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The School Survey 2005 summary report
The summer 2005 Schools’ perceptions of the services provided locally for Children and Young People is the fourth annual survey of schools conducted by the Audit Commission.  There were two versions of the questionnaire this year, the standard questionnaire with 71 questions and a pilot with 80.  Ealing opted for the standard questionnaire as the additional nine questions covered aspects of children’s services that were not yet properly operational at the time of the survey.    The questionnaire was unequally divided into eight sections of between two to 29 questions in length.   Schools were asked to rate each question from 1 to 5, with 1 being Very Good, 3 Satisfactory and 5 Very Poor.   

Participation by Ealing Schools 

The questionnaires were sent to all ninety Ealing maintained schools, with participation rates up from 43% last year to 80% (72 schools) this year: 

· 2 pupil referral units took part (100%).
· 4 nursery schools (80%).
· 50 primary schools (77%).
· 11 secondary (92%).
· 5 special schools (83%).
· There was not a high participation rate from Voluntary schools, with none of the four Church of England schools taking part and with only five of the nine (56%) Roman Catholic schools responding.
· Eight Foundation schools participated (89%).
· 59 Community schools (88%) took part. 

· Of our 10 neighbouring statistical authorities, Brent and Wandsworth did not take part in the survey at all.  Participation rates ranged from 0% to 72% of their maintained schools.

· The national average was 42%.
Ealing’s overall position (see bar charts on pages 6 to 14)
· Ealing’s overall survey rating averaged 2.90 this year.

· Our statistical neighbours averaged 2.91
· The overall average for participating authorities in England was 2.73
· Ealing schools’ overall perceptions ranged from:
· Between satisfactory and good (61%)
· Satisfactory (4%)
· Between poor and satisfactory (35%)
· In general special schools (2.7) tended to give the authority higher ratings, followed by primary schools (2.9), with the lowest ratings provided by secondary schools (3.2).  

· As a whole, schools ranked Ealing in the top 50% of English LEAs for only 12 of the 71 questions, with only Q2.3.3 ranked in the top 25% - down from three last year

· 2.3.3. Your local authority's support to improve building management and development in your school.

· Primary schools ranked Ealing in the top 50% of English LEAs for 14 questions, and the top 25% for 2

· 2.3.3 (as shown above)

· 2.4.2. The effectiveness and reliability of home to school transport.

· Overall Secondary school ratings have improved since 2004, with eight in the top 50%, two of which were in the top 25%

·  2.3.3 (as shown above)

· 1.5. The effectiveness of your local authority's strategy for data collection, and for managing information and data.

· In marked contrast Special Schools ranked Ealing in the top 25% for 15 questions, including building management and development (Q2.3.3 as shown above).  A further 14 questions were ranked in the top 50%.  
· As a whole schools rated Ealing higher than the English average for 12 (17%) of the 71 questions asked.  
· Ealing was rated higher than our statistical neighbours for 32 (45%) of the questions. 
Longitudinal analysis (see bar charts on pages 15 to 23)
· In 2005 and previously in 2004 both Ealing and our statistical neighbours had an overall average rating of 2.9.  England hovered around 2.7.
· In 2003 Ealing’s overall survey rating was 2.6, our highest ever. England’s was again 2.7.
· Ealing’s overall average quartile rating fell from 2 (top 50% of participating English authorities) in 2003, to 3 (bottom 50%) for both 2005 and 2004.
· Forty-five of the 71 questions were directly comparable with those asked in 2004 and 2003.  
· Between 2003 and 2005 there were eight comparable question ratings that showed an improvement. 
· From 2004 to 2005 there were 22 (49%) showing an improvement, of which nine were considered to have significantly improved. 
· Seven (of 13 questions) were in Section 1. Local authority strategy - covering elected members, partnerships with and between other internal and external services and schools, and financial and non-financial data management.  
· Two were in Section 2.  Enjoying and achieving - support to schools for using pupil performance data to secure school improvement and support to develop the effectiveness of their governing body.
· The remaining 23 (51%) showed a decline in perceptions, of which seven were considered to have declined significantly.
· All of which were in Section 2.  Enjoying and achieving – including the authorities understanding of what support to schools entails, their support for the professional development of the workforce, how effective were their school place planning and admission processes, their support for minority pupil groups and for gifted and talented pupils. 

