD programmes and visits to schools will continue for 
EWOs in secondary schools.
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Support for teachers 

 Through close working links with teams in Primary and Secondary 
Standards, the sharing of attendance data has led to a focus on absence / 
attendance at schools as one factor needing to be analysed when targeting 
classroom-based initiatives. 

Exclusions 

Interventions and actions

6.4  The introduction of the Common Assessment Framework (CAF) referral 
process has started to identify earlier those young people who would benefit 
from a more holistic approach to behaviour management, including issues 
related to speech and language development, parenting and family support. 

 We have improved the sharing of data on fixed-term and permanent 
exclusion with schools and governing bodies.  We will provide regular 
analysis to better enable schools to target and monitor the impact of 
interventions.

 Schools have been sent updated information on exclusions.  This includes a 
 pre exclusion review which encourages schools to ensure all aspects of the 
 child’s needs, the incident and the consequences have been evaluated prior 
 to making a decision to exclude. 

Targeted support 

 Schools have been identified for support and challenge where there are a 

 disproportionate number of exclusions 

 Senior leaders for schools have been asked to focus on auditing current 

 practice in order to reduce the need for exclusions. Schools are supported 

 to develop/enhance robust systems for analysing their data to enable early 

 identification of pupils in danger of being excluded and planning for early 

 intervention. 

 Schools are able to access short term assessment places at the Secondary 
 Pupil Support Centre. This is part of a planned approach to intervene and 
 support schools with individual children who are at a high level of risk of 
 permanent exclusion.  The Primary Pupil Support Centre is also supporting 
 schools to prevent permanent exclusion of highly vulnerable children by 
 facilitating a period of placement pending reintegration back to school. 

 Targeted training for school governors to encourage their early involvement 
 and contribution to a reduction in exclusions is underway.  
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Annex 1:    FOUNDATION STAGE DATA 2011 

National Indicator 72:

Achievement of at least 78 points across the Early Years Foundation Stage with at least 6 
in each of the scales in Personal, Social and Emotional Development and Communication, 
Language and Literacy

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

England 46% 49% 52% 56% 59%

Haringey 41% 43% 43% 42% 54%

Stat. Neighbour 40% 45% 47% 55% 60%

National Indicator 92: 

Narrowing the gap between the median Foundation Stage Profile score of all children and 
the mean score of the lowest achieving 20% of children.  

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

England 37% 36% 34% 33% 31%

Haringey 39% 38% 35% 36% 32%

Stat. Neighbour 39% 37% 35% 32.5% 32%

 The percentage of children scoring 6 or more in all Personal Social Emotional 
Development (PSED) scales is up from 64% to 75%.   

 The percentage of children scoring 6 or more in all Communication, Language and 
Literacy (CLL) scales is up from 46% to 58%.  

 The percentage of children scoring 6 or more in PSED and CLL combined and 78+ 
points across all areas is up from 42% to 54%.

 The median FSP score is up from 82 to 87.  

 The average score of the lowest 20% is up from 52.7 to 59.8

 The percentage gap between the median overall score and the average of the bottom 
20% has decreased from 36.2% to 32.0%. 
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Table A1.1  Haringey and National FSP trends 

Summary FSP trends

2009 2010 2011 2009 2010 2011

Personal, social and 

emotional development 

(PSE) - all 3 scales 74% 77% 79% 65% 64% 75%

Communication, 

language and literacy 

(CLL) - all 4 scales 55% 59% 62% 49% 46% 58%

Personal, social and 

emotional development 

(PSE) and 

Communication, 

language and literacy 

(CLL) combined - all 7 

scales 52% 56% 59% 43% 42% 54%

Mathematical 

Development - all 3 

scales 70% 70% 74% 62% 60% 69%

Knowledge and 

understanding of the 

world- 1 scale 81% 83% 84% 74% 70% 80%

Physical Development - 

1 scale 90% 91% 91% 88% 87% 92%

Creative Development - 1 

scale 80% 82% 83% 76% 75% 82%

Percentage achieving at 

least 78 points and 6+ in 

all PSE and CLL 52% 56% 59% 43% 42% 54%

Number of pupils in 

lowest performing 20% 609 625 642

% gap between median 

and lowest 20%  33.9% 32.7% 31.3% 35.1% 36.2% 32.0%

England Haringey
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Percentage of pupils achieving a score of 6 or more in the different areas of the 

Foundation Stage by ethnicity 

Table A1.2

Ethnicity

2011 All Female Male All Female Male All Female Male

Asian Bangladeshi 78 36 42 74% 86% 64% 58% 75% 43%

Asian Indian 23 9 14 78% 100% 64% 65% 78% 57%

Asian Other 33 19 14 82% 89% 71% 61% 74% 43%

Asian Pakistani 29 18 11 79% 78% 82% 59% 56% 64%

Black  Caribbean 265 124 141 74% 77% 72% 58% 62% 55%

Black  Other 53 19 34 64% 79% 56% 47% 79% 29%

Black African 143 69 74 69% 84% 54% 59% 71% 49%

Black Congolese 46 26 20 78% 85% 70% 46% 54% 35%

Black Ghanaian 115 55 60 71% 76% 67% 52% 56% 48%

Black Nigerian 68 32 36 78% 91% 67% 65% 72% 58%

Black Somali 131 55 76 69% 69% 70% 43% 38% 46%

Chinese 43 15 28 65% 73% 61% 53% 73% 43%

Mixed Other 118 56 62 82% 91% 74% 66% 75% 58%

Mixed White African 53 26 27 75% 88% 63% 58% 73% 44%

Mixed White Asian 57 31 26 89% 90% 88% 81% 77% 85%

Mixed White Caribbean 93 47 46 72% 85% 59% 59% 72% 46%

Other 64 30 34 72% 80% 65% 53% 60% 47%

Other Kurdish 46 22 24 67% 82% 54% 30% 41% 21%

Other Latin American 34 14 20 65% 86% 50% 47% 57% 40%

Other Vietnamese 9 X X 56% X X 56% X X

Refused/Not obtained 268 117 151 69% 74% 64% 56% 66% 49%

White Albanian 27 16 11 74% 81% 64% 70% 75% 64%

White British 610 311 299 88% 90% 85% 73% 82% 64%

White Greek Cypriot 10 X X 90% X X 60% X X

White Gypsy/Roma 13 X X 31% X X 8% X X

White Irish 35 15 20 91% 100% 85% 69% 87% 55%

White Irish Traveller X X X X X X X X X

White Kosovan 23 9 14 65% 89% 50% 43% 67% 29%

White Other 331 163 168 74% 82% 67% 53% 63% 44%

White Turkish 192 101 91 61% 69% 52% 38% 41% 34%

White Turkish Cypriot 11 X X 91% X X 73% X X

Grand Total 3024 1458 1566 75% 82% 69% 58% 66% 50%

PSE all 3 scalesNumber CLL all 4 scales
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Ethnicity

2011 All Female Male All Female Male All Female Male

Asian Bangladeshi 78 36 42 55% 72% 40% 69% 78% 62%

Asian Indian 23 9 14 61% 78% 50% 74% 78% 71%

Asian Other 33 19 14 58% 74% 36% 70% 74% 64%

Asian Pakistani 29 18 11 55% 56% 55% 79% 78% 82%

Black  Caribbean 265 124 141 52% 56% 49% 71% 73% 70%

Black  Other 53 19 34 43% 68% 29% 55% 79% 41%

Black African 143 69 74 53% 67% 41% 66% 77% 57%

Black Congolese 46 26 20 46% 54% 35% 61% 65% 55%

Black Ghanaian 115 55 60 48% 55% 42% 70% 73% 68%

Black Nigerian 68 32 36 63% 72% 56% 69% 75% 64%

Black Somali 131 55 76 40% 33% 45% 50% 42% 55%

Chinese 43 15 28 49% 73% 36% 56% 67% 50%

Mixed Other 118 56 62 58% 71% 45% 74% 77% 71%

Mixed White African 53 26 27 55% 69% 41% 74% 81% 67%

Mixed White Asian 57 31 26 79% 77% 81% 88% 81% 96%

Mixed White Caribbean 93 47 46 52% 68% 35% 80% 87% 72%

Other 64 30 34 48% 60% 38% 61% 63% 59%

Other Kurdish 46 22 24 30% 41% 21% 46% 50% 42%

Other Latin American 34 14 20 47% 57% 40% 56% 71% 45%

Other Vietnamese 9 X X X X X 67% X X

Refused/Not obtained 268 117 151 53% 62% 46% 65% 69% 62%

White Albanian 27 16 11 67% 69% 64% 70% 75% 64%

White British 610 311 299 71% 80% 61% 87% 89% 85%

White Greek Cypriot 10 X X 60% X X 90% X X

White Gypsy/Roma 13 X X 8% X X 15% X X

White Irish 35 15 20 69% 87% 55% 80% 80% 80%

White Irish Traveller X X X X X X X X X

White Kosovan 23 9 14 43% 67% 29% 61% 78% 50%

White Other 331 163 168 50% 59% 41% 66% 75% 58%

White Turkish 192 101 91 35% 39% 32% 43% 45% 41%

White Turkish Cypriot 11 X X 73% X X 64% X X

Grand Total 3024 1458 1566 54% 64% 46% 69% 74% 65%

Number PSE & CLL all 7 Maths all 3 scales
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Ethnicity

2011 All Female Male All Female Male All Female Male All Female Male

Asian Bangladeshi 78 36 42 76% 89% 64% 91% 89% 93% 77% 94% 62%

Asian Indian 23 9 14 83% 100% 71% 96% 100% 93% 87% 89% 86%

Asian Other 33 19 14 88% 84% 93% 91% 100% 79% 85% 95% 71%

Asian Pakistani 29 18 11 83% 78% 91% 90% 83% 100% 83% 89% 73%

Black  Caribbean 265 124 141 85% 85% 85% 93% 94% 91% 86% 90% 82%

Black  Other 53 19 34 79% 89% 74% 85% 100% 76% 83% 95% 76%

Black African 143 69 74 80% 86% 76% 94% 99% 91% 78% 94% 64%

Black Congolese 46 26 20 67% 73% 60% 83% 88% 75% 78% 92% 60%

Black Ghanaian 115 55 60 76% 76% 75% 89% 91% 87% 83% 87% 80%

Black Nigerian 68 32 36 74% 81% 67% 87% 97% 78% 79% 88% 72%

Black Somali 131 55 76 74% 65% 80% 89% 93% 86% 75% 76% 74%

Chinese 43 15 28 67% 67% 68% 88% 87% 89% 74% 87% 68%

Mixed Other 118 56 62 85% 84% 85% 97% 98% 95% 87% 89% 85%

Mixed White African 53 26 27 83% 92% 74% 92% 100% 85% 85% 88% 81%

Mixed White Asian 57 31 26 100% 100% 100% 98% 100% 96% 91% 97% 85%

Mixed White Caribbean 93 47 46 81% 85% 76% 95% 98% 91% 82% 89% 74%

Other 64 30 34 75% 80% 71% 89% 87% 91% 78% 90% 68%

Other Kurdish 46 22 24 65% 68% 63% 93% 95% 92% 76% 82% 71%

Other Latin American 34 14 20 65% 71% 60% 88% 100% 80% 65% 86% 50%

Other Vietnamese 9 X X 67% X X 100% X X 67% X X

Refused/Not obtained 268 117 151 74% 77% 71% 88% 90% 86% 79% 85% 74%

White Albanian 27 16 11 78% 81% 73% 96% 100% 91% 89% 94% 82%

White British 610 311 299 92% 93% 91% 94% 97% 90% 89% 94% 85%

White Greek Cypriot 10 X X 90% X X 80% X X 90% X X

White Gypsy/Roma 13 X X X X X 69% X X X X X

White Irish 35 15 20 97% 100% 95% 97% 100% 95% 89% 100% 80%

White Irish Traveller X X X X X X X X X X X X

White Kosovan 23 9 14 65% 89% 50% 91% 100% 86% 91% 100% 86%

White Other 331 163 168 79% 83% 76% 93% 98% 89% 81% 90% 71%

White Turkish 192 101 91 59% 66% 51% 90% 96% 82% 77% 87% 65%

White Turkish Cypriot 11 X X 91% X X 100% X X 82% X X

Grand Total 3024 1458 1566 80% 83% 77% 92% 95% 88% 82% 90% 75%

Number KUW PD CD
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Foundation Stage profile results in PSE and CLL combined for children eligible and not 

eligible for free school meals  

Table A1.3

2011

Ethnicity Not FSM FSM Not FSM FSM

Asian Bangladeshi 60 18 58% 44%

Asian Indian 19 X 58% X

Asian Other 27 X 63% X

Asian Pakistani 24 X 50% X

Black  Caribbean 156 109 56% 48%

Black  Other 23 30 43% 43%

Black African 73 70 55% 51%

Black Congolese X 42 X 50%

Black Ghanaian 83 32 51% 41%

Black Nigerian 51 17 63% 65%

Black Somali 37 94 32% 43%

Chinese 30 13 47% 54%

Mixed Other 79 39 67% 38%

Mixed White African 29 24 62% 46%

Mixed White Asian 52 X 77% X

Mixed White Caribbean 54 39 50% 54%

Other 44 20 55% 35%

Other Kurdish 17 29 24% 34%

Other Latin American 22 12 45% 50%

Other Vietnamese X X X X

Refused/Not obtained 216 52 58% 33%

White Albanian 13 14 69% 64%

White British 549 61 74% 39%

White Greek Cypriot X X X X

White Gypsy/Roma 13 X 8% 0%

White Irish 28 X 71% X

White Irish Traveller X X X X

White Kosovan X 15 X 40%

White Other 293 38 51% 42%

White Turkish 92 100 35% 36%

White Turkish Cypriot X X X X

Grand Total 2110 914 59% 44%

Number

PSE and CLL all 7 

scales
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Lowest performing 20% of pupils in LA 

There were 625 pupils who scored a total of 68 points or below 

15% of girls and 25% of boys are in the lowest 20% 

No Yes

Female 1248 210 1458

86% 14% 100%

Male 1134 432 1566

72% 28% 100%

Total number 2382 642 3024

%Total 79% 21% 100%

Grand 

Total

2011

GENDER

Lowest scoring 20% 

17% of children not on FSM and 28% of children on FSM are in the lowest 20% 

No Yes

Not FSM 1737 373 2110

82% 18% 100%

FSM 645 269 914

71% 29% 100%

Unknown

Total number 2382 642 3024

Total % 79% 21% 100%

Grand 

Total

2011

FSM Eligible

Lowest scoring 20% 

Network Learning Communities 

27% of children in the North, 26% of children in the South and 8% of children in the 
West network are in the lowest 20% 

No Yes

Number 614 195 809

% 76% 24% 100%

Number 807 305 1112

% 73% 27% 100%

Number 862 135 997

% 86% 14% 100%

Number 99 X 106

% 93% X 100%

Number 2382 642 3024

% 79% 21% 100%

Data

Haringey

Private and Voluntary 

settings

North

South

W est

2011

NLC

Grand 

Total

Low est scoring 20% 
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68

The table below shows the percentage and number of each ethnic group that are 
in the lowest 20%  

2011
Lowest scoring 

20%  

Ethnicity No Yes

Grand
Total

Asian Bangladeshi 61 17 78

78% 22% 100%

Asian Indian 20 3 23

87% 13% 100%

Asian Other 30 3 33

91% 9% 100%

Asian Pakistani 25 4 29

86% 14% 100%

Black  Caribbean 224 41 265

85% 15% 100%

Black  Other 36 17 53

68% 32% 100%

Black African 107 36 143

75% 25% 100%

Black Congolese 34 12 46

74% 26% 100%

Black Ghanaian 89 26 115

77% 23% 100%

Black Nigerian 51 17 68

75% 25% 100%

Black Somali 88 43 131

67% 33% 100%

Chinese 31 12 43

72% 28% 100%

Mixed Other 101 17 118

86% 14% 100%

Mixed White African 43 10 53

81% 19% 100%

Mixed White Asian 54 3 57

95% 5% 100%

Mixed White 
Caribbean 76 17 93 

82% 18% 100%

Other 47 17 64

73% 27% 100%

Other Kurdish 28 18 46

61% 39% 100%

Other Latin American 23 11 34

68% 32% 100%

Other Vietnamese 7 2 9

78% 22% 100%

Refused/Not obtained 189 79 268

71% 29% 100%

White Albanian 22 5 27

81% 19% 100%

White British 553 57 610

91% 9% 100%

White Gypsy/Roma 3 10 13

23% 77% 100%

White Irish 33 2 35
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2011
Lowest scoring 

20%  

Ethnicity No Yes 

Grand
Total

94% 6% 100%

White Irish Traveller X X X

X X X

White Other 283 81 364

78% 22% 100%

White Turkish 114 78 192

59% 41% 100%

White Turkish Cypriot 9 2 11

82% 18% 100%

Total number 2382 642 3024

Total % 79% 21% 100%
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Annex 2:    KEY STAGE 1 DATA 

Table A2.1:  Key Stage 1 results – number and percentage 
2011

All pupils 2993

Speaking and Listening 1 88 407 1895 - - - 602 83.43% - 20.11% 15.0

Reading 1 129 430 - 376 765 661 631 81.29% 68.73% 21.08% 15.1

Writing 1 158 535 - 671 784 559 285 76.81% 54.39% 9.52% 13.8

Maths 3 87 312 - 541 812 734 504 86.57% 68.49% 16.84% 15.2

Science 6 87 384 2033 - - - 483 84.06% - 16.14% 14.8

Overall APS 14.7

% 2+ %2B+ %3+

Avg 

point 2C 2B 2A 3U/D/A W 1 2

Reading
Table A2.2:  Percentage of pupils achieving Level 2+ Reading at the end of Key Stage 1 

2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 86% 84% 85% 85%

Boys 78% 76% 75% 77%

All 81% 80% 80% 81%

England

Girls 88% 89% 89% 89%

Boys 80% 81% 81% 82%

All 84% 84% 85% 85%

Statistical Neighbours 80% 81% 82% NA 

KS1 Reading % L2+

Writing
Table A2.3:  Percentage of pupils achieving Level 2+ Writing at the end of Key Stage 1 

2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 80% 80% 81% 83%

Boys 70% 69% 68% 71%

All 75% 75% 74% 77%

England

Girls 86% 87% 87% 87%

Boys 75% 75% 76% 76%

All 80% 81% 81% 81%

Statistical Neighbours 75% 77% 78% NA  

KS1 W riting % L2+
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Mathematics 
Table A2.4:  Percentage of pupils achieving Level 2+ Maths at the end of Key Stage 1 

2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 89% 85% 86% 88%

Boys 86% 85% 83% 85%

All 87% 85% 85% 87%

England

Girls 91% 91% 91% 91%

Boys 88% 88% 88% 88%

All 90% 89% 89% 90%

Statistical Neighbours 87% 87% 87% NA  

KS1 Maths % L2+

Science
Table A2.5:  Percentage of pupils achieving Level 2+ Science at the end of Key Stage 1 

2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 87% 86% 85% 87%

Boys 86% 85% 81% 82%

All 87% 85% 83% 84%

England

Girls 90% 91% 90% 90%

Boys 87% 87% 87% 87%

All 89% 89% 89% 89%

KS1 Science % L2+

Reading
Table A2.6:   Percentage of pupils achieving Level 2B+ at the end of Key Stage 1 

2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 74% 72% 73% 74%

Boys 64% 62% 61% 64%

All 69% 67% 67% 69%

England

Girls 77% 77% 78% 79%

Boys 66% 67% 67% 68%

All 71% 72% 72% 74%

KS1 Reading % L2B+

72
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Table A2.7:  Writing 

2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 61% 60% 61% 62%

Boys 46% 45% 46% 47%

All 53% 52% 53% 54%

England

Girls 67% 68% 69% 70%

Boys 51% 52% 52% 53%

All 58% 60% 60% 61%

KS1 W riting % L2B+

Table A2.8:   Maths 

2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 70% 68% 69% 69%

Boys 68% 66% 66% 68%

All 69% 67% 68% 68%

England

Girls 75% 75% 75% 76%

Boys 73% 72% 72% 73%

All 74% 74% 73% 74%

KS1 Maths % L2B+

Table A2.9:   Percentage of pupils achieving Level 3+ at the end of Key Stage 1 

Reading

2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 23% 24% 24% 23%

Boys 17% 18% 19% 19%

All 20% 21% 22% 21%

England

Girls 29% 30% 30% 30%

Boys 21% 22% 22% 22%

All 25% 26% 26% 26%

KS1 Reading % L3+

Table A2.10:   Writing 

2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 13% 13% 12% 12%

Boys 8% 8% 6% 7%

All 10% 10% 9% 10%

England

Girls 16% 16% 16% 17%

Boys 8% 9% 8% 9%

All 12% 12% 12% 13%

KS1 W riting % L3+

73
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Table A2.11:   Maths 

2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 14% 16% 15% 14%

Boys 21% 19% 20% 20%

All 18% 17% 17% 17%

England

Girls 19% 19% 18% 18%

Boys 24% 23% 23% 23%

All 21% 21% 20% 20%

KS1 Maths % L3+

Table A2.12:   Science 

2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 15% 19% 15% 15%

Boys 19% 18% 18% 17%

All 17% 18% 17% 16%

England

Girls 21% 21% 20% 19%

Boys 23% 23% 22% 21%

All 22% 22% 21% 20%

KS1 Science % L3+

Table A2.13   Trends in average point score

2009 2010 2011 2009 2010 2011 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 15.6 15.5 15.6 14.4 14.2 14.5 15.1 15.0 15.1

Boys 14.4 14.4 14.6 13.0 12.9 13.1 15.1 15.1 15.2

All 15.0 14.9 15.1 13.7 13.5 13.8 15.1 15.0 15.2

England

Girls 16.3 16.3 16.4 15.1 15.2 15.2 15.8 15.7 15.7

Boys 15.1 15.1 15.2 13.5 13.6 13.7 15.7 15.7 15.7

All 15.7 15.7 15.8 14.3 14.4 14.4 15.7 15.7 15.7

Writing MathsReading

Table A2.14:  KS1 results for Looked After Children 
% level 2+ 2008 2009 2010 2011

Number of children 

Haringey 10 11 16 15

England KS1 Reading 56% 56% 58% 59%

Haringey KS1 Reading 82% 91% 50% 47%

England KS1 W riting 49% 49% 51% 52%

Haringey KS1 W riting 73% 91% 38% supp

England KS1 Maths 62% 63% 62% 63%

Haringey KS1 Maths 82% 91% 38% 47%

Table A2.15:  KS1 results with Time in school 
2011

Reading Level 2+

Writing Level 2+

Maths Level 2+

Science level 2+

85% 69% 55%

81% 62% 51%

More than 2 years 1 to 2 years Less than 1 year

68%

60%

89%

87%

77%

74%

74
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Table A2.16 :  Key Stage 1 results for pupils with special educational needs 

2214 91% 88% 94% 92%

477 60% 50% 73% 68%

231 52% 45% 64% 62%

71 15% 11% 20% 15%

Haringey No SEN

Haringey School Action

Haringey School Action Plus

Haringey Statement

ScienceMaths

2011

SEN status Level 2+ Number Reading W riting

Table A2.17:   Key Stage1 results for eligible and not eligible for Free school meals 
 2011

Level 2+ Number Reading W riting Maths Science

Haringey 2011

FSM 953 77% 72% 83% 80%

Not FSM 2040 83% 79% 88% 86%

Gap 6% 8% 6% 6%

England 2011

FSM 73% 67% 81% 79%

Not FSM 88% 85% 92% 91%

Gap 15% 18% 11% 12%

Table A2.18:  Key Stage1 results for eligible and not eligible for Free school meals 

2011
Level 3 Number Reading Writing Maths Science

Haringey 2011 

FSM 953 8% 3% 7% 8%

Not FSM 2040 27% 13% 21% 20%

Gap   19% 10% 14% 12% 

75
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Table A 2.19   KS1 Results with ethnicity 

S&L 2011 Gender S&L 2+ S&L 3 

Ethnicity Group All Girls Boys All Girls Boys All Girls Boys 

Asian Bangladeshi 93 56 37 89% 88% 92% 6% 7% 5%

Asian Indian 35 17 18 91% 94% 89% 11% 18% 6%

Asian Other 43 21 22 91% 90% 91% 9% 14% 5%

Asian Pakistani 29 12 17 76% 83% 71% 21% 33% 12%

Black  Caribbean 344 168 176 81% 87% 76% 17% 23% 12%

Black  Other 60 25 35 77% 76% 77% 12% 12% 11%

Black African 160 85 75 88% 94% 81% 18% 24% 12%

Black Congolese 59 29 30 81% 93% 70% X X X

Black Ghanaian 91 49 42 90% 92% 88% 14% 20% 7%

Black Nigerian 68 30 38 94% 90% 97% 28% 27% 29%

Black Somali 128 57 71 79% 86% 73% 9% 12% 7%

Black African Total 506 250 256 86% 91% 81% 15% 18% 11% 

Chinese 20 9 11 65% 78% 55% 20% 11% 27%

Mixed Other 108 51 57 84% 84% 84% 23% 22% 25%

Mixed White African 36 15 21 92% 100% 86% 28% 33% 24%

Mixed White Asian 50 21 29 98% 100% 97% 28% 19% 34%

Mixed White Caribbean 96 44 52 91% 89% 92% 22% 23% 21%

Other 65 32 33 74% 81% 67% 15% 22% 9%

Other Kurdish 52 27 25 81% 74% 88% X X X

Other Latin American 40 26 14 75% 81% 64% 13% 8% 21%

Other Vietnamese 22 12 10 55% 67% 40% 9% 8% 10%

Refused/Not obtained 46 21 25 50% 57% 44% 17% 14% 20%

White Albanian 29 17 12 90% 94% 83% 17% 18% 17%

White British 600 290 310 95% 97% 94% 42% 44% 40%

White Greek Cypriot 19 10 9 89% 90% 89% 21% 20% 22%

White Gypsy/Roma 17 9 8 18% X 38% X X X

White Irish 31 18 13 97% 100% 92% 32% 39% 23%

White Irish Traveller 13 X X 54% X X X X X

White Kosovan 24 7 17 79% 71% 82% X X X

White Other 367 174 193 79% 82% 77% 17% 20% 15%

White Turkish 235 119 116 67% 70% 64% X X X

White Turkish Cypriot 13 5 8 69% 100% 50% 15% 20% 13%

Grand Total 2993 1460 1533 83% 86% 81% 20% 22% 18% 

76
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Table A 2.20   KS1 Results with ethnicity 

Reading 2011 Gender Reading 2+ Reading 3 

Ethnicity Group All Girls Boys All Girls Boys All Girls Boys 

Asian Bangladeshi 93 56 37 90% 89% 92% 11% 11% 11%

Asian Indian 35 17 18 89% 100% 78% 31% 47% 17%

Asian Other 43 21 22 93% 95% 91% 23% 29% 18%

Asian Pakistani 29 12 17 79% 83% 76% 17% 33% 6%

Black  Caribbean 344 168 176 77% 85% 69% 13% 15% 10%

Black  Other 60 25 35 78% 84% 74% 12% 12% 11%

Black African 160 85 75 86% 92% 80% 17% 24% 9%

Black Congolese 59 29 30 76% 90% 63% 8% 10% 7%

Black Ghanaian 91 49 42 90% 94% 86% 13% 18% 7%

Black Nigerian 68 30 38 93% 93% 92% 24% 20% 26%

Black Somali 128 57 71 84% 84% 85% 8% 12% 4%

Black African Total 506 250 256 86% 90% 82% 14% 18% 10% 

Chinese 20 9 11 75% 89% 64% 30% 44% 18%

Mixed Other 108 51 57 81% 84% 77% 25% 29% 21%

Mixed White African 36 15 21 89% 93% 86% 36% 47% 29%

Mixed White Asian 50 21 29 94% 95% 93% 32% 33% 31%

Mixed White Caribbean 96 44 52 80% 82% 79% 21% 32% 12%

Other 65 32 33 82% 84% 79% 14% 22% 6%

Other Kurdish 52 27 25 60% 52% 68% X X X

Other Latin American 40 26 14 70% 81% 50% 10% 8% 14%

Other Vietnamese 22 12 10 68% 75% 60% X X X

Refused/Not obtained 46 21 25 48% 57% 40% 24% 24% 24%

White Albanian 29 17 12 79% 88% 67% 17% 18% 17%

White British 600 290 310 92% 94% 90% 44% 47% 42%

White Greek Cypriot 19 10 9 89% 90% 89% 26% 30% 22%

White Gypsy/Roma 17 9 8 18% 22% 13% X X X

White Irish 31 18 13 94% 94% 92% 32% 33% 31%

White Irish Traveller 13 X X 38% X X X X X

White Kosovan 24 7 17 75% 57% 82% X X X

White Other 367 174 193 78% 80% 76% 20% 20% 21%

White Turkish 235 119 116 67% 73% 61% X X X

White Turkish Cypriot 13 5 8 77% 100% 63% X X X

Grand Total 2993 1460 1533 81% 85% 77% 21% 23% 19% 

77
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Table A 2.21   KS1 Results with ethnicity  

Writing 2011 Gender Writing 2+ Writing 3 

Ethnicity Group All Girls Boys All Girls Boys All Girls Boys 

Asian Bangladeshi 93 56 37 85% 84% 86% 6% 5% 8%

Asian Indian 35 17 18 83% 100% 67% 9% 12% 6%

Asian Other 43 21 22 93% 95% 91% 5% 10% X

Asian Pakistani 29 12 17 66% 83% 53% 10% 17% 6%

Black  Caribbean 344 168 176 73% 83% 63% 5% 6% 5%

Black  Other 60 25 35 70% 84% 60% 3% 8% X

Black African 160 85 75 79% 87% 71% 8% 12% 3%

Black Congolese 59 29 30 73% 86% 60% 2% X X

Black Ghanaian 91 49 42 88% 92% 83% 2% 4% 0%

Black Nigerian 68 30 38 85% 90% 82% 18% 20% 16%

Black Somali 128 57 71 77% 81% 75% 3% 5% X

Black African Total 506 250 256 80% 87% 74% 6% 8% 4% 

Chinese 20 9 11 75% 89% 64% 15% 22% 9%

Mixed Other 108 51 57 72% 78% 67% 9% 14% 5%

Mixed White African 36 15 21 86% 93% 81% 11% 7% 14%

Mixed White Asian 50 21 29 90% 90% 90% 12% 19% 7%

Mixed White Caribbean 96 44 52 71% 73% 69% 9% 11% 8%

Other 65 32 33 75% 78% 73% 12% 22% 3%

Other Kurdish 52 27 25 65% 63% 68% 2% X X

Other Latin American 40 26 14 55% 58% 50% 5% X X

Other Vietnamese 22 12 10 73% 83% 60% 5% X X

Refused/Not obtained 46 21 25 48% 57% 40% 11% 19% 4%

White Albanian 29 17 12 86% 94% 75% 7% 6% 8%

White British 600 290 310 89% 92% 86% 19% 24% 15%

White Greek Cypriot 19 10 9 79% 90% 67% X X X

White Gypsy/Roma 17 X X 18% X X X X X

White Irish 31 18 13 87% 94% 77% 19% 28% 8%

White Irish Traveller 13 X X 31% X X X X X

White Kosovan 24 7 17 71% 71% 71% X X X

White Other 367 174 193 75% 80% 70% 12% 17% 8%

White Turkish 235 119 116 61% 68% 54% X X X

White Turkish Cypriot 13 5 8 69% 100% 50% X X X

Grand Total 2993 1460 1533 77% 83% 71% 10% 12% 7% 
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Table A 2.22   KS1 Results with ethnicity 