· Only Ealing’s school place planning had an average rate higher than that of our statistical neighbours.

Schools that opted to make their entire survey available to the local authority

· Thirteen of the 72 schools that took part gave their permission for OfSTED to make their entire named survey available to Ealing, 12 primary schools and one high school.  

· Overall survey ratings ranged from 1.5 (Between Very Good & Good) to 3.7 (Between Satisfactory & Poor).

· With the majority of them rating the local authority between Satisfactory & Good.

Schools’ additional anonymous comments 

· The actual number of schools that opted to make their comments available to the local authority anonymously is not known, but is likely to be between 16 and 30 schools.

· The number of comments for each section ranged from 0 for section 5 to 16 for section 2 and the final overall Further Comments option.

· Overall comments made by schools centred on service delivery by individual sections and staff. 

· Negative comments focussed on concerns around:

· A high level of central staff turnover of key employees

· Not enough or less experienced staff being recruited

· The internal changes in the infrastructure of the authority negatively compacting on services to schools.   

Section 1.  Local authority strategy (see bar charts on pages 6 and 15)
· There were 13 questions on strategy, covering aspects of the authority’s leadership, policies, communication, consultation, funding and effectiveness.  

· Both Ealing and our statistical neighbours’ average rating was 2.86 England’s was 2.61. 

· Schools rated two-thirds of the questions between satisfactory and good.

· However nine perception ratings were ranked in the bottom 25% of authorities.

· All 13 questions were comparable with the 2003 and 2004 surveys.  

· Although all but two of the perception ratings deteriorated between 2003 and 2004, 10 of them improved between 2004 and 2005.

· Seven were considered significantly better.   

Section 2.  Enjoying and achieving (see bar charts on pages 7, 8, 16 and 17)
· The 29 questions in Section 2 covered aspects of school improvement, attainment, finance, staff improvement, early years and individual services to schools.  

· Both Ealing’s and our statistical neighbours’ average rating was 2.83 England’s was 2.63.

· Two-thirds were ranked as being between satisfactory and good.   

· Twenty questions were also comparable with the earlier surveys, of which 16 ratings deteriorated in 2004, followed by 14 of the 20 dropping further in 2005.

· Seven (35%) of which were considered significantly worse (see longitudinal analysis)

· Only two were considered to have improved significantly.  

Section 3. Being healthy (see bar charts on pages 9 and 18)
· All three questions in Section 3 were new to the 2005 survey, involving aspects of children’s mental and physical wellbeing.  

· Overall schools had a low opinion of the authorities ability to promote a healthy environment, with all three perceived as being between poor and satisfactory.

· Their average rating of 3.29 was the lowest rating of all of the eight sections.

· Our statistical neighbours average rating was 3.06 England’s was 2.86. 

Section 4. Staying safe (see bar charts on pages 10 and 19)
· Only two of the seven questions asked were comparable with the two previous surveys, both of which fell quite significantly between 2003 and 2004.

· Health and safety in schools declined further from 2.74 in 2004 to 2.77 in 2005.

· Whereas the bullying in schools question rose from 3.29 in 2004 to 3.16 in 2005.

· The other five questions involved aspects of the newly formed children and young people services that have not yet had time to impact on schools, although the majority of schools did answer these questions.

· Ealing’s average rating was 2.93, our statistical neighbours 2.98 and England was 2.83.

Section 5. Making a positive contribution (see bar charts on pages 11 and 20)
· There were only two questions asked in Section 5. 

· The question concerning LA’s support in making children and young people heard on decisions that affect them.

· Ealing’s average rating was 2.92 as, opposed to our statistical neighbours’ rating of 3.03, England’s was 2.88.

· The other question regarding the LA’s effectiveness in combating racism fell fractionally in 2004, but then rose in 2005, giving it a three-year high of 2.47.

· Our statistical neighbours only achieved a rating of 2.57 and England’s was 2.58.

Section 6. Achieving economic wellbeing (see bar charts on pages 12 and 21)
· Again there were only two questions in Section 6. 

· The question on education provision for 14-19 year olds got an overall rating of 2.90, up from last year, with our statistical neighbours’ rating at 2.84 and England’s at 2.86.  