Maths 2011 Gender Maths 2+ Maths 3 

Ethnicity Group All Girls Boys All Girls Boys All Girls Boys 

Asian Bangladeshi 93 56 37 91% 89% 95% 11% 5% 19%

Asian Indian 35 17 18 94% 100% 89% 14% 18% 11%

Asian Other 43 21 22 91% 90% 91% 19% 14% 23%

Asian Pakistani 29 12 17 76% 75% 76% 17% 25% 12%

Black  Caribbean 344 168 176 81% 87% 76% 8% 5% 10%

Black  Other 60 25 35 83% 88% 80% 8% 12% 6%

Black African 160 85 75 89% 93% 84% 9% 11% 8%

Black Congolese 59 29 30 78% 90% 67% 5% 3% 7%

Black Ghanaian 91 49 42 87% 94% 79% 11% 10% 12%

Black Nigerian 68 30 38 94% 93% 95% 16% 7% 24%

Black Somali 128 57 71 88% 86% 90% 5% 7% 3%

Black African Total 506 250 256 88% 91% 84% 9% 8% 9% 

Chinese 20 9 11 95% 100% 91% 35% 44% 27%

Mixed Other 108 51 57 86% 84% 88% 16% 12% 19%

Mixed White African 36 15 21 92% 93% 90% 22% 20% 24%

Mixed White Asian 50 21 29 94% 90% 97% 30% 14% 41%

Mixed White Caribbean 96 44 52 85% 82% 88% 17% 11% 21%

Other 65 32 33 83% 88% 79% 15% 16% 15%

Other Kurdish 52 27 25 81% 78% 84% X X X

Other Latin American 40 26 14 75% 81% 64% 10% 8% 14%

Other Vietnamese 22 12 10 91% 92% 90% 23% 17% 30%

Refused/Not obtained 46 21 25 59% 71% 48% 13% 14% 12%

White Albanian 29 17 12 93% 100% 83% 21% 24% 17%

White British 600 290 310 96% 97% 95% 35% 30% 39%

White Greek Cypriot 19 10 9 84% 90% 78% 21% 20% 22%

White Gypsy/Roma 17 X X 41% X X X X X

White Irish 31 18 13 97% 94% 100% 29% 17% 46%

White Irish Traveller 13 X X 77% X X X X X

White Kosovan 24 7 17 79% 71% 82% X X X

White Other 367 174 193 87% 86% 88% 19% 14% 23%

White Turkish 235 119 116 77% 77% 77% X X X

White Turkish Cypriot 13 5 8 69% 100% 50% X X X

Grand Total 2993 1460 1533 87% 88% 85% 17% 14% 20% 
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Table A 2.23   KS1 Results with ethnicity 

Science 2011 Gender Science 2+ Science 3 

Ethnicity Group All Girls Boys All Girls Boys All Girls Boys 

Asian Bangladeshi 93 56 37 87% 84% 92% 8% 5% 11%

Asian Indian 35 17 18 94% 100% 89% 11% 12% 11%

Asian Other 43 21 22 93% 95% 91% 16% 14% 18%

Asian Pakistani 29 12 17 76% 75% 76% 21% 42% 6%

Black  Caribbean 344 168 176 81% 88% 74% 10% 11% 9%

Black  Other 60 25 35 83% 88% 80% 12% 8% 14%

Black African 160 85 75 88% 92% 83% 13% 18% 8%

Black Congolese 59 29 30 75% 86% 63% X X X

Black Ghanaian 91 49 42 88% 88% 88% 10% 12% 7%

Black Nigerian 68 30 38 91% 93% 89% 26% 30% 24%

Black Somali 128 57 71 79% 79% 79% 9% 5% 11%

Black African Total 506 250 256 84% 88% 81% 12% 14% 10% 

Chinese 20 9 11 80% 100% 64% 15% 22% 9%

Mixed Other 108 51 57 87% 88% 86% 19% 20% 19%

Mixed White African 36 15 21 92% 100% 86% 17% 20% 14%

Mixed White Asian 50 21 29 98% 100% 97% 18% 5% 28%

Mixed White Caribbean 96 44 52 86% 86% 87% 14% 16% 12%

Other 65 32 33 74% 81% 67% 11% 19% 3%

Other Kurdish 52 27 25 67% 59% 76% X X X

Other Latin American 40 26 14 75% 81% 64% 10% 12% 7%

Other Vietnamese 22 12 10 73% 83% 60% X X X

Refused/Not obtained 46 21 25 50% 57% 44% 17% 14% 20%

White Albanian 29 17 12 93% 94% 92% 14% 18% 8%

White British 600 290 310 95% 97% 94% 35% 30% 40%

White Greek Cypriot 19 10 9 89% 90% 89% 11% 10% 11%

White Gypsy/Roma 17 X X 24% X X X X X

White Irish 31 18 13 94% 94% 92% 16% 17% 15%

White Irish Traveller 13 X X 69% X X X X X

White Kosovan 24 7 17 75% 71% 76% X X X

White Other 367 174 193 83% 84% 81% 15% 13% 17%

White Turkish 235 119 116 72% 72% 72% 2% 2% 3%

White Turkish Cypriot 13 X X 69% 80% 63% X X X

Grand Total 2993 1460 1533 84% 87% 82% 16% 15% 17% 
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Table A 2.24   KS1 Results with ethnicity and free school meals 
Reading 2011

Ethnicity Group FSM No FSM 2+ 2B+ 2+ 2B+

Asian Bangladeshi 25 68 96% 76% 88% 74%

Asian Indian 9 26 67% 67% 96% 88%

Asian Other 12 31 83% 83% 97% 94%

Asian Pakistani 8 21 88% 75% 76% 71%

Black  Caribbean 139 205 76% 60% 78% 67%

Black  Other 23 37 70% 57% 84% 73%

Black African 82 78 85% 68% 87% 67%

Black Congolese 52 7 73% 63% 100% 71%

Black Ghanaian 16 75 94% 75% 89% 73%

Black Nigerian 16 52 94% 69% 92% 79%

Black Somali 94 34 84% 61% 85% 71%

Chinese X 15 80% 80% 73% 67%

Mixed Other 33 75 70% 58% 85% 73%

Mixed W hite African 12 24 92% 75% 88% 79%

Mixed W hite Asian X 46 100% 75% 93% 91%

Mixed W hite Caribbean 34 62 71% 65% 85% 71%

Other 16 49 88% 56% 80% 61%

Other Kurdish 38 14 61% 45% 57% 29%

Other Latin American 9 31 89% 44% 65% 45%

Other Vietnamese 14 8 57% 29% 88% 75%

Refused/Not obtained 13 33 77% 77% 36% 30%

W hite Albanian 12 17 83% 83% 76% 71%

W hite British 64 536 78% 63% 94% 88%

W hite Greek Cypriot X 14 60% 40% 100% 86%

W hite Gypsy/Roma X 12 40% 40% X X

W hite Irish X 29 100% 50% 93% 86%

W hite Irish Traveller 11 X 45% 18% X X

W hite Kosovan 10 14 80% 70% 71% 50%

W hite Other 55 312 84% 69% 77% 66%

W hite Turkish 129 106 70% 50% 64% 47%

W hite Turkish Cypriot 6 7 67% 33% 86% 71%

Grand Total 953 2040 77% 61% 83% 73%

Number FSM No FSM
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Table A 2.25   KS1 Results with ethnicity and free school meals 
W riting 2011

Ethnicity Group FSM No FSM 2+ 2B+ 2+ 2B+

Asian Bangladeshi 25 68 88% 52% 84% 63%

Asian Indian 9 26 56% 33% 92% 77%

Asian Other 12 31 83% 33% 97% 81%

Asian Pakistani 8 21 50% 50% 71% 48%

Black  Caribbean 139 205 71% 44% 74% 52%

Black  Other 23 37 65% 52% 73% 51%

Black African 82 78 77% 59% 82% 58%

Black Congolese 52 7 69% 46% 100% 29%

Black Ghanaian 16 75 81% 44% 89% 64%

Black Nigerian 16 52 88% 69% 85% 65%

Black Somali 94 34 77% 36% 79% 56%

Chinese X 15 80% 80% 73% 53%

Mixed Other 33 75 73% 39% 72% 59%

Mixed W hite African 12 24 83% 67% 88% 75%

Mixed W hite Asian X 46 75% 75% 91% 83%

Mixed W hite Caribbean 34 62 65% 44% 74% 47%

Other 16 49 75% 44% 76% 49%

Other Kurdish 38 14 66% 39% 64% 21%

Other Latin American 9 31 56% 22% 55% 45%

Other Vietnamese 14 8 64% 36% 88% 88%

Refused/Not obtained 13 33 69% 54% 39% 24%

W hite Albanian 12 17 92% 67% 82% 59%

W hite British 64 536 70% 41% 91% 75%

W hite Greek Cypriot X 14 40% 20% 93% 64%

W hite Gypsy/Roma X 12 40% 20% X X

W hite Irish X 29 50% X 90% 72%

W hite Irish Traveller 11 X 36% X X X

W hite Kosovan 10 14 90% 40% 57% 36%

W hite Other 55 312 80% 55% 74% 52%

W hite Turkish 129 106 66% 35% 56% 29%

W hite Turkish Cypriot 6 7 67% X 71% X

Grand Total 953 2040 72% 44% 79% 59%

Number FSM No FSM
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Table A 2.26   KS1 Results with ethnicity and free school meals 
Maths 2011

Ethnicity Group FSM No FSM 2+ 2B+ 2+ 2B+

Asian Bangladeshi 25 68 96% 76% 90% 72%

Asian Indian 9 26 89% 44% 96% 88%

Asian Other 12 31 83% 58% 94% 90%

Asian Pakistani 8 21 88% 63% 71% 57%

Black  Caribbean 139 205 79% 53% 82% 63%

Black  Other 23 37 78% 52% 86% 68%

Black African 82 78 89% 57% 88% 60%

Black Congolese 52 7 77% 52% 86% 57%

Black Ghanaian 16 75 88% 56% 87% 71%

Black Nigerian 16 52 94% 81% 94% 77%

Black Somali 94 34 87% 52% 91% 74%

Chinese X 15 100% 80% 93% 87%

Mixed Other 33 75 79% 55% 89% 75%

Mixed W hite African 12 24 100% 75% 88% 75%

Mixed W hite Asian X 46 75% 75% 96% 91%

Mixed W hite Caribbean 34 62 76% 59% 90% 81%

Other 16 49 81% 50% 84% 76%

Other Kurdish 38 14 82% 47% 79% 36%

Other Latin American 9 31 78% 56% 74% 65%

Other Vietnamese 14 8 86% 71% 100% 75%

Refused/Not obtained 13 33 85% 38% 48% 39%

W hite Albanian 12 17 92% 75% 94% 76%

W hite British 64 536 83% 59% 97% 89%

W hite Greek Cypriot X 14 60% 40% 93% 86%

W hite Gypsy/Roma X 12 60% 20% 33% 17%

W hite Irish X 29 100% 50% 97% 86%

W hite Irish Traveller 11 X 73% 27% 100% 100%

W hite Kosovan 10 14 90% 80% 71% 43%

W hite Other 55 312 85% 73% 88% 73%

W hite Turkish 129 106 78% 49% 75% 49%

W hite Turkish Cypriot 6 7 67% X 71% X

Grand Total 953 2040 83% 56% 88% 74%

Number FSM No FSM
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Annex 3: KEY STAGE 2     

NOTE:  The 2010 KS2 tests were affected by the national boycott.  Thirty seven 
schools out of 57 took part in the boycott in Haringey.  Haringey results were significantly 
higher than expected as a result.  Care needs to be taken when looking at trends. 

Table A3.0:  Key Stage 2 results – number and percentage 
2011

M T A B N 2 3 4 5

Grand 

Total 4+ 5+

English 6 103 40 22 347 1341 733 2592 80% 28%

Maths 8 96 47 25 411 1172 833 2592 77% 32%

Science TA 29 89 430 1193 833 2574 79% 33%

M – missing or blank, T – unable to access the tests,  A – absent, B – working below level assessed by test, N – no 
test level awarded. 

English

Table A3.1:  Percentage of pupils achieving Level 4+ in English at the end of Key Stage 2 
English Level 4+ 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 81% 82% 81% 88% 85%

Boys 69% 70% 71% 80% 75%

All 76% 75% 76% 83% 80%

England

Girls 84% 86% 85% 85% 86%

Boys 76% 77% 75% 76% 77%

All 80% 81% 80% 81% 82%

Statistical Neighbours 77% 79% 79% Boycott 

year

82%

Reading

Table A3.1a:  Percentage of pupils achieving Level 4+ in reading at the end of Key Stage 2 
Reading Level 4+ 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 84% 85% 85% N/A 86%

Boys 75% 77% 78% N/A 78%

All 80% 81% 82% N/A 82%

England

Girls 87% 90% 89% 87% 87%

Boys 81% 83% 82% 81% 80%

All 84% 87% 86% 84% 84%

84

Page 104



Writing

Table A3.1b:  Percentage of pupils achieving Level 4+ in writing at the end of Key Stage 2 
W riting Level 4+ 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 70% 73% 70% N/A 80%

Boys 51% 59% 58% N/A 69%

All 60% 66% 64% N/A 75%

England

Girls 74% 75% 75% 79% 81%

Boys 59% 61% 60% 64% 68%

All 67% 68% 67% 71% 75%

Mathematics 

Table A3.2  Percentage of pupils achieving Level 4+ in Maths at the end of Key Stage 2 
Maths Level 4+ 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 73% 72% 74% 78% 77%

Boys 72% 72% 75% 79% 78%

All 73% 72% 75% 79% 77%

England

Girls 76% 78% 78% 80% 80%

Boys 78% 79% 79% 80% 80%

All 77% 79% 79% 80% 80%

Statistical Neighbours 73% 76% 78% Boycott 

year

81%

Science

Table A3.3:  Percentage of pupils achieving Level 4+ in Science at the end of Key Stage 2 
Science Level 4+ 2007 2008 2009 2010 TA 2011 TA

Haringey 

Girls 86% 84% 83% 82% 81%

Boys 82% 79% 81% 79% 76%

All 84% 82% 82% 80% 79%

England 

Girls 88% 89% 89% 86% 86%

Boys 87% 87% 88% 84% 83%

All 88% 88% 88% 85% 85%

Statistical Neighbours 84% 85% 86% Boycott 

year

83%
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English

Table A3.4:  Percentage of pupils achieving level 5 at the end of Key Stage 2 
English Level 5 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 35% 30% 31% 37% 34%

Boys 22% 23% 20% 28% 23%

All 28% 26% 26% 33% 28%

England

Girls 38% 36% 35% 40% 35%

Boys 27% 23% 23% 26% 23%

All 33% 30% 29% 33% 29%

Table A3.4a:  Reading Level 5 
Reading Level 5 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 48% 46% 48% N/A 46%

Boys 34% 36% 36% N/A 35%

All 41% 41% 42% N/A 41%

England

Girls 52% 55% 54% 56% 48%

Boys 43% 43% 41% 46% 37%

All 47% 49% 47% 51% 42%

Table A3.4b:  Writing Level 5 
W riting Level 5 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 21% 24% 21% N/A 28%

Boys 12% 14% 14% N/A 16%

All 16% 19% 18% N/A 22%

England

Girls 24% 25% 24% 26% 25%

Boys 14% 15% 15% 15% 15%

All 19% 20% 19% 21% 20%

Table A3.4c:  Maths Level 5 
Maths Level 5 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 28% 23% 31% 32% 31%

Boys 29% 28% 34% 37% 34%

All 29% 26% 32% 36% 32%

England

Girls 29% 28% 32% 32% 33%

Boys 35% 35% 37% 37% 37%

All 32% 31% 35% 35% 35%
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Table A3.4d:  Science Level 5 
Science Level 5 2007 2008 2009 2010 TA 2011 TA

Haringey 

Girls 45% 38% 38% 32% 31%

Boys 37% 36% 36% 35% 34%

All 40% 37% 37% 34% 33%

England 

Girls 47% 45% 43% 36% 35%

Boys 46% 44% 43% 37% 35%

All 47% 44% 43% 37% 35%

Table A3.5  KS2 combined English and maths level 4+ 
English and Maths level 4+ 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 70% 68% 70% 75% 73%

Boys 64% 62% 65% 70% 69%

All 67% 66% 68% 75% 71%

England

Girls 73% 75% 75% 77% 77%

Boys 70% 71% 70% 71% 72%

All 71% 73% 72% 73% 74%

Statistical Neighbours 67% 70% 71% Boycott 

year

75%

Table A3.6  KS2 combined English and maths level 5 
English and Maths level 5 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 21% 17% 20% 25% 22%

Boys 17% 18% 15% 23% 18%

All 19% 18% 18% 24% 20%

England

Girls 22% 21% 22% 25% 24%

Boys 21% 18% 18% 20% 19%

All 22% 20% 20% 23% 21%
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Table A3.7  KS2 combined English and maths with FSM  (National Indicator NI 102a) 

2007 2008 2009

2010

(DFE)

2011

(DFE)

Haringey                     FSM

Girls 57% 55% 64%

65% 

(63%) 67%

Boys 51% 47% 53%

58% 

(60%) 58%

All 54% 51% 59%

61% 

(61%) 62%

No FSM

Girls 78% 78% 76%

81% 

(81%) 77%

Boys 73% 72% 72%

76% 

(76%) 75%

All 76% 75% 74%

78% 

(78%) 76%

England                      FSM

Girls 53% 57% 57% 59% 61%

Boys 49% 52%  50% 53% 55%

All 51% 54%  53.3% 56% 58%

No FSM

Girls 76% 78%  78% 80% 81%

Boys 74% 74%  73% 75% 76%

All 75% 76%  75.5% 77% 78%

FSM/non FSM gap

Haringey gap 21.5% 23.5% 15.2% 17.0% 13.3%

England gap 23.9% 22.3%  22.2% 21% 20.0%

KS2 Both English and Maths FSM  % L4+

Table A3.8  KS2 results for Looked After Children 

 Year 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Number of children Haringey 21 20 20 21 25

England KS2 English 45% 45% 45% 45% 50%

NI 99 Haringey KS2 English 52% 58% 50% 52% 50%

England KS2 Maths 42% 43% 44% 44% 48%

NI 100 Haringey KS2 Maths 43% 63% 45% 48% 50%

England combined English 

and maths 33% 35% 35% 36% 40%

Haringey combined English 

and maths 42%

KS2 results for Looked After Children L 4+

Table A3.9 KS2 English with time in school 

2011

Time In school English

Number 

of Pupils 4+ 5

More than 3 years 2129 83% 31%

2 to 3 years 201 65% 14%

1 to 2 years 168 70% 16%

Less than 1 year 94 59% 11%

Grand Total 2592 80% 28%
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Table A3.10 KS2 Maths with time in school 
2011

Time In school Maths

Number 

of Pupils 4+ 5

More than 3 years 2129 80% 35%

2 to 3 years 201 66% 19%

1 to 2 years 168 72% 17%

Less than 1 year 94 54% 15%

Grand Total 2592 77% 32%

Table A3.11 KS2 Science with time in school 

2011

Time In school Science TA

Number 

of Pupils 4+ 5

More than 3 years 2129 81% 35%

2 to 3 years 201 68% 22%

1 to 2 years 168 70% 21%

Less than 1 year 94 59% 12%

Grand Total 2592 79% 32%

Table A3.12 KS2 results for pupils with special educational needs 

4+ 5+ 4+ 5+ 4+ 5+

No SEN 1813 93% 38% 90% 42% 92% 43%

School Action 462 59% 5% 55% 11% 55% 8%

School Action Plus 222 41% 5% 45% 11% 45% 6%

Statement 95 19% 2% 18% 4% 21% 3%

Science TA2011

Haringey SEN Number

English Maths

Table A3.12a KS2 English and maths combined SEN/no SEN gap 
(National Indicator NI 104) 

SEN / No SEN 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey No SEN 79.0% 82.6% 90.1% 86.5%

England No SEN 86.2% 85.7% 87.2% 88

Haringey SEN 35.2% 35.9% 35.2% 35.4%

England SEN 32.0% 31.3% 33.4% 34

Haringey No SEN/SEN 
Gap 43.8% 46.7% 54.9% 51.1% 

England No SEN/SEN Gap 54.2% 54.4% 53.8% 54% 

Table A3.13 Key Stage 2 results for pupils eligible and not eligible for Free school meals 

2011
FSM Number 4+ 5 4+ 5  4+ 5

FSM 862 74% 14% 69% 20% 72% 18%

Not FSM 1730 83% 36% 81% 38% 82% 40%

English Maths Science TA
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Table A3.14 Key Stage 2 results with ethnicity 
English 2011

Ethnicity Group All Girls Boys All Girls Boys All Girls Boys

Asian Bangladeshi 57 28 29 81% 89% 72% 26% 32% 21%

Asian Indian 30 12 18 83% 100% 72% 23% 17% 28%

Asian Other 40 18 22 93% 83% 100% 28% 17% 36%

Asian Pakistani 29 18 11 72% 78% 64% 21% 17% 27%

Black  Caribbean 318 169 149 75% 82% 66% 22% 25% 18%

Black  Other 42 22 20 71% 82% 60% 24% 32% 15%

Black African 120 53 67 85% 92% 79% 24% 36% 15%

Black Congolese 53 30 23 70% 80% 57% 19% 20% 17%

Black Ghanaian 103 58 45 83% 88% 76% 27% 29% 24%

Black Nigerian 81 40 41 89% 90% 88% 32% 40% 24%

Black Somali 130 63 67 77% 84% 70% 11% 17% 4%

Black African Total 487 244 243 81% 87% 75% 22% 28% 16%

Chinese 14 X X 86% X X 43% X X

Mixed Other 103 55 48 83% 87% 79% 29% 40% 17%

Mixed White African 26 11 15 96% 100% 93% 38% 45% 33%

Mixed White Asian 40 22 18 95% 100% 89% 50% 59% 39%

Mixed White Caribbean 94 43 51 78% 84% 73% 24% 35% 16%

Other 59 24 35 68% 75% 63% 17% 17% 17%

Other Kurdish 78 37 41 76% 76% 76% 9% 11% 7%

Other Latin American 38 21 17 68% 81% 53% 13% 24% X

Other Vietnamese 18 7 11 89% 100% 82% 17% 14% 18%

Refused/Not obtained 27 19 8 59% 63% 50% 19% 21% 13%

White Albanian 25 17 8 76% 71% 88% 20% 18% 25%

White British 492 238 254 90% 92% 89% 51% 60% 43%

White Greek Cypriot 16 10 6 88% 100% 67% 31% 40%

White Gypsy/Roma X X X

White Irish 38 18 20 92% 94% 90% 55% 67% 45%

White Irish Traveller 7 X X

White Kosovan 42 21 21 83% 90% 76% 7% 5% 10%

White Other 279 136 143 80% 83% 78% 30% 35% 26%

White Turkish 175 82 93 63% 77% 51% 10% 17% 4%

White Turkish Cypriot 13 X X 54%

Haringey 2592 1291 1301 80% 85% 75% 28% 34% 23%

Gender English 4+ English 5
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Table A3.15 Key Stage 2 results with ethnicity 
Maths 2011

Ethnicity Group All Girls Boys All Girls Boys All Girls Boys

Asian Bangladeshi 57 28 29 77% 82% 72% 35% 39% 31%

Asian Indian 30 12 18 83% 83% 83% 40% 50% 33%

Asian Other 40 18 22 75% 56% 91% 25% 6% 41%

Asian Pakistani 29 18 11 69% 72% 64% 34% 33% 36%

Black  Caribbean 318 169 149 70% 72% 68% 19% 18% 21%

Black  Other 42 22 20 76% 86% 65% 26% 23% 30%

Black African 120 53 67 76% 79% 73% 24% 25% 24%

Black Congolese 53 30 23 55% 57% 52% 17% 20% 13%

Black Ghanaian 103 58 45 74% 72% 76% 20% 19% 22%

Black Nigerian 81 40 41 72% 70% 73% 37% 33% 41%

Black Somali 130 63 67 72% 68% 76% 30% 27% 33%

Black African Total 487 244 243 71% 70% 72% 26% 25% 28%

Chinese 14 X X 93% 100% 80% 79% 89% 60%

Mixed Other 103 55 48 83% 84% 83% 33% 31% 35%

Mixed White African 26 11 15 85% 91% 80% 35% 27% 40%

Mixed White Asian 40 22 18 90% 86% 94% 68% 68% 67%

Mixed White Caribbean 94 43 51 72% 77% 69% 22% 23% 22%

Other 59 24 35 68% 67% 69% 29% 17% 37%

Other Kurdish 78 37 41 76% 70% 80% 21% 11% 29%

Other Latin American 38 21 17 66% 67% 65% 11% 10% 12%

Other Vietnamese 18 7 11 94% 86% 100% 33% 14% 45%

Refused/Not obtained 27 19 8 67% 74% 50% 15% 21% X

White Albanian 25 17 8 76% 71% 88% 36% 29% 50%

White British 492 238 254 89% 87% 90% 52% 54% 50%

White Greek Cypriot 16 10 6 81% 90% 67% 25% 30% X

White Gypsy/Roma X X X X X X X X X

White Irish 38 18 20 95% 89% 100% 42% 39% 45%

White Irish Traveller 7 X X X X X X X X

White Kosovan 42 21 21 81% 81% 81% 26% 19% 33%

White Other 279 136 143 81% 76% 86% 39% 38% 41%

White Turkish 175 82 93 69% 77% 62% 14% 12% 15%

White Turkish Cypriot 13 X X 62% X X X X X

Haringey 2592 1291 1301 77% 77% 78% 32% 31% 34%

Gender Maths 4+ Maths 5
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Table A3.16 Key Stage 2 results with ethnicity 
Science TA 2011

Ethnicity Group All Girls Boys All Girls Boys All Girls Boys

Asian Bangladeshi 57 28 29 74% 71% 76% 28% 21% 34%

Asian Indian 30 12 18 80% 92% 72% 37% 50% 28%

Asian Other 40 18 22 85% 83% 86% 38% 17% 55%

Asian Pakistani 29 18 11 76% 78% 73% 28% 28% 27%

Black  Caribbean 318 169 149 73% 78% 67% 18% 17% 19%

Black  Other 42 22 20 71% 77% 65% 24% 32% 15%

Black African 120 53 67 76% 86% 68% 17% 22% 14%

Black Congolese 53 30 23 51% 57% 43% 13% 20% X

Black Ghanaian 103 58 45 71% 71% 72% 25% 29% 19%

Black Nigerian 81 40 41 80% 75% 85% 30% 20% 39%

Black Somali 130 63 67 76% 76% 76% 25% 24% 25%

Black African Total 487 244 243 73% 74% 72% 22% 24% 21%

Chinese 14 X X 93% 100% 80% 71% 89% 40%

Mixed Other 103 55 48 88% 89% 87% 42% 43% 40%

Mixed White African 26 11 15 88% 100% 80% 31% 45% 20%

Mixed White Asian 40 22 18 95% 95% 94% 58% 59% 56%

Mixed White Caribbean 94 43 51 76% 79% 74% 30% 35% 26%

Other 59 24 35 68% 75% 63% 25% 21% 29%

Other Kurdish 78 37 41 71% 68% 73% 23% 11% 34%

Other Latin American 38 21 17 70% 81% 56% 11% 19% X

Other Vietnamese 18 7 11 83% 86% 82% 28% 29% 27%

Refused/Not obtained 27 19 8 83% 82% 83% 22% 24% 17%

White Albanian 25 17 8 80% 76% 88% 28% 29% 25%

White British 492 238 254 92% 92% 93% 59% 61% 56%

White Greek Cypriot 16 10 6 88% 90% 83% 44% 50% X

White Gypsy/Roma X X X X X X X X X

White Irish 38 18 20 92% 94% 90% 61% 61% 60%

White Irish Traveller 7 X X 43% X X X X X

White Kosovan 42 21 21 90% 90% 90% 24% 19% 29%

White Other 279 136 143 79% 80% 79% 35% 34% 35%

White Turkish 175 82 93 64% 73% 56% 11% 13% 9%

White Turkish Cypriot 13 X X 54% 67% 43% X X X

Haringey 2592 1291 1301 79% 81% 76% 32% 33% 32%

Gender Science 4+ Science 5
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Table A3.17 Key Stage 2 results with ethnicity 

English & Maths 2011

Ethnicity Group All Girls Boys All Girls Boys All Girls Boys

Asian Bangladeshi 57 28 29 68% 75% 62% 14% 14% 14%

Asian Indian 30 12 18 73% 83% 67% 20% 17% 22%

Asian Other 40 18 22 73% 50% 91% 18% 6% 27%

Asian Pakistani 29 18 11 66% 67% 64% 17% 11% 27%

Black  Caribbean 318 169 149 64% 66% 61% 11% 11% 11%

Black  Other 42 22 20 62% 82% 40% 14% 18% 10%

Black African 120 53 67 72% 75% 69% 12% 17% 7%

Black Congolese 53 30 23 49% 57% 39% 9% 10% 9%

Black Ghanaian 103 58 45 71% 72% 69% 14% 12% 16%

Black Nigerian 81 40 41 72% 70% 73% 20% 20% 20%

Black Somali 130 63 67 67% 65% 69% 9% 14% 4%

Black African Total 487 244 243 68% 69% 67% 13% 15% 10%

Chinese 14 X X 86% 100% 60% 36% 56% X

Mixed Other 103 55 48 77% 80% 73% 19% 24% 15%

Mixed White African 26 11 15 85% 91% 80% 27% 27% 27%

Mixed White Asian 40 22 18 88% 86% 89% 50% 59% 39%

Mixed White Caribbean 94 43 51 67% 74% 61% 17% 19% 16%

Other 59 24 35 63% 63% 63% 14% 13% 14%

Other Kurdish 78 37 41 68% 65% 71% 4% 3% 5%

Other Latin American 38 21 17 58% 67% 47% 5% 10% X

Other Vietnamese 18 7 11 83% 86% 82% 17% X X

Refused/Not obtained 27 19 8 56% 63% 38% 11% 16% X

White Albanian 25 17 8 72% 65% 88% 12% 12% 13%

White British 492 238 254 86% 86% 86% 41% 48% 35%

White Greek Cypriot 16 10 6 81% 90% 67% 19% X X

White Gypsy/Roma X X X X X X X X X

White Irish 38 18 20 89% 89% 90% 37% 39% 35%

White Irish Traveller 7 X X 14% X X X X X

White Kosovan 42 21 21 69% 71% 67% 7% 5% 10%

White Other 279 136 143 73% 74% 73% 23% 25% 22%

White Turkish 175 82 93 54% 65% 44% 6% 7% 4%

White Turkish Cypriot 13 X X 54% 50% 57% X X X

Haringey 2592 1291 1301 71% 73% 69% 20% 22% 18%

Gender English & Maths 4+ English & Maths 5
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Key Stage 2 results with free school meals and ethnicity  Tables A3.18 – A3.19 