· The question concerning careers advice is new, and received an overall rating of 2.89.  

· Our statistical neighbours attained a rating of 2.92 and England’s was 2.81.

Section 7. Looked after children  (see bar charts on pages 13 and 22)
· All five questions asked covered aspects of the authorities support of teachers, timeliness and quality of information concerning the children, and accessibility of the social workers, and were new to this year.

· Overall these services were seen as poor to satisfactory.  

· Although all five ratings were slightly lower than our English counterparts of 2.98, all five were higher than our statistical neighbours.  

· The overall rating for Ealing was 3.06 and our statistical neighbours were 3.17. 

· Primary schools’ overall rating of 3.01 was higher than that of special schools at 3.12, with secondary schools having the lowest rating of 3.17.

 Section 8. Children with learning difficulties and disabilities 

(see bar charts on pages 14 and 23)
· Eight of the 10 questions were comparable with the previous 2004 and 2003 Special Educational Needs survey questions.
· Ealing’s average rating was 3.03, statistical neighbours were 2.97 and England were 2.86.  
· In the 2003 Survey, the SEN section received the highest average scores, with all ten of the then questions rated within the top 50%, six being in the top 25%.

· In 2004 all 10 average ratings fell, with seven considered to have significantly worsened. 

· The 2005 survey shows a further decline for five of the eight comparable questions.  
· Four of the average ratings were in the bottom 25% of authorities.  

· As expected special schools rating of 2.5 was the highest, followed by primary schools (3.1), and lastly secondary schools (3.3). 

Overall Ealing maintained its position from 2004 to 2005.  However, we aim to address areas of weakness and build on our position.  It is hoped that closer scrutiny of the qualitative responses to the open ended questions will lead to the discussion groups with head teachers to better determine those elements of the authorities services that need refining.

We are grateful to head teachers, governors and other school staff for taking the time to complete the survey, and enable us to have one of the fullest pictures of schools’ views in the country.  Our aim now is to ensure that all services scrutinise the views garnered via the survey, and plan to better meet the areas of need in their future work. 
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5.1. The opportunities provided through your local authority to

children and young people to make their voices heard on

decisions which affect them

5.2. The effectiveness of local services in promoting schemes

which help children and young people to understand their civil and

legal rights and responsibilities

5.3. The effectiveness of your local authority's support for

combating racism 

Survey question

Response from schools

Ealing average Summer 2005

Statistical neighbour authorities average 2005

All participating authorities average 2005

Maximum 2005

Minimum 2005

Very Good

Poor

Satisfactory

Good

Very Poor

5. Making a positive contribution



[image: image2.wmf]

2.89



2.90



2.92



2.84

1

2

3

4

5

6.1. The effectiveness of advice to your pupils on their future beyond your school

6.2. The effectiveness of the provision for 14-19 education in meeting local needs

Survey question

Response from schools

Ealing average Summer 2005

Statistical neighbour authorities average 2005

All participating authorities average 2005

Maximum 2005

Minimum 2005

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

6. Achieving economic wellbeing
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2. Standard analysis - statistical neighbours and all participating authorities in England

2005

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

If the local authority mean is shaded in red it is in the bottom 25% of authorities in the comparison

If the local authority mean is shaded in blue, it is in the top 25% of authorities in the comparison
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1.1. The effectiveness of the leadership of services for

children and young people by senior officers of your local

authority

1.2. The effectiveness of the leadership of services for

children and young people by elected members of your

local authority

1.3. The education service’s effectiveness in working in

partnership with other local authority departments and

with external agencies

1.4. The extent to which schools influence

policies/plans/procedures for services to children and

young people

1.5. The effectiveness of your local authority's strategy for

data collection, and for managing information and data

1.6. The quality of your local authority's financial

information, including comparative data for schools

1.7. The effectiveness of your local authority's

communication with your school

1.8. Your local authority's consultation on the planning and

review of the education budget

1.9. The effectiveness of your local authority's support to

schools in bidding for external grants

1.10. The quality of your local authority's support for the

development of the schools forum

1.11. Your local authority’s effectiveness in encouraging

schools to work together

1.12. Your local authority's support to make you an

effective purchaser of traded services, whether from the

local authority or from external providers 

1.13. Your local authority's consultation on the planning of

integrated children's services 

1.14. The effectiveness of your local authority's strategic

planning for integrated services to children and young

people

1.15. Overall, how good is your local authority’s capacity

to develop and implement strategy?

Survey question

Response from schools

Ealing average Summer 2005

Statistical neighbour authorities average 2005

All participating authorities average 2005

Maximum 2005

Minimum 2005

1.  Local authority strategy

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor
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7.1. The quality of advice, support and

training from your local authority for

designated teachers of looked-after

children

7.2. The timeliness of the information

you receive from your local authority

about looked-after children in your

school

7.3. The quality of the information you

receive from your local authority about

looked-after children in your school

7.4. The timeliness of the notification of

statutory reviews and planning meetings

concerning looked-after children in your

school

7.5. The accessibility of the social

workers of the looked-after children in

your school

Survey question

Response from schools

Ealing average Summer 2005

Statistical neighbour authorities average 2005

All participating authorities average 2005

Maximum 2005

Minimum 2005

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

7. Looked after children
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2. Standard analysis - statistical neighbours and all participating authorities in England

2005

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

If the local authority mean is shaded in red it is in the bottom 25% of authorities in the comparison

If the local authority mean is shaded in blue, it is in the top 25% of authorities in the comparison
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2.1.1. The quality of your local authority's strategic

planning for school improvement

2.1.2. The effectiveness of the provision for early

years education in meeting local needs

2.1.3. Your local authority's support for raising

attainment through the primary strategy

2.1.4. Your local authority's support for raising

attainment at Key Stage 3

2.1.5. Your local authority's support for raising

attainment at Key Stage 4

2.1.6. Your local authority's support to schools for

using pupil performance data to secure school

improvement

2.1.7. The educational rationale behind the school

funding formula

2.2.1. The clarity of your local authority’s definition of

monitoring, support and intervention

2.2.2. Your local authority’s knowledge and

understanding of your school and the community it

serves

2.2.3. Your local authority's effectiveness in

challenging your school to perform better

2.2.4. Your local authority's support to develop self-

management (including self-evaluation) in your

school

2.2.5. Your local authority's support to develop the

effectiveness of your governing body 

2.2.6. The effectiveness of your local authority's

strategy for the recruitment and retention of the

school workforce

2.2.7. Your local authority's support for the

professional development of the school workforce

2.2.8. Overall, how good is your local authority's

capacity to support school improvement? 

Survey question

Response from schools

Ealing average Summer 2005

Statistical neighbour authorities average 2005

All participating authorities average 2005

Maximum 2005

Minimum 2005

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

2.  Enjoying and achieving (chart 1 of 2)
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2.3.1. Your local authority's support to improve

resource and financial management in your school

2.3.2. Your local authority's support to improve

personnel processes and management in your school

2.3.3. Your local authority's support to improve

building management and development in your school

2.3.4. Your local authority's support to improve the

effectiveness and reliability of ICT systems in your

school

2.4.1. The effectiveness of your local authority's

school place planning

2.4.2. The effectiveness and reliability of home to

school transport

2.4.3. The effectiveness of your local authority's co-

ordination of the admissions process

2.4.4. Your local authority's management of the

procedures for re-admission of excluded pupils

2.4.5. The effectiveness of your local authority's

support for promoting pupil attendance 

2.4.6. The effectiveness of your local authority's

support for developing extended schools

2.4.7. The effectiveness of your local authority's

support for developing children's centres

2.4.8. The effectiveness of your local authority's

support for meeting the needs of pupils with English

as an additional language

2.4.9. The effectiveness of your local authority's

support for meeting the needs of pupils from minority

ethnic groups, refugees and Travellers

2.4.10. The effectiveness of your local authority’s

support for gifted and talented pupils

2.5.1. The effectiveness of behaviour support

2.6.1. Overall, how well does your local authority

promote access to education and social inclusion? 