KS2 English 2011 Number English 4+ 

All All

Ethnicity Group FSM No FSM FSM No FSM 

Asian Bangladeshi 22 35 82% 80%

Asian Indian 6 24 67% 88%

Asian Other 9 31 78% 97%

Asian Pakistani 9 20 67% 75%

Black  Caribbean 111 207 68% 78%

Black  Other 21 21 67% 76%

Black African 54 66 81% 88%

Black Congolese 40 13 68% 77%

Black Ghanaian 29 74 90% 80%

Black Nigerian 16 65 88% 89%

Black Somali 103 27 77% 78%

Chinese 6 8 83% 88%

Mixed Other 24 79 67% 89%

Mixed White African 7 19 86% 100%

Mixed White Asian X 36 100% 94%

Mixed White Caribbean 37 57 78% 77%

Other 21 38 67% 68%

Other Kurdish 50 28 80% 68%

Other Latin American 6 32 83% 66%

Other Vietnamese 12 6 83% 100%

Refused/Not obtained 8 19 63% 58%

White Albanian 14 11 79% 73%

White British 56 436 70% 93%

White Greek Cypriot X 13 100% 85%

White Gypsy/Roma X X X X

White Irish 12 26 75% 100%

White Irish Traveller X X X X

White Kosovan 31 11 84% 82%

White Other 53 226 70% 83%

White Turkish 91 84 66% 60%

White Turkish Cypriot X 11 X 55%

Haringey 862 1730 74% 83% 
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KS2 Maths 2011 Number Maths 4+ 

All All

Ethnicity Group FSM No FSM FSM No FSM 

Asian Bangladeshi 22 35 73% 80%

Asian Indian 6 24 83% 83%

Asian Other 9 31 33% 87%

Asian Pakistani 9 20 56% 75%

Black  Caribbean 111 207 59% 76%

Black  Other 21 21 76% 76%

Black African 54 66 76% 76%

Black Congolese 40 13 53% 62%

Black Ghanaian 29 74 72% 74%

Black Nigerian 16 65 63% 74%

Black Somali 103 27 73% 70%

Chinese 6 8 100% 88%

Mixed Other 24 79 79% 85%

Mixed White African 7 19 57% 95%

Mixed White Asian X 36 50% 94%

Mixed White Caribbean 37 57 70% 74%

Other 21 38 67% 68%

Other Kurdish 50 28 76% 75%

Other Latin American 6 32 83% 63%

Other Vietnamese 12 6 100% 83%

Refused/Not obtained 8 19 75% 63%

White Albanian 14 11 71% 82%

White British 56 436 70% 91%

White Greek Cypriot X 13 67% 85%

White Gypsy/Roma X X X X

White Irish 12 26 92% 96%

White Irish Traveller X X 40% 50%

White Kosovan 31 11 81% 82%

White Other 53 226 64% 85%

White Turkish 91 84 69% 69%

White Turkish Cypriot X 11 50% 64%

Haringey 862 1730 69% 81% 
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KS2 Science 2011 Number Science 4+ 

All All

Ethnicity Group FSM No FSM FSM No FSM 

Asian Bangladeshi 22 35 68% 77%

Asian Indian 6 24 67% 83%

Asian Other 9 31 56% 94%

Asian Pakistani 9 20 67% 80%

Black  Caribbean 111 207 66% 77%

Black  Other 21 21 71% 71%

Black African 54 66 79% 73%

Black Congolese 40 13 50% 54%

Black Ghanaian 29 74 68% 73%

Black Nigerian 16 65 63% 85%

Black Somali 103 27 77% 74%

Chinese 6 8 100% 88%

Mixed Other 24 79 83% 90%

Mixed White African 7 19 71% 95%

Mixed White Asian X 36 100% 94%

Mixed White Caribbean 37 57 73% 79%

Other 21 38 71% 66%

Other Kurdish 50 28 72% 68%

Other Latin American 6 32 50% 74%

Other Vietnamese 12 6 83% 83%

Refused/Not obtained 8 19 88% 80%

White Albanian 14 11 79% 82%

White British 56 436 75% 95%

White Greek Cypriot X 13 67% 92%

White Gypsy/Roma X X X X

White Irish 12 26 75% 100%

White Irish Traveller X X 40% 50%

White Kosovan 31 11 90% 91%

White Other 53 226 70% 82%

White Turkish 91 84 69% 58%

White Turkish Cypriot X 11 50% 55%

Haringey 862 1730 72% 82% 
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Rates of improvement for the larger ethnic minority groups at the end of Key Stage 2 

Table A3.20:   English Level 4+ 

English 4+ 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

2011 

national

African 71% 73% 72% 73% 78% 81% 79%

African Caribbean 71% 72% 72% 74% 77% 75% 79%

Kurdish 38% 47% 44% 64% 65% 76%

Turkish 48% 55% 50% 59% 63% 63%

White UK 90% 91% 90% 87% 90% 90% 82%

All 75% 76% 75% 76% 79% 80% 82%

Table A 3.21:  Maths Level 4+ 

Maths 4+ 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

2011 

national

African 61% 69% 65% 66% 75% 71% 76%

African Caribbean 58% 66% 61% 69% 69% 70% 73%

Kurdish 49% 62% 52% 69% 74% 76%

Turkish 51% 60% 61% 64% 74% 69%

White UK 87% 88% 87% 89% 88% 89% 81%

All 70% 74% 72% 75% 79% 77% 80%

Table A3.22  Science  Level 4+ 
Science 4+ 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 TA 2011 TA

African 72% 76% 77% 77% 77% 73%

African Caribbean 75% 80% 80% 81% 75% 73%

Kurdish 46% 65% 61% 72% 70% 71%

Turkish 55% 66% 68% 70% 65% 64%

White UK 93% 93% 94% 94% 92% 92%

All 79% 84% 82% 82% 80% 79%

Table A3.23   English level 5+ 

English 5+ 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

2011 

national

African 22% 19% 17% 18% 23% 22% 23%

African Caribbean 19% 18% 15% 19% 22% 22% 20%

Kurdish 7% 5% 3% 5% 7% 9%

Turkish 5% 6% 8% 8% 11% 10%

White UK 54% 51% 48% 45% 59% 51% 30%

All 30% 29% 26% 26% 33% 28% 29%
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Table A3.24  Maths level 5+ 

Maths 5+ 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

2011 

national

African 14% 19% 14% 21% 23% 26% 28%

African Caribbean 13% 15% 13% 21% 19% 19% 20%

Kurdish 8% 11% 12% 15% 24% 21%

Turkish 9% 16% 13% 18% 24% 14%

White UK 53% 51% 48% 54% 59% 52% 35%

All 28% 29% 26% 32% 35% 32% 35%

Table A3.25  Science level 5+ 
Science 5+ 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

African 23% 30% 25% 24% 23% 22%

African Caribbean 23% 28% 24% 28% 22% 18%

Kurdish 11% 14% 11% 10% 9% 23%

Turkish 11% 15% 18% 15% 12% 11%

White UK 70% 64% 63% 65% 61% 59%

All 38% 40% 37% 37% 34% 32%

Table A3.26   % 2 levels of progress from Key Stage 1 to Key Stage 2 English  (National 
Indicator NI 93) 

2 levels of progress in 

English (KS1 to KS2) 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey 85% 85% 82% 89% 87%

England 84% 82% 81% 83% 84%

Table A3.27   % 2 levels of progress from Key Stage 1 to Key Stage 2 Mathematics (National 
Indicator NI 94) 

2 levels of progress in 

maths (KS1 to KS2) 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey 75% 75% 80% 82% 82%

England 76% 78% 80% 82% 83%
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2011 validated school results  

Name

Number of 

pupils 

eligible for 

KS2 

assessment

% achieving 

Level 4 or 

above in both 

English and 

mathematics

% of pupils 

making 

expected 

progress in 

English

% of pupils 

making 

expected 

progress in 

maths

% of pupils 

achieving 

Level 4 or 

above in 

reading

% of pupils 

achieving 

Level 4 or 

above in 

writing

% of pupils 

achieving 

Level 4 or 

above in 

English

% of pupils 

achieving 

Level 4 or 

above in 

maths

Average 

point 

score

Alexandra 28 75% 92% 96% 64% 75% 75% 86% 27.1

Belmont Junior 52 79% 98% 88% 98% 88% 94% 81% 28.9

Bounds Green Junior 60 83% 93% 84% 92% 78% 90% 85% 27.7

Bruce Grove 53 55% 85% 89% 64% 49% 58% 79% 26

Campsbourne Junior 53 36% 67% 51% 60% 43% 55% 53% 23.7

Chestnuts 47 55% 90% 69% 74% 77% 74% 66% 25.9

Coldfall 60 97% 97% 100% 97% 95% 97% 100% 30.1

Coleraine Park 52 50% 82% 72% 63% 56% 62% 62% 25

Coleridge 59 97% 89% 93% 100% 98% 98% 97% 29.6

Crowland 45 53% 77% 68% 82% 58% 69% 58% 24.8

Devonshire Hill 58 72% 92% 100% 81% 57% 72% 91% 27.1

Downhills 56 61% 70% 75% 70% 50% 66% 66% 25.2

Earlham 55 56% 89% 79% 64% 64% 71% 69% 25.6

Earlsmead 57 81% 86% 96% 89% 63% 86% 91% 27.8

Ferry Lane 27 81% 88% 92% 85% 78% 85% 81% 27.6

Highgate 54 65% 83% 69% 80% 65% 74% 76% 27

Lancasterian 53 77% 90% 85% 83% 83% 87% 83% 27.9

Lea Valley 61 74% 87% 85% 74% 74% 79% 79% 27

Lordship Lane 88 66% 97% 86% 77% 81% 77% 76% 26.6

Mulberry 68 53% 88% 81% 68% 59% 63% 57% 24.5

Muswell Hill 60 93% 93% 92% 95% 92% 97% 93% 30

Nightingale 39 62% 76% 74% 77% 51% 69% 72% 25.2

Noel Park 61 56% 82% 57% 72% 72% 74% 66% 25.4

North Harringay 42 74% 89% 87% 76% 57% 74% 79% 25.6

Our Lady of Muswell RC 54 81% 88% 86% 83% 91% 83% 87% 27.9

Rhodes Avenue 60 88% 96% 93% 92% 97% 93% 90% 30.1

Risley Avenue 79 76% 93% 86% 82% 71% 80% 82% 27.4

Rokesly Junior 88 78% 90% 88% 88% 70% 84% 84% 28

Seven Sisters 43 56% 85% 79% 72% 56% 67% 65% 25

South Harringay Junior 42 52% 76% 65% 90% 48% 74% 60% 25.5

St Aidan's 30 90% 93% 96% 93% 93% 93% 90% 29.7

St Ann's CofE 27 48% 83% 63% 78% 93% 81% 56% 26.3

St Francis de Sales RC Junior 85 69% 80% 67% 84% 84% 85% 69% 26.7

St Gildas' RC Junior 54 85% 98% 90% 96% 93% 94% 85% 29.9

St Ignatius RC 42 74% 85% 73% 86% 83% 81% 74% 27

St James' CofE 30 100% 100% 97% 100% 100% 100% 100% 31.1

St John Vianney RC 29 86% 97% 90% 90% 90% 93% 90% 29.4

St Martin of Porres RC 27 96% 96% 92% 100% 96% 100% 96% 30.8

St Mary's CofE Junior 55 62% 75% 65% 76% 69% 75% 71% 26.7

St Mary's Priory RC Junior 56 88% 87% 88% 89% 84% 91% 89% 28.7

St Michael's CofE 19 68% 88% 81% 74% 79% 84% 74% 25.9

St Michael's CofE Voluntary Aided 55 85% 98% 85% 96% 93% 95% 85% 29.9

t Paul's and All Hallows CofE Junio 59 78% 81% 74% 93% 97% 93% 78% 27.5

St Paul's RC 29 79% 96% 96% 90% 90% 86% 86% 27.6

Stamford Hill 18 50% 83% 56% 67% 78% 72% 67% 25.8

Stroud Green 46 59% 87% 80% 76% 61% 72% 70% 26.1

Tetherdown 30 97% 93% 97% 100% 100% 100% 97% 31.5

The Green CofE 16 56% 86% 86% 69% 63% 56% 75% 25.5

The Willow 39 64% 94% 78% 79% 82% 85% 67% 26.7

Tiverton 52 69% 89% 83% 79% 75% 77% 77% 26.6

Welbourne 55 67% 87% 78% 80% 71% 78% 71% 26.2

West Green 27 67% 72% 84% 78% 70% 78% 67% 26.1

Weston Park 30 100% 100% 100% 100% 93% 100% 100% 31.5
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 Annex 4: KEY STAGE 4 AND POST 16      

Table A4.0:  GCSE  results – number and percentage 
Number %

2101

1202 57.3%

1620 77.6%

1948 92.7%

17 0.8%

2011

Number at end of KS4 

5+ A* - C 

5+ A* - G 

No passes

5+ A* - C Including English and Maths

Table A4.1:  Percentage of pupils attaining 5+ A*-C grades at the end of Key Stage 4 

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 62.2% 64.0% 70.1% 76.2% 78.7%

Boys 50.3% 56.0% 65.4% 70.0% 74.5%

All 56.2% 59.7% 67.7% 73.0% 77.6%

England

Girls 66.0% 69.9% 74.4% 79.5% 82.7%

Boys 57.0% 60.9% 65.8% 71.4% 75.0%

All 61.4% 65.3% 70.0% 75.4% 79.5%

KS4 % 5+ A*-C Grades

Table A4.1a:  Percentage of pupils attaining 5+ A*-C (including English and maths) grades at 
the end of Key Stage 4 

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 42.9% 46.0% 48.4% 53.1% 59.3%

Boys 32.0% 39.0% 43.2% 43.4% 54.4%

All 37.4% 42.0% 45.7% 48.0% 57.3%

England

Girls 51.0% 51.9% 54.1% 57.8% 62.2%

Boys 41.9% 42.8% 45.7% 49.3% 54.6%

All 46.3% 47.6% 49.8% 53.5% 58.9%

Statistical Neighbours 43% 46% 50% 54% 58%

KS4 % 5+ A*-C Grades inc E&M
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Table A4.2: Percentage of pupils attaining 5+ A*-G grades at the end of Key Stage 4 

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 90.9% 92.0% 93.0% 93.1% 92.9%

Boys 84.8% 88.0% 88.7% 89.9% 91.6%

All 87.8% 89.2% 90.8% 91.4% 92.2%

England

Girls 93.1% 93.5% 94.4% 94.6% 94.6%

Boys 88.8% 89.3% 90.4% 91.1% 91.6%

All 90.90% 91.60% 92.30%  92.8% 93.1

KS4 % 5+ A*-G Grades

Table A4.2a:   Percentage of pupils attaining 5+ A*-G grades (including English and maths) at 
the end of Key Stage 4 

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 90.6% 90.1% 91.0% 91.0% 91.5%

Boys 84.1% 85.8% 88.5% 88.5% 89.5%

All 87.1% 87.9% 89.7% 89.7% 90.5%

England

Girls 90.1% 90.8% 91.0% 91.0% 93.3%

Boys 84.8% 85.8%  86.5%  86.5% 90.0%

All 87.4% 88.3%  88.7%  88.7% 91.6%

KS4 % 5+ A*-G Grades inc E&M

Table A4.3:   Percentage of pupils attaining at least one qualification at the end of Key Stage 4 

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey

Girls 96.2% 96.7% 98.1% 98.0% 99.2%

Boys 93.6% 95.5% 95.7% 98.0% 98.7%

All 94.9% 96.0% 96.9% 98.0% 99.2%

England

Girls 98.7% 99.2% 99.5%  99.4% 99.4%

Boys 97.4% 98.0% 98.3%  98.6% 98.8%

All 98.0% 98.6% 98.9%  99.0% 99.2%

KS4 % any passes

Table A4.4:  Average point score at the end of Key Stage 4 
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

England 378.1 390.2 413.5 438.5 455.8

Haringey 346.7 355 379.8 395.1 406.7
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Table A4.5: Key Stage 4 results for Looked After Children 
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Number of pupils Haringey 52 40 40 48 45 45