Survey question

Response from schools

Ealing average Summer 2005

Statistical neighbour authorities average 2005

All participating authorities average 2005

Maximum 2005

Minimum 2005

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

2.  Enjoying and achieving (chart 2 of 2)
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3.1. The effectiveness of local services to meet

the health needs of individual children and young

people in your school

3.2. The effectiveness of co-ordinated services in

supporting individual children and young people

seeking to cease smoking, drug taking, substance

misuse and using alcohol

3.3. The effectiveness of local services to meet

the mental health needs of children and young

people

3.4. The effectiveness of your local authority's

promotion of sport and exercise outside the school

for children and young people

Survey question

Response from schools

Ealing average Summer 2005

Statistical neighbour authorities average 2005

All participating authorities average 2005

Maximum 2005

Minimum 2005

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

3. Being healthy
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4.1. The effectiveness

of your local authority's

support to improve

health and safety in

your school 

4.2. The effectiveness

of advice and support

provided for the

identification of

children and young

people at risk of being

bullied or harassed

4.3. The effectiveness

of support to help

families in danger of

harming or neglecting

their own children

4.4. The effectiveness

of local services

working together to

safeguard children and

protect them from harm

and neglect

4.5. The effectiveness

of your local authority

in keeping track of

children so that they do

not become missing

from the system 

4.6. The effectiveness

of the sharing of

information on your

pupils between

agencies

4.7. The clarity of

guidance on when to

make a child protection

referral to the relevant

service

4.8. The clarity of the

roles and

responsibilities of

different agencies for

child protection

4.9. The effectiveness

of the training, advice

and support provided

for designated

members of staff and

governors for child

protection

4.10. The clarity of the

protocols for the

recording and sharing

of information on

children and young

people at risk,

including those moving

across local authority

boundaries

Survey question

Response from schools

Ealing average Summer 2005

Statistical neighbour authorities average 2005

All participating authorities average 2005

Maximum 2005

Minimum 2005

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

4. Staying safe
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8.1. The quality of your

local authority’s SEN

strategy

8.2. Your local

authority's planning of

SEN provision to meet

identified needs

8.3. The clarity of your

local authority’s

rationale for the

deployment of SEN

funding 

8.4. The efficiency with

which statutory

assessments of pupils

with SEN are made 

8.5. Your local

authority’s

effectiveness in

monitoring the

progress of pupils with

SEN at your school

8.6. The effectiveness

of specialist learning

support

8.7. The effectiveness

of educational

psychology support 

8.8. The effectiveness

of co-ordinated

services in meeting

the needs of children

and young people with

disabilities and with

long term health

conditions

8.9. The effectiveness

of early/timely

intervention and

assessment of young

children with

disabilities and/or

special learning needs

8.10. Overall, how

good is your local

authority’s capacity to

support special

educational needs? 

Survey question

Response from schools

Ealing average Summer 2005

Statistical neighbour authorities average 2005

All participating authorities average 2005

Maximum 2005

Minimum 2005

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

8. Children with learning difficulties and disabilities
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4. Longitudinal analysis (comparison with previous surveys)

2005

Analysis of responses from: All schools maintained by the authority

The score from the current 2005 survey is statistically significantly 

worse

 than the 

score from the previous 2004 survey

If the current survey bar is 
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The score from the current 2005 survey is statistically significantly 

better

 than the score from the previous 2004 survey

If the current survey bar is 

red
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2.1.1. The quality of your local authority's strategic

planning for school improvement

2.1.2. The effectiveness of the provision for early

years education in meeting local needs

2.1.3. Your local authority's support for raising

attainment through the primary strategy

2.1.4. Your local authority's support for raising

attainment at Key Stage 3

2.1.5. Your local authority's support for raising

attainment at Key Stage 4

2.1.6. Your local authority's support to schools for

using pupil performance data to secure school

improvement

2.1.7. The educational rationale behind the school

funding formula

2.2.1. The clarity of your local authority’s definition of

monitoring, support and intervention

2.2.2. Your local authority’s knowledge and

understanding of your school and the community it

serves

2.2.3. Your local authority's effectiveness in

challenging your school to perform better

2.2.4. Your local authority's support to develop self-

management (including self-evaluation) in your

school

2.2.5. Your local authority's support to develop the

effectiveness of your governing body 

2.2.6. The effectiveness of your local authority's

strategy for the recruitment and retention of the

school workforce

2.2.7. Your local authority's support for the

professional development of the school workforce

2.2.8. Overall, how good is your local authority's

capacity to support school improvement? 

Survey question

Response from schools

Summer 2003 average

Summer 2004 average (previous survey)

Summer 2005 average (current survey)

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

2.  Enjoying and achieving (chart 1 of 2)
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2.3.1. Your local authority's support to improve

resource and financial management in your school

2.3.2. Your local authority's support to improve

personnel processes and management in your school

2.3.3. Your local authority's support to improve

building management and development in your

school

2.3.4. Your local authority's support to improve the

effectiveness and reliability of ICT systems in your

school

2.4.1. The effectiveness of your local authority's

school place planning

2.4.2. The effectiveness and reliability of home to

school transport

2.4.3. The effectiveness of your local authority's co-

ordination of the admissions process

2.4.4. Your local authority's management of the

procedures for re-admission of excluded pupils

2.4.5. The effectiveness of your local authority's

support for promoting pupil attendance 

2.4.6. The effectiveness of your local authority's

support for developing extended schools

2.4.7. The effectiveness of your local authority's

support for developing children's centres

2.4.8. The effectiveness of your local authority's

support for meeting the needs of pupils with English

as an additional language

2.4.9. The effectiveness of your local authority's

support for meeting the needs of pupils from minority

ethnic groups, refugees and Travellers

2.4.10. The effectiveness of your local authority’s

support for gifted and talented pupils

2.5.1. The effectiveness of behaviour support

2.6.1. Overall, how well does your local authority

promote access to education and social inclusion? 

Survey question

Response from schools

Summer 2003 average

Summer 2004 average (previous survey)

Summer 2005 average (current survey)

2.  Enjoying and achieving (chart 2 of 2)

Very Poor

Poor

Satisfactory

Good

Very Good
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2.39

2.87

3.83

3.87

3.26
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2.87

3.11

2.65

3.09

2.87

3.03

3.19

3.31



3.05



3.27



2.95



3.42



2.16



2.41



2.73



2.55



3.09



2.83



2.63



3.14



2.98
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1.1. The effectiveness of the leadership of services for

children and young people by senior officers of your

local authority

1.2. The effectiveness of the leadership of services for

children and young people by elected members of your

local authority

1.3. The education service’s effectiveness in working in

partnership with other local authority departments and

with external agencies

1.4. The extent to which schools influence

policies/plans/procedures for services to children and

young people

1.5. The effectiveness of your local authority's strategy

for data collection, and for managing information and

data

1.6. The quality of your local authority's financial

information, including comparative data for schools

1.7. The effectiveness of your local authority's

communication with your school

1.8. Your local authority's consultation on the planning

and review of the education budget

1.9. The effectiveness of your local authority's support

to schools in bidding for external grants

1.10. The quality of your local authority's support for the

development of the schools forum

1.11. Your local authority’s effectiveness in encouraging

schools to work together

1.12. Your local authority's support to make you an

effective purchaser of traded services, whether from the

local authority or from external providers 

1.13. Your local authority's consultation on the planning

of integrated children's services

1.14. The effectiveness of your local authority's strategic

planning for integrated services to children and young

people

1.15. Overall, how good is your local authority’s capacity

to develop and implement strategy?

Survey question

Response from schools

Summer 2003 average

Summer 2004 average (previous survey)

Summer 2005 average (current survey)

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

1.  Local authority strategy
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3.1. The effectiveness of local

services to meet the health needs

of individual children and young

people in your school

3.2. The effectiveness of co-

ordinated services in supporting

individual children and young

people seeking to cease

smoking, drug taking, substance

misuse and using alcohol

3.3. The effectiveness of local

services to meet the mental

health needs of children and

young people

3.4. The effectiveness of your

local authority's promotion of

sport and exercise outside the

school for children and young

people

Survey question

Response from schools

Summer 2003 average

Summer 2004 average (previous survey)

Summer 2005 average (current survey)