England 5+ A* - C 12% 14% 17% 21% 26% 31%

Haringey  5+ A* - C 21% 27% 23% 31% 33% 20.5%

Table A4.5a: National Indicator 101  Looked After Children 

2009 2010 2011

England 10% 12% 13%

Haringey 19% 20% 10%

5+ A* - C (including English and maths)

Table A4.6: Key Stage 4 results for eligible and not eligible for Free school meals 
National Indicator (NI 102b) 

2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey 

FSM 28.9% 36.0% 38.4% 45.9%

No FSM 48.8% 50.2% 50.3% 63.5%

England 

FSM  23.8% 26.6%  30.9% 35.1%

No FSM 51.6% 54.2%  58.5% 62.5%

FSM/non FSM gap

Haringey gap 19.9% 14.2% 11.9% 17.6%

England gap 27.8% 27.6% 27.6% 27.4%

5+ A* - C (inc Eng and maths)
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Table A4.7 the SEN/non-SEN gap – KS4 % 5+ A* - C including English and maths 
National Indicator (NI 105) 

2008 2009 2010 2011 2008 2009 2010 2011 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey 53% 57% 60% 68% 16% 18% 25% 34% 37% 39% 35% 34%

England 57% 61% 66% 69.5% 12% 16% 20% 22.1% 46% 45% 46% 47.4%

No identified SEN SEN % Gap

Table A4.8: Comparison of performance at GCSE for minority ethnic groups %5+ A* - C 
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2011 

national

African 57% 57% 67% 77% 76% 82%

African Caribbean 41% 49% 58% 64% 71% 78%

Kurdish 40% 55% 64% 61% 60% Not 

available

Turkish 48% 50% 54% 68% 79% Not 

available

W hite British 65% 74% 73% 75% 83% 80%

Haringey 56.2% 59.7% 67.7% 73.0% 77.6% 79.5%

Table A4.9: Comparison of performance at GCSE for minority ethnic groups %5+ A* - C 
(including English & Maths) 

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2011 

England

African 32% 36% 37% 42% 56% 58%

African Caribbean 24% 30% 34% 31% 42% 49%

Kurdish 16% 28% 31% 30% 27% Not 

available

Turkish 23% 27% 25% 41% 42% Not 

available

W hite British 58% 65% 63% 62% 74% 58%

Haringey 37.4% 42.0% 45.7% 48.0% 57.3% 58.9%
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 Table A4.10:  % 5+ A* - C and 5+ A* - C (including English and maths) with ethnicity 

Provisional 2011 
GCSE Number 5+ A* - C inc EM 5+ A* - C 

Ethnicity  
All

pupils
F

Total
M

Total
All

pupils
F

Total
M

Total
All

pupils
F

Total
M

Total

Asian Bangladeshi 69 40 29 64% 58% 72% 86% 85% 86%

Asian Indian 31 18 13 68% 83% 46% 87% 94% 77%

Asian Other 36 25 11 67% 56% 91% 78% 68% 100%

Asian Pakistani 22 10 12 64% 40% 83% 77% 50% 100%

Black  Caribbean 292 156 136 42% 46% 38% 71% 77% 63%

Black  Other 52 26 26 54% 62% 46% 65% 77% 54%

Black African 95 52 43 42% 52% 30% 62% 67% 56%

Black Congolese 36 19 17 42% 47% 35% 78% 84% 71%

Black Ghanaian 68 37 31 57% 73% 39% 76% 86% 65%

Black Nigerian 51 32 19 76% 78% 74% 86% 88% 84%

Black Somali 125 62 63 61% 65% 57% 81% 81% 81%

Black African Total 375 202 173 56% 63% 47% 76% 80% 71% 

Chinese 9 X 7 67% 50% 71% 67% 50% 71%

Mixed Other 97 55 42 71% 78% 62% 82% 85% 79%

Mixed White African 29 14 15 52% 57% 47% 86% 79% 93%

Mixed White Asian 10 X X 90% 100% 80% 90% 100% 80%

Mixed White Caribbean 72 36 36 46% 50% 42% 65% 69% 61%

Other 59 26 33 64% 62% 67% 83% 77% 88%

Other Kurdish 75 36 39 27% 31% 23% 60% 61% 59%

Other Latin American 26 9 17 35% 22% 41% 65% 78% 59%

Other Vietnamese 21 X 16 81% 60% 88% 90% 60% 100%

Refused/Not obtained 7 X X 43% X X 43% 100% X

White Albanian 20 8 12 60% 63% 58% 80% 88% 75%

White British 365 165 200 74% 76% 72% 83% 85% 81%

White Greek Cypriot 14 8 6 57% 63% 50% 71% 63% 83%

White Gypsy/Roma 6 X X X X X 50% X 100%

White Irish 14 6 8 79% 67% 88% 86% 83% 88%

White Irish Traveller X X X 20% 33% X 40% 67% X

White Kosovan 28 14 14 68% 64% 71% 89% 86% 93%

White Other 181 91 90 66% 70% 62% 81% 82% 80%

White Turkish 158 71 87 44% 44% 44% 80% 87% 75%

White Turkish Cypriot 28 17 11 32% 29% 36% 71% 65% 82%

Haringey 2101 1053 1048 57% 60% 55% 78% 79% 75% 
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Table A4.13:   GCSE Trend 5+ A* - C  (Including English and maths) 

School

2008 2009 2010 2011

Alexandra Park 60 62 66 69

Fortismere 70 73 73 79

Gladesmore 42 46 41 54

Greig City Academy 30 40 30 37

Highgate W ood 46 51 46 68

Hornsey 42 51 53 58

John Loughborough 39 34 31 29

Northumberland Park 38 35 40 39

Park View 30 31 45 53

St Thomas More 36 30 31 54

W oodside High 28 38 47 58

Haringey 42 45.7 48.0 57.3

England 47.6 49.7 53.4 58.9

% 5+ A*-C (inc Eng and maths) 

Table A4.14:   GCSE Trend 5+ A* - C  

School 2008 2009 2010 2011

Alexandra Park 69 71 83 87

Fortismere 79 81 84 87

Gladesmore 64 73 82 77

Greig City Academy 53 62 58 66

Highgate W ood 54 62 60 77

Hornsey 62 67 63 67

John Loughborough 58 45 69 68

Northumberland Park 63 77 78 78

Park View 57 61 74 78

St Thomas More 64 68 68 76

W oodside High 43 66 78 82

Haringey 59.7 67.7 73.0 77.6

England Average 65.3 69.7 75.4 79.5

% 5+ A*-C 
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Fischer Family Trust (FFT) analysis of 2011 GCSE results 

This analysis shows the number of pupils matched by FFT for their analysis.  The actual results are 
the provisional results for the group of matched pupils – not the full Haringey cohort.  The ‘difference’ 
boxes indicate whether the actual results are considered to be significantly higher or lower than 
expected.  Green indicates higher than expected, blue – lower than expected, no shading indicates 
differences are not significant. 

Table A4.15     2011 GCSE matched to Key Stage 2 

5+ A* - C (E&M) Matched to 

Key Stage 2

Matched 

number

Actual 

results

All pupils 1962 57.4%

Girls 957 61%

Boys 1005 54%

Difference from expected 

based on prior attainment

10%

9%

11%

The preliminary analysis above by FFT indicates that performance at GCSE in 2011 was 
significantly above expected for both boys and girls in 5+ A* - C (E&M). 

DCSF tables showing progress from Key Stage 2 to GCSE 

Table A4.16     % making expected progress from Key Stage 2 to GCSE English  
% making expected 

progress from KS2 to GCSE 

English 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey 60% 65% 67% 69% 77%

England 61% 65% 65% 70% 72%

Table A4.17      % making expected progress from Key Stage 2 to GCSE Maths 
% making expected 

progress from KS2 to GCSE 

Maths 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey 51% 60% 66% 67% 72%

England 55% 57% 58% 63% 65%
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Post 16 Advanced results  

Table A4.18:     Trend in total average point score (APS) per student 

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

England Average 731.1 740 739.1 744.9 745.9

Haringey  592.6 589.2 631.8 633.2 661.4

Statistical Neighbour 611.3 624.7 635.7 634.6 647.5

 APS per student 

Table A4.19:     Trend in average point score per exam entry 

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

England Average 207.5 209.4 211.7 214.4 216.2

Haringey  203.3 199.3 206.1 212.5 216.0

Statistical Neighbour 200.5 203.1 205.6 208.4 209.8

 APS

Table A4.20:  School and 6th Form Post 16 Achievement and Attainment Tables 2011 

School

Alexandra Park

Fortismere

Greig City Academy

Haringey Sixth Form Centre

Highgate Wood Secondary

Hornsey School for Girls

St Thomas More

Haringey 

453.1

641.8

617.1

221

228.9

210.6

743.6

848.2

598.4

201.3

198.0

197.0

198.2

667.7

630

617.3

527.138

674.2

813.5

532.6

582.9

107

182

65

74

63

225.2

234.7

Average point score 

per exam entry 2011

Total average point 

score per student 

2011

Average point score 

per exam entry 2010

205.3

208.8

205.2

195.2

184

216633.2 661.4 212.5754

225

Number at end of 

A/AS or equivalent 

study 2011

Total Average point 

score per student 

2010

107

Page 127



Level 2 and 3 Attainment by 19 year olds  

A learner is defined as having reached the level 2 threshold if they have achieved 5 GCSEs at 
grades A*-C or equivalent. 

(SN indicates Statistical Neighbour defined by NFER) 

Table A4.21:  Level 2 Attainment for 19 year olds  

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

62% 66% 71% 75% 79%

57% 56% 69% 66% 67%

54% 62% 65% 63% 70%

58% 62% 66% 71% 74%

62% 63% 72% 75% 76%

60% 64% 69% 74% 77%

60% 67% 71% 74% 77%

67% 68% 72% 73% 79%

65% 69% 74% 77% 79%

67% 70% 73% 77% 80%

71% 73% 76% 78% 84%

79% 74% 80% 80% 83%

72% 75% 75% 77% 79%

76% 78% 81% 84% 86%

71.4% 73.9% 76.5% 78.7% 78.7%

SN  Southwark

SN  Lewisham

Tower Hamlets

Local Authority

SN  Lambeth

By age 19

Haringey

SN  Hackney

SN  Islington

Brent

Camden 

SN W altham Forest

SN  W andsworth

Enfield 

SN  Hammersmith and Fulham

Barnet

England

Table A4.22:  2010 Level 2 Attainment for 19 year olds by receipt of free school meals  
(National Indicator 82) 

FSM Not FSM Gap

Haringey 73% 80% 7%

England 61% 81% 20%
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A learner is defined as having reached the level 3 threshold if they have achieved the 
equivalent of 4 AS / 2 A-levels

(SN indicates Statistical Neighbour defined by NFER) 

Table A4.23  Level 3 Attainment for 19 year olds  

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

43% 44% 46% 49% 55%

35% 33% 39% 41% 42%

32% 35% 35% 36% 41%

33% 37% 39% 41% 43%

39% 41% 44% 48% 51%

39% 42% 45% 47% 49%

42% 43% 47% 51% 53%

45% 48% 51% 54% 57%

47% 48% 48% 48% 54%

46% 49% 50% 52% 56%

60% 53% 58% 58% 59%

57% 55% 57% 59% 66%

53% 56% 56% 59% 60%

58% 60% 60% 64% 65%

45% 46% 48% 50% 52%

By age 19

Hackney

SN   Islington

Tower Hamlets

SN   Lewisham

SN   Lambeth

SN   Southwark

England

Brent

SN   Hammersmith and Fulham

Camden 

Barnet

Haringey

SN   W andsworth

W altham Forest 

Enfield 

Table A4.24:  2010 Level 3 Attainment for 19 year olds by receipt of free school meals  
(National Indicator 81) 

FSM Not FSM Gap

Haringey 44% 57% 13%

England 29% 54% 24%

Table A4.25:  Data on NEET (Not in employment, education or training) Haringey and 
Statistical neighbours 

2007/08 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11

Haringey 10.3% 6.8% 6.8% 6.6%

Lewisham 6.1% 5.5%

Lambeth 9.8% 7.9%

Hackney 11.7% 10.0%

W altham Forest 5.4% 4.7%

Southwark 10.0% 8.8%

Islington 9.5% 7.7%

Hammersmith and Fulham 7.0% 6.0%

England Average 6.7% 6.7% 6.4%

‘Closeness’

Somewhat close

Somewhat close

Somewhat close

Close

Close

Somewhat close

Somewhat close

*End of year data is calculated from the average of November, December and January 
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Annex 5: ATTENDANCE AND EXCLUSIONS 

Table A5.1:   % Attendance in Haringey Primary Schools  
Primary 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey 93.4 94.3 94.2 94.2 94.4 94.5
National 94.2 94.8 94.7 94.7 94.8 95.0

Table A5.2:  % Attendance in Haringey Secondary Schools 
Secondary 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey 91.1 92.3 92.7 92.7 93.0 93.5
National 91.8 92.1 92.7 92.8 93.1 93.5

Table A5.3:  % Attendance in Haringey Special Schools  
Special 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Haringey 90.3 90.0 89.9 90.3 89.4 90.5
National 89.7 89.4 89.4 89.3 89.7 90.0

Table A5.4:  % Persistent Absence trend   

2008 2009 2010

2011 old* 2011 

new*

Haringey Primary PA 2.1 1.6 1.5 1.7 (304) 4.6 (822)

National Primary PA 1.7 1.5 1.4 1.3 3.9

Haringey Secondary PA 6 5.4 4.6 4.2 (480) 8.3 (934)

National Secondary PA 5.6 4.9 4.4 4 8.4

Haringey Total PA 3.7 3.1 2.8 2.8 (815) 6.2 (1815)

National Total PA 3.6 3.3 2.9 2.6 6.1
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Exclusions

There were 20 permanent exclusions from secondary schools in 2010/11 and 3 permanent 
exclusions from primary schools. 