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

3. Being healthy
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4.1. The effectiveness of your local authority's

support to improve health and safety in your

school 

4.2. The effectiveness of advice and support

provided for the identification of children and

young people at risk of being bullied or

harassed

4.3. The effectiveness of support to help

families in danger of harming or neglecting their

own children

4.4. The effectiveness of local services working

together to safeguard children and protect them

from harm and neglect

4.5. The effectiveness of your local authority in

keeping track of children so that they do not

become missing from the system 

4.6. The effectiveness of the sharing of

information on your pupils between agencies

4.7. The clarity of guidance on when to make a

child protection referral to the relevant service

4.8. The clarity of the roles and responsibilities

of different agencies for child protection

4.9. The effectiveness of the training, advice

and support provided for designated members

of staff and governors for child protection

4.10. The clarity of the protocols for the

recording and sharing of information on children

and young people at risk, including those

moving across local authority boundaries

Survey question

Response from schools

Summer 2003 average

Summer 2004 average (previous survey)

Summer 2005 average (current survey)

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

4. Staying safe
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4.1. The effectiveness of your local authority's

support to improve health and safety in your

school 

4.2. The effectiveness of advice and support

provided for the identification of children and

young people at risk of being bullied or

harassed

4.3. The effectiveness of support to help

families in danger of harming or neglecting their

own children

4.4. The effectiveness of local services working

together to safeguard children and protect them

from harm and neglect

4.5. The effectiveness of your local authority in

keeping track of children so that they do not

become missing from the system 

4.6. The effectiveness of the sharing of

information on your pupils between agencies

4.7. The clarity of guidance on when to make a

child protection referral to the relevant service

4.8. The clarity of the roles and responsibilities

of different agencies for child protection

4.9. The effectiveness of the training, advice

and support provided for designated members

of staff and governors for child protection

4.10. The clarity of the protocols for the

recording and sharing of information on children

and young people at risk, including those

moving across local authority boundaries

Survey question

Response from schools

Summer 2003 average

Summer 2004 average (previous survey)

Summer 2005 average (current survey)

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

4. Staying safe
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5.1. The opportunities provided through your

local authority to children and young people

to make their voices heard on decisions

which affect them

5.2. The effectiveness of local services in

promoting schemes which help children and

young people to understand their civil and

legal rights and responsibilities

5.3. The effectiveness of your local

authority's support for combating racism 

Survey question

Response from schools

Summer 2003 average

Summer 2004 average (previous survey)

Summer 2005 average (current survey)

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

5. Making a positive contribution
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6.1. The effectiveness of advice to your pupils on their future

beyond your school

6.2. The effectiveness of the provision for 14-19 education in

meeting local needs

Survey question

Response from schools

Summer 2003 average

Summer 2004 average (previous survey)

Summer 2005 average (current survey)

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

6. Achieving economic wellbeing
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7.1. The quality of advice,

support and training from your

local authority for designated

teachers of looked-after children

7.2. The timeliness of the

information you receive from

your local authority about looked-

after children in your school

7.3. The quality of the

information you receive from

your local authority about looked-

after children in your school

7.4. The timeliness of the

notification of statutory reviews

and planning meetings

concerning looked-after children

in your school

7.5. The accessibility of the

social workers of the looked-after

children in your school

Survey question

Response from schools

Summer 2003 average

Summer 2004 average (previous survey)

Summer 2005 average (current survey)

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

7. Looked after children



[image: image20.wmf]

2.60



2.63



2.80



3.04



2.64



2.64



2.33



2.70

2.73

2.95

3.00

3.37

2.97

3.03

2.54

2.92

2.89

3.03

2.96

3.30

3.00

2.95

2.62

3.24

3.26

3.01

1

2

3

4

5

8.1. The quality of your local authority’s

SEN strategy

8.2. Your local authority's planning of SEN

provision to meet identified needs

8.3. The clarity of your local authority’s

rationale for the deployment of SEN

funding 

8.4. The efficiency with which statutory

assessments of pupils with SEN are

made 

8.5. Your local authority’s effectiveness in

monitoring the progress of pupils with

SEN at your school

8.6. The effectiveness of specialist

learning support

8.7. The effectiveness of educational

psychology support 

8.8. The effectiveness of co-ordinated

services in meeting the needs of children

and young people with disabilities and

with long term health conditions

8.9. The effectiveness of early/timely

intervention and assessment of young

children with disabilities and/or special

learning needs

8.10. Overall, how good is your local

authority’s capacity to support special

educational needs? 

Survey question

Response from schools

Summer 2003 average

Summer 2004 average (previous survey)

Summer 2005 average (current survey)

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Poor

Very Poor

8. Children with learning difficulties and disabilities






