Table A5.5:  Primary exclusions  
2010/11 2010/11 2010/11 Ethnicity

Number 
excluded 

Total
number 

%
excluded 

(out of 
cohort) 

Grand Total X 22239 X 

Table A5.6:  Secondary exclusions with ethnicity 
2010/11 2010/11 2010/11 Ethnicity

Number 
excluded 

Total
number 

%
excluded 

(out of 
cohort) 

Any Other X 450 X

Asian/(British + Indian) X 920 X

Black African X 2274 X

Black Caribbean 5 1607 0.31%

Mixed Race – White & 
Black Caribbean 

X
503

X

White British 5 2059 0.24%

White Irish X 117 X

White Other X 1847 X

Grand Total 20 13423 0.15%
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Annex 6: TARGETS FOR 2012 

SCHOOL NAME KS2 pupils 
on roll 

English
and Maths 

level 4 
and above 

(%)   

English - 2 
levels of 

progression 
from KS1 

to KS2 

Maths - 2 
levels of 

progression 
from KS1 

to KS2 

Alexandra Primary School 30 74 100 94 

Belmont Junior School 55 80 86 88 

Bounds Green Junior School 60 71 82 86 

Broadwater Farm Primary School 39 74 88 93 

Bruce Grove Primary School 56 65 91 88 

Campsbourne Junior School 52 70 76 90 

Chestnuts Primary School 54 75 90 90 

Coldfall Primary School 60 85 88 95 

Coleraine Park Primary School 59 60 80 85 

Coleridge Primary School 60 91 91 91 

Crowland Primary School 48 80 90 95 

Devonshire Hill Primary School 59 73 78 83 

Downhills Primary School 59 61 94 96 

Earlham Primary School 57 69 83 89 

Earlsmead Primary School 57 84 92 90 

Ferry Lane Primary School 27 73 84 88 

Highgate Primary School 56 82 76 97 

Lancasterian Primary School 55 73 82 86 

Lea Valley Primary School 59 70 90 85 

Lordship Lane Primary School 90 65 87 87 

Mulberry Primary School 74 63 92 92 

Muswell Hill Primary School 59 94 94 96 

Nightingale Primary School 44 70 93 100 

Noel Park Primary School 68 66 84 84 

North Harringay Primary School 49 80 100 100 

Our Lady of Muswell RC Primary 
School 57 92 94 94 

Rhodes Avenue Primary School 60 93 93 93 

Risley Avenue Primary School 88 66 84 84 

Rokesly Junior School 87 88 90 90 

Seven Sisters Primary School 48 61 86 84 

South Harringay Junior School 47 60 83 92 

St Aidan's Voluntary Controlled 
Primary School 30 70 70 70 

St Ann's CofE Primary School 27 73 97 87 

St Francis de Sales RC Junior 
School 86 84 90 87 

St Gildas' RC Junior School 56 88 93 93 

St Ignatius RC Primary School 43 86 88 86 

St James' CofE Primary School 30 90 90 88 

St John Vianney RC Primary 
School 30 75 67 79 

St Martin of Porres RC Primary 
School 29 92 92 92 

St Mary's CofE Junior School 57 72 70 72 

St Mary's Priory RC Junior School 59 92 94 94 

St Michael's CofE Primary School 17 71 86 89 
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SCHOOL NAME KS2 pupils 
on roll 

English
and Maths 

level 4 
and above 

(%)   

English - 2 
levels of 

progression 
from KS1 

to KS2 

Maths - 2 
levels of 

progression 
from KS1 

to KS2 

St Michael's CofE Voluntary Aided 
Primary School 60 95 100 100 

St Paul's and All Hallows CofE 
Junior School 59 87 96 93 

St Paul's RC Primary School 30 76 100 100 

Stamford Hill Primary School 17 71 78 87 

Stroud Green Primary School 53 85 88 98 

Tetherdown Primary School 30 97 97 97 

The Green CofE Primary School 19 67 79 79 

Tiverton Primary School 52 70 83 73 

Welbourne Primary School 59 68 95 93 

West Green Primary School 30 83 96 96 

Weston Park Primary School 30 83 93 93 

SCHOOL NAME 

KS4 pupils 
on roll 

 5+ A*-C 
GCSEs (or 
equivalent) 

incl.
English

and maths 

English - 3 
levels of 

progression 
from KS2 

to KS4 

Maths - 3 
levels of 

progression 
from KS2 

to KS4 

Hornsey School for Girls 240 63 75 70 

Highgate Wood Secondary School 240 73 82 82 

Northumberland Park Community 
School 196 45 85 80 

Fortismere School 242 85 85 86 

Gladesmore Community School 273 50 70 75 

Woodside High School 173 57 100 95 

Alexandra Park School 213 68 80 80 

Park View 244 55 80 80 

St Thomas More Catholic School 154 50 65 56 

The John Loughborough School 57 49 80 60 
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Abbreviations and Glossary 

ALPS Advanced Level Performance Systems 

BME Black and Minority Ethnic 

BPAP Black Children’s Achievement Programme 

CAF Common Assessment Framework

CLLDP Communication, Language and Literacy Development 
Programme

CPD Continuing Professional development 

CVA Contextual value added

DCSF Department for Children, Schools and Families

EAL English as an additional language 

ECAT Every Child a Talker 

ECM Every Child Matters 

EMA Ethnic Minority Achievement 

FFT Fischer Family Trust 

FSM Free school meals 

FSP Foundation Stage Profile 

G&T Gifted and Talented

ICT Information and Communications Technology 

ISP Intensifying Support Programme 

KS Key Stage 

LAC Looked After Children 

LSC Learning and Skills Council 

MBD Making a Big Difference Programme 

NAEP New Arrivals Excellence Programme 

NEET Not in education, employment or training 

NFER National Foundation for Educational Research 

NLC Networked Learning Community 

NS National Strategies

PA Persistent Absence

PSHE Personal, Social and Health Education 

PSRN Problem Solving, Reasoning and Numeracy 

PVI Private and Independent Sector 

SEAD Social, Emotional Aspects of Development 

SEAL Social and Emotional Aspects of Learning 

SEN Special Educational Needs 

SN Statistical Neighbours 

SRG Setting review group 

TPI Targeted Pupil Initiative 
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Common Assessment Framework 
The Common Assessment Framework is a nationally standardised approach to conducting 
an assessment of the needs of a child or young person, and deciding how those needs 
should be met. 

Contextual Value Added 
This is an indicator that measures the progress pupils have made from one key stage to the 
next.  The main component of this measure is the prior attainment of the pupil.  To make the 
measurement even more refined, other contextual factors, such as gender, special 
educational needs, ethnicity and deprivation are included.

Fischer Family Trust 
This is an organisation that works with the DCSF, local authorities and schools to help make 
more effective use of data.  Their analysis is used by the DCSF to monitor the performance 
of local authorities and schools and is well respected in educational circles.

Foundation Stage 
This is the first stage of the national curriculum focusing on the distinct needs of children 
aged 3 to the end of the reception year in primary school.

Key Stage 
The National Curriculum sets out when things must be taught by describing broad ‘key 
stages’.  Children’s progress is assessed through national tests and tasks at the end of each 
key stage.  KS1 covers ages 5-7 years, KS2 ages 7-11, KS3 ages 11-14 and KS4 ages 14-
16.

Network learning Community 
Group of secondary schools, primary schools and early years settings who work together to 
improve the delivery of education services in their local area.  There are currently six NLCs 
in Haringey. 

P scales 
P scales are a set of optional indicators for recording the achievements of pupils with Special 
Educational Needs (SEN) working towards level one in the national curriculum programmes 
of study. 

Persistent Absence 
'Persistent absence' refers to absence of more than 20%, whether authorised or 
unauthorised. Pupils with persistent absence are often those unlikely to attain at school and 
stay in education after the age of 16 years.  There is a strong national initiative to reduce the 
number of pupils who have high absence levels. 

Statistical Neighbours 
These are other local authorities who are deemed to have similar characteristics based on 
socio-economic and demographic indicators.  They can be used by the local authority to 
compare its performance against its Statistical neighbours to provide an initial guide as to 
whether its performance is above or below the level that might be expected.  Haringey’s 
Statistical Neighbours are:  Lewisham, Lambeth (Close), Hackney, Waltham Forest, 
Southwark, Islington, Hammersmith and Fulham (Somewhat Close), Wandsworth, 
Greenwich, Croydon (Not Close) 
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MINUTES OF THE OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE 
MONDAY, 6 FEBRUARY 2012 

 
Councillors Councillors Bull (Chair), Winskill (Vice-Chair), Alexander, Browne, 

Christophides, Diakides, Ejiofor and Engert 
 

Co-optees: Helena Kania (LINk)Yvonne Denny (Church Education Representative, Mariatte 
Ezeji (Co-opted Parent Governor) Adam Dauda(Parent Governor) 
 
Councillors: Cllr Weber, Cllr Newton, Cllr Vanier, Cllr Strickland 
Officers: Kevin Bartle(Assistant Director Finance),Nicola Webb(Ho Treasury Management 
and Pensions),Claire Kowalska(Community Safety Manager), Lyn Garner(Director of Place 
and Sustainability) Marc Dorfman(Assistant Director for Planning, Regeneration and 
Economy) Beverley Tarka(Head of service for Learning Disabilities Adults) Phil Di Leo(Head of 
Services to Children & Young People with Additional Needs & Disabilities)Rob Mack (Senior 
Policy Officer) Ayshe Simsek(Committee Clerk) 
 
 

MINUTE 
NO. 

 
SUBJECT/DECISION 

 

OSCO87. 
 

WEBCASTING  

  
Due to technical difficulties it was not possible to announce, with certainty, that 
the meeting would be web cast. Officers would endeavour to obtain a 
transmission after the start of the meeting and therefore members were asked to 
keep this in mind when asking questions and presenting issues. 
 
 

OSCO88. 
 

APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE  

 Apologies for absence were received from Sandra Young and apologies for 
lateness from Cllr Ejiofor. 
 
 

OSCO89. 
 

URGENT BUSINESS 
  

 There were no items of urgent business to consider. 
 

OSCO90. 
 

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST  

 Cllr Gail Engert declared a personal interest in agenda item 10, scrutiny review  
on the support to workless young people aged  16-24,   as a close family relative 
worked for the Government’s  Education department. 
 
 

OSCO91. 
 

DEPUTATIONS/PETITIONS/PRESENTATIONS/QUESTIONS  

 There were no deputations, petitions, presentations or questions for the 
Committee to consider. 
 

OSCO92. 
 

CABINET MEMBER QUESTIONS - CABINET MEMBER FOR COMMUNITIES 
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 The Committee received a brief overview of the Cabinet Member Portfolio for 

Communities and noted that the key priorities were: reducing crime in the  
Borough, reducing repeat offending, increasing public confidence & satisfaction 
with community services and preparation for the Olympics. This involved 
continuing with the cross border co -operation with Enfield Council to tackle 
crime, reflecting changes in delivery of services following public consultation 
exercises, taking forward the successful strategy on dealing with drugs and 
alcohol abuse, holding the Police to their commitment of 3 hours of visible 
policing a day and working with them on their new cluster arrangements for 
policing in the borough. 
 
In response to questions and clarifications sought by the Committee the 
following was noted: 
 

• In the coming days Members would notice an increase of 150 Police 
officers in Enfield, Haringey and Hackney that would be working closely to 
apprehend the perpetrators involved in the recent shooting of a young 
Turkish man at Turnpike Lane station. The increased number of Police 
officers would also aid the feeling of security in the Green Lanes area, as 
there were concerns from the local community about reprisal incidents. 
The Cabinet Member for Communities would ensure that local ward 
Councillors and local secondary schools were aware of the increased 
Police presence. 

 

• The Kirkin report on the disturbances in Tottenham would be published in 
the coming days and it was anticipated that questions on the decision 
making processes and strategies, used to deal with the disturbances, 
would be answered in this report.  

 

• Officers were in the process of analysing the results of the first two 
rounds of Area Forum meetings. This would include assessing the   key 
topics that attracted people to the meetings. Early comments were that 
participants liked the workshop style sessions run at the September 
meetings to discuss the disturbances in Tottenham. Committee members 
had differing expectations about the numbers of people that should be 
attending the Area Forum meetings. Some members felt that a smaller 
number of people attending the meetings was not a negative response 
from the community. Often the people attending were representative of 
resident or community groups and would provide a collective view to the 
meeting and also give feedback from the meeting to their respective 
groups. Whilst other members felt that there was a need to draw a wider 
pool of local people to the meetings to discuss local issues.    

 

• The Cabinet Member acknowledged that the new Localism Bill could 
have an impact on how the Area Forums planned to engage and work 
with people in the local communities .The Forums were work in progress 
and would strive to engage a wider range of participants at meetings. 

 

• The Chair highlighted some discrepancies in the Cabinet Performance 
report for the Community Safety Manger to be aware of: the performance 
baseline data for anti social behaviour, LSI 1, serious acquisitive crime 
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reported in Appendix 2 which showed that there were 19.1 cases per 
1000 residents. These areas in the report would be examined and 
rectified if required. 

 

• The Vice Chair communicated the change of venue for the launch of the 
citizen’s response to the Tottenham disturbances. This was not Bruce 
Grove Youth Centre but  Tottenham Town Hall . 

 
RESOLVED that the following actions be delegated to the appropriate 
directorate/ officers: 
 

• The Police were currently consulting with the community about the 
priorities for the Safer Neighbourhood Teams.  In this process it had been 
communicated that Burglary did not fit the criteria for selection as an SNT 
priority. There was concern about this approach as burglary was regularly 
highlighted by residents as a key concern.  The Cabinet Member agreed 
to check the communication regarding the choice of local SNT priorities 
with the Police and respond on this to members of the Committee after 
the meeting. (Action 92.1) Cllr Engert 

 

• It was agreed that data on acquisitive crime (this is crime affecting 
personal and home property) be provided to members of the Committee   
on a ward by ward basis. (Action92.2) Cllr Engert 

 

• Information was sought on the plans for lighting renewal in the borough 
and whether there were external funding sources available as improved 
street lighting could help deter crime.  (Action 92.3) Cllr Engert 

 

• The Cabinet Member for Communities agreed to take back comments to 
the Borough Commander on the particular good work and engagement 
with young people achieved by a Sergeant Hannah who had recently 
been moved from his post in the community to the central Police station 
at Tottenham.  Although it was accepted that there would   be movement 
of Police officers around different posts, this sergeant had, over the last 
five years, been particularly effective in the local area and built up vital 
trust with youngsters in his area. There was a strong feeling that his work 
in the ward should continue. (Action 92.4) Yvonne Denny 

 

• Clarification was sought on the responsibility for security around the Blake 
Road and Alexandra Road allotments following a recent spate of break-
ins. There was also information sought on what could be done to secure 
the area around these allotments. The Cabinet Member for Communities 
agreed to report back in this issue. (Action 92.5) Cllr Alexander 

 

• The Chair spoke about the difficulty of ward Councillors accessing 
Neighbourhood Watch meetings and therefore participating in them. This 
was due to the level of security around data concerning the meetings. 
The Head of Community Safety agreed to raise this issue at the next 
meeting with the Police Co-ordinator for Neighbourhood Watch.(Action 
92.6) Chair 
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• The Cabinet Member for Communities agreed to respond back on the 
reductions in funding for signage (Action 92.7) Cllr Newton 

 

• Information was sought on the number of Stop and Search’s, completed 
by Police officers, which resulted in an outcome i.e. (prosecution, 
warning, and sentence). It was noted that there were statistics available 
on the profile of people that were stopped and searched and this 
information would be used to commission engagement work with young 
people most likely to be stopped and searched.  Currently outcomes were 
not included in the data  pool and  the Committee requested that this 
information was included in future to provide  members with confidence 
that  Stop and Search’s  were being carried out with good reason.(Action 
92.8) Cllr Newton 

 

• It was further reported that residents were being asked to help compile 
the top three priorities for their local SNT’s based on perception and not 
data. The rationale behind this approach was speculated by officers to be 
connected to the recent British Crime Survey results which showed that 
only 30%of crime was recorded.  Therefore the presumption was that 
local police teams were trying to capture what was happening locally that 
was of concern to people.  Overall it was felt prudent to shorten the gap 
between what is recorded as a crime and what the community feel and 
see as a crime.  The Cabinet Member for Communities agreed to obtain 
guidance about how the both data and perception can be used to compile 
SNT priorities. (Action 92.9)Helena Kania 

 

• The Cabinet Member for Communities had reported, in her presentation, 
that there would be an additional 50 Police Officers  allocated to the 
borough and it was agreed that she would seek further  clarification on 
their reporting lines.(Action 92.10) Cllr Diakides 

 
 
 

OSCO93. 
 

TREASURY MANAGEMENT STRATEGY STATEMENT  

 The Committee considered a presentation on the Council’s responsibility for 
treasury management. Members were responsible for setting the rules for the 
borrowing and the investment of the Council’s cash. This treasury management 
role included: 

• Following  CIPFA guidance,  

• Setting prudential indicators (limits for borrowing and investing),  

• Taking an assessment of the risks 

• Having a strategy for borrowing,  

• Deciding the types of investments the Council will make to keep money 
accessible but   with a return at the same time,  

• Monitoring and setting investment limits relating to surplus cash,  

• Dealing with maturing debt in a cost effective way.  

• Deciding on a list of counterparties that the Council will invest with(The 
Council will obtain external advice from treasury management advisors 
when compiling this list)   
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The Corporate Committee were responsible for formulating the Treasury 
Management Strategy and had decided at their meeting in January that they 
wanted further information on the non UK banks proposed for investment  in and 
a wider picture on the use being made of existing counterparty institutions. 
 
 In response to the presentation the following information was provided to 
members of OSC: 
 

• The national line is that Councillors need to be more informed about the 
treasury management activities of the Council and there are specialist 
advisors to provide advice and guidance when recommendations are 
being compiled for members to consider. The Council’s advisors for the 
past 3 years have been Arlingclose.  As, part of obtaining this role, they 
had been able to demonstrate previous advice provided to their clients on 
the need to withdraw monies from the Icelandic banks in 2008.  Apart 
from monitoring credit reference agency ratings, there were also a 
number of other practical methods used to assess the credit worthiness of 
financial institutions. These were: Credit Default Swap Prices, Share 
Prices, Macro-economic indicators, Net debt as % of GDP for countries, 
Sovereign Support Mechanisms and Corporate Developments. 

 

• The current policy was to make good effective use of the Council’s cash 
balances through investment in Money Market accounts and borrowing 
from other local authorities as these offered a higher rate of return than 
savings accounts. 

 

• As yet there were not recommendations formulated on how the Council 
would take forward borrowing for housing stock in the future. Although, 
the Council were to have £232m of HRA debt written off, in return it was 
anticipated that the Council and other local authorities my not get future 
subsidy for housing.  

 

• Understanding on the Corporate Committee’s position to withhold lending 
to non UK counterparty institutions was sought and comparisons between 
the Council’s and other local authority treasury management activities.  It 
was noted that not all local authorities had the same strategy for lending 
and borrowing and there were too many different examples to make a 
comparison. The Corporate Committee had asked officers to withhold 
investments in non UK banks until March so that they could consider a 
report on the banks and money markets accounts used in the last 12 
months. This was to enable them to get a better picture of the scale of 
money invested on a daily scale and give the Committee more 
understanding about the exposure to risk.  This approach by the 
Corporate Committee was not detrimental to the investment policy of the 
Council as there was sufficient flexibility allowed for by the use of Money 
Market accounts. Following Corporate Committee’s consideration of the 
use of banks in March there was still the opportunity to go back to full 
Council, later in March, to update the strategy. 

 
 

• In response to the question on the Council’s ratio of borrowing to income 
the MRP (minimum revenue provision) was the amount of money the 
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Council needed to set aside each year to pay off debt and this was 
externally set.  

 
RESOLVED  
 
That the report & presentation be noted and the following actions be delegated 
to the appropriate directorate/ officers:  
 

• It was agreed that the Assistant Director  for Finance would check what 
the credit  rating of the Icelandic banks had been before they had became 
insolvent and provide this information to the Committee.(Action 93.1)Cllr 
Ejiofor 

 

• It was agreed that the Assistant Director for Finance provide all Members 
of the Council a briefing note, in plain English, containing guidance on the 
lines of responsibility for treasury management policy and, in particular, 
any personal or collective liability that Members may have for making 
decisions on counterparty financial institutions to invest money in. This 
should be distributed before the Council meeting on the 28th February.  
(Action 93.2) Chair/Cllr Browne 

 

OSCO94. 
 

CABINET MEMBER QUESTIONS - CABINET MEMBER FOR ECONOMIC 
INVESTMENT AND SOCIAL INCLUSION AND PLANNING 
  

 The Cabinet Member for Economic Investment, Social Inclusion and Planning 
joined the meeting and gave an overview of the key projects being worked on in 
his portfolio area.  Key recent developments were the successful negotiations 
between the Council and the GLA, culminating in a £41m regeneration package 
for Tottenham.  Also Tottenham Hotspur Football Club were now committed to 
staying in the borough and redeveloping their ground following negotiations with 
the Council and GLA. The Cabinet Member for Economic Investment, Social 
Inclusion and Planning was committed to ensuring that there was a consistent 
coherent regeneration of the Tottenham area. There would be a report to the 
Cabinet meeting, on the 7th February, setting out the priorities for Tottenham 
which included an initial indicative list of requirements for the area with 
information on the process to achieve them and a map of what will happen over 
the coming year.  Following this report, the Council would launch a master 
planning exercise for Tottenham which will further initiate detailed consultations 
on the proposals for the Tottenham area with the public and partners. 
 
The Cabinet Member for Economic Investment, Social Inclusion and Planning 
further spoke of the Leisure externalisation process which was at the competitive 
dialogue stage and development of community hubs with wrap around services.  
 
 The following information was noted in response to questions 
 

• The Tottenham Hotspur Football Club planning application was due to be 
considered by the Planning Committee on the 13th February and the 
papers were available for public view. They contained an indication that 
space was allocated for health, education and a supermarket but as yet 
there were no details on who was proposed to be placed in these spaces.  
Previous section 106 funding agreements between the football club and 
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Council were proposed to the Planning Committee for revision. This 
would enable the redevelopment of the stadium and draw in £400m of 
investment to the area.  The Committee were asked  to note that,  before 
reaching this agreement with Tottenham Hotspur Football  club,  the 
Council had commissioned  specialist advice  which concluded that the 
Club  had a financial plan that had a reasonable prospect of supporting a 
viable and implementable development in the Northumberland Park area  
and with the  Council’s  public investment had the potential to lever in 
further wider  investment into the area.  

 
 
 

• In response to a question about the how the Area Forums take forward 
the neighbourhood plans, which are part of the localism act, this was 
quite a broad issue and there were a number of different officers leading 
on the   different areas of the localism act. The Assistant Director for 
Planning, Economy and Regeneration was leading on Neighbourhood 
plans and they were examining the Highgate cross Neighbourhood 
Forum. 

 

• In terms of planning enforcement, the Committee were asked to keep in 
mind the severe reduction in officers working in this area of work. 
Although the annual monitoring report was indicating that the service was 
meeting its targets for planning enforcement despite this.  There was an 
acknowledgement that there were different types of planning enforcement 
issues faced in each area of the borough  and the AD for Planning, 
Economy and Regeneration would be speaking further with the Leader of 
the Council about further  funding for planning enforcement.  There were 
examples of enforcement action going to Regulatory Committee as timing 
was a key element in pursuing cases which could be checked outside of 
the meeting. 

 

• In relation to making sure that unemployment is tackled alongside the 
regeneration in Tottenham, it was crucial to invest in infrastructure. 
Although transport links in the area were good there was still a need to 
improve the frequency of trains passing through Tottenham over ground 
stations to get people to work.  The Cabinet Member along with 
colleagues in Enfield would be trying to influence train contractors, in the 
next contract renewal process in early 2012, to make their trains stop 
more frequently in Tottenham and Enfield.  There was also investment 
due in the Tottenham Hale Gyratory, Tottenham Hale station and its bus 
stops.  

 

• In relation to housing in Tottenham, feedback from local people showed 
that a stronger mix of housing stock together with improvements to 
existing housing stocks was wanted. 

 

• The report on tackling worklessness was to be considered at the March 
Cabinet and would contain information about funding from the New Jobs 
fund being used to tackle worklessness in Tottenham.  The Cabinet report 
took forward the recommendations from the previous Scrutiny review on 
the Haringey Guarantee.   
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• There were plans to make 639 High Road an employment skills hub 
which was visible and accessible to small businesses.  There was also a 
need to take account of the emerging cultural industries in Tottenham and 
enable them to expand.   Their presence in an area was an indicator of 
sustainability. 

 
 

• Planning applications from Carpet Right and Aldi were expected to be 
considered by the Planning Committee which would bring in regeneration 
and jobs to the local area.  

 

• The Cabinet Member for Economic Investment, Social Inclusion and 
Planning was meeting each month with the AD for Planning, Economy 
and Regeneration to examine the planning applications coming through 
and where planning powers could be used to enable applications that will 
bring employment, to the area, to progress to the Committee.  A report to 
Cabinet in March would also look at procurement and the support to local 
businesses to maximise upon local opportunities for contracts. 

 
 

• The Child Poverty strategy was in the process of being refreshed and the 
aim was to improve the co-ordination between the child poverty strategy 
and the social inclusion strategy as they were interlinked. 

 
 

• A member of the Committee spoke of the need for the Council having a 
clear position on the regeneration of the St Ann’s Hospital site. The Chair 
advised the Cabinet Member about the benefit of having a steering group 
to co-ordinate and provide a political steer to the development of this site. 

 
 
RESOLVED that the following actions be delegated to the appropriate 
directorate/ officers: 
 

• Following the approval of funding for Tottenham High Road Regeneration 
by the Mayor and the late approval of town centre funding for Green 
Lanes, the Cabinet Member For Economic Investment and Social 
Inclusion and Planning was happy to meet with the Muswell Hill Traders 
to explain the circumstances behind the funding approval for Green 
Lanes and the priority given to Tottenham High Road. He further offered 
to discuss with Cllr Engert the suggested use of the land behind Muswell 
Hill Library and its  capital funding position.(Action 94.1) Cllr Engert 

 
 

• The Cabinet Member Economic Investment and Social Inclusion and 
Planning agreed to meet with Bruce Grove Councillors to discuss in more 
detail how to improve the area around Bruce Grove market.(Action 94.2) 
Cllr Ejiofor 

 
 
The Chair thanked the Cabinet Member Economic Investment and Social 
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Inclusion and Planning for attending the meeting. He had provided vital 
assurance and clarity about the regeneration work in Tottenham. 
 
 

OSCO95. 
 

SCRUTINY REVIEW UPDATE - SUPPORT TO SMALL BUSINESSES  

  
At this point ,in the meeting, the  Chair passed the chairmanship to the  Vice 
chair, for consideration  of this item, and briefly  vacated the meeting. 
 
 The Committee considered how actions had been progressed from the Scrutiny 
review into the support of small business completed in 2010.  
 
Cllr Winskill raised a number of key concerns about the timeliness, interpretation 
and implementation of recommendations arising from the review into support to 
small businesses. The Assistant Director for Planning, Regeneration and 
Economy contended that there had been a good response from the service to 
recommendations of the review and offered to go through the report and explain 
further on the actions being taken forward.  
 
RESOLVED 
 
That Cllr Winskill and the Assistant Director for  Planning, Regeneration and 
Economy  meet outside the Committee meeting to discuss further the 
report.(Action 95.1) Cllr Winskill  
 
 
 

OSCO96. 
 

WORKLESSNESS 
  

 The Chair  returned to the meeting and resumed chairmanship. 
 
The Committee discussed the timing of a proposed review into support to 
workless young people aged 16-24.  It was recommended that the Committee 
await the implementation of the Youth Strategy and Worklessness strategy 
(being considered by Cabinet in March) before undertaking a review. It was 
accepted by Committee members that Scrutiny had the role of scrutinising 
policies that were already in operation and they could better add value by 
examining the outcomes arising from the policies to tackle worklessness in a 
year’s time. There was also an equal feeling that worklessness was a current 
high profile issue in ward areas and some Committee members did not feel 
comfortable deferring a review on this. Some community practices for getting 
local young people into jobs were shared and there was a feeling that, 
individually, members had a responsibility, at this time, to make a contribution to 
supporting young people into work.   
 
 The Chair felt it was unfortunate the report on worklessness had not been 
available for the February Cabinet meeting as considering the report may have 
allied some concerns of OSC members.  The Cabinet Member for Economic 
Investment, Social inclusion, and Planning advised the Committee that the 
previous scrutiny review into the Haringey Work Guarantee had been a source 
of reference for the Cabinet report on tackling worklessness. The Chair did not 
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want to take forward a pre call in of the decision as this would be a call on officer 
resources. He suggested O&S members considering the report in a private 
session. The Cabinet member would need to take officer advice on making the 
report available to O&S members before the Cabinet meeting.  
 
RESOLVED 
 
That the report be noted and  the Chair and Vice Chair be given discretion to 
seek a way forward for involving members of the Committee and other 
interested members in the consultation process for the Cabinet report on 
Worklessness due for consideration at the Cabinet meeting on the 20th March 
2012.  (Action 96.1) Chair 
 
 

OSCO97. 
 

SCRUTINY REVIEW UPDATE - TRANSITIONS FROM CHILDREN TO 
ADULTS 
  

  The Overview and Scrutiny Committee received an update on the 
recommendations made in the Overview and Scrutiny Review of Transition from 
Children to Adult services.  There had been a concerted effort on joint working 
between multi agencies, private and independent sector to make the transition 
for children and their families from the Children’s service to the Adult’s service 
as seamless as possible. The work of the Transition Board had been recognised 
by the National Transitions Programme.  
 
Part of the service’s work following the review included: 
 

• Ensuring that the outcomes of the pathway were driven by what does a 
good service look like for a young person and their family? 

 

• An annual information evening for over 14 year olds and their parents 
with SEN (Special Educational Needs) to aid becoming aware of the 
pathways available into adult services . The next Transition Fair would 
take place on 23 February  2012 11.00am at Tottenham Hotspur Football 
club and would involve 35 service providers coming along to talk to 
families  about the services available.  

 

• Twenty Five young adults with complex disabilities had taken part in a 
work experience programme with 15 young adults living outside the 
borough also participating in a mentoring programme. 

 
 The Overview and scrutiny were pleased with the progress of actions being 
taken forward since the review and noted the following information: 
 

• In relation to working with Health on pathways for young people with 
mental health issues, since the review here had been significant changes 
in personnel, for both the Council and Health, however criteria had been 
compiled which would help ensure that vulnerable young adults were 
identified and progressed through the mental health pathway. An update 
on this work could be provided after the meeting. 

 

• Web links between the Adults General Directory and Transition Zone 
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were in development and would be available at the end of April. 
 

• The Head of Services to Children & Young People with Additional Needs 
& Disabilities offered to speak with Helena Kania   after the meeting about 
the work of the 14plus panel and further elucidate on how heath, 
education and social care teams share information and have a holistic 
approach to the services provided to a young person. 

 

• The funding conditions, supplied by the YPLA, for supporting specialist 
education placements   in 2013/14 was still awaited. The local authority 
were working to the previous funding conditions and would continue to 
closely monitor this situation. 

 

• Linking services to the young adult, including employment support 
services would be part of the pathway compiled for the young person 
progressing from Children’s to Adult services. 

 

• There were 19 referrals to the mentoring scheme of which 15 young took 
up a place on the scheme. 

 
 

• There was interest about the provision for children / young people with 
long term severe disabilities that were entering adulthood. This was 
recognised as a growing cohort and the Committee requested information 
about: available future provision, the scale of services required their likely 
needs and number. (Action 97.1)Cllr Winskill 

 
RESOLVED  
 
i. That Adult services, and Children and Young People’s service be 

commended for their efforts in taking forward and implementing the 
findings of the scrutiny review.  

 
ii. That the report should be referred to as an example of good practice 

when services are providing a report back on a scrutiny review. 
 
 
 

OSCO98. 
 

FEEDBACK FROM CHAIRS OF AREA COMMITTEES 
  

 The Committee noted that there was an Area Forum Chair’s meeting on 
Thursday 09th February at 6.00pm. 
 
 Issues that were likely to be raised were: 
 

• Response to the Muswell Hill Area Committee resolution on fortnightly 
collections. 

 

• How the area forums function 
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OSCO99. 
 

MINUTES 
  

 RESOLVED 
 
That the minutes of Overview and Scrutiny held on the 12th and 14 December be 
agreed as a correct record of the meeting. 
 
 

OSCO100. 
 

NEW ITEMS OF URGENT BUSINESS 
  

 None 
 

OSCO101. 
 

FUTURE MEETINGS 
  

 The Chair advised Committee Members that there would be an additional 
Overview and Scrutiny meeting on the 20th February starting at 5.30pm with 
Health partners at the Civic Centre, Committee rooms 1& 2. The current health 
items were: Draft Health Infrastructure Plan, GP Consortia Update, The Laurels, 
Whittington Health Update, and Whittington Foundation Trust Application. There 
was also a Scrutiny Review into Registered Housing to be considered. 
 
 

OSCO102. 
 

SCRUTINY COMMITTEE ACTIONS REQUESTED 
  

 Noted 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
COUNCILLOR GIDEON BULL 
 
Chair 
 
 
 
The meeting ended at 
 
Councillor …………………………………… 
 
Chair 
 
SIGNED AT MEETING…….DAY 
 
OF………………………………… 
 
CHAIR…………………………… 
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