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Goal

To develop a set of performance indicators to inform the strategic planning
and commissioning of school places

Objectives

e Produce a toolkit on developing a strategy for the commissioning of
school places that will be applicable for the LA and can be
amended to suit its needs. It will include an exploration of the
options to pursue if a school is under-performing, and the
processes involved in exploring those options

e Outline parameters to be used as trigger points for the red, green,
amber planning tool, and an explanation of how the agreement on
those trigger points was arrived at.

e To progress the development of the ‘Green, Amber, Red’ tool and
provide a focus for discussing performance of individual schools
and groups of schools within the Authority, with Local Delivery
Groups, and with the schools themselves.

Current Context

Waltham Forest Children’s Trust Arrangements (CTA)

In Waltham Forest we have strong arrangements in place to help us work
together. The Local Strategic Partnership (LSP) brings together the people
who are in charge of organisations working in the areas of the
environment, education, health, crime, employment and housing. We have
set up a children’s trust and the Leaders of the Trust meet together in a
group called the Children and Young People Executive. It is the strategy of
Waltham Forest to encourage schools in the three Area Partnership
groups (APGSs) to work together and with other agencies, through a
Children’s Trust Approach, focusing on early identification and intervention
to prevent an escalation of issues within schools in the group, and gaining
maximum value from collaboration. The expectation is that groups of
schools, commissioned by the Authority to provide education across an
area, will take responsibility for developing the diversity, quality and breath
of that provision and will work together collaboratively to address and
support weaknesses in that provision.

School Performance

Secondary and primary schools in Waltham Forest have made significant
improvements. All secondary schools have been judged to be at least
satisfactory in their OfSTED inspections. A number of Waltham Forest
schools have been judged ‘outstanding’. Seven schools improved their
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GCSE results by 18% between 2004 and 2008. This year two schools are
just below the government’s 30% threshold for achievement of 5 A*-C
grades (including maths and English) at GCSE.

Demography

As a result of demographic trends and an increasing birth rate the number
of school age children particularly in the primary sector is increasing year
on year. There has been a 24% rise in births in Waltham Forest in the last
five years and hence Waltham Forest needs to plan for a significant
increase in primary school places from 2009 and in secondary school
places from 2014 onwards. The Council is currently effecting several
expansion proposals of primary schools and consulting on opening a new
secondary school.

BSE

Waltham Forest is included in waves 1 and 5 of Building Schools for the
Future (BSF) programme which will provide capital funding (approx £300
million for these phases) for significant refurbishment and rebuilding of
secondary and special schools to upgrade their facilities and IT systems
and provide a learning environment fit for future generations.

The Primary Capital Programme (PCP), similar to BSF, represents
significant capital investment for the primary sector. It is a much smaller
programme in terms of budget. Therefore it will be particularly important to
join up PCP funding with other resources to maximise the impact of the
program on schools in Waltham Forest. The Local Authority strategy for
PCP outlines a highly targeted use of funds to help transform those
primary schools in the most deprived areas and those where funding has
the potential to secure substantial improvements. Priorities will be based
upon a combination of the following factors:

¢ Indices of multiple deprivation

e Suitability assessments of schools

e Strategic planning data to meet the rising demand for places

e Educational attainment levels in schools where capital investment will
be expected to address some of the barriers to achievement.

The PCP and associated investment in the primary school estate is
intended to address the following challenges:

e Ensuring that every school is an inclusive centre for learning —
that we have no schools in an OfSTED category and that we
reduce the number of schools causing concern.

e Sufficiency — ensuring we meet increased demand for school



places due to rising birth rate and migration.

e Schools on estates and schools with high levels of deprivation
— we need to consider how best to support schools on estates
that suffer high levels of deprivation and, in some cases, a
worsening gang culture.

e 1FE schools — consider how to support our smallest schools
including making them fit for the 21st century and expanding
some small schools as appropriate.

e Foundation Stage — transition into KS1 —to improve learning
opportunities, facilities and play spaces.

e Condition and suitability — ensuring equality —how to make all schools
fit for purpose

Waltham Forest Council has always performed its role as a strategic
planner of school provision with care, precision and in consultation with
parents and public. As commissioner of school places the Council will
continue to take a proactive involvement to improve educational
standards, improve the quality of environment, seek strong, viable and
popular schools and ensure the maximum contribution of the school to the
local community and its regeneration. .

Methodology

The role of the Local Authority as commissioner of school provision

One of the roles of the local authority is to commission services for
children and young people, acting on their behalf and on behalf of their
parents and carers, to secure the best provision possible. This basic
principle applies just as much to securing the provision of school places as
it does, for example, to securing services that meet the needs of individual
children. Commissioning is about raising standards and giving parents a
real choice of good schools. Local authorities are very well placed to
champion the needs of local communities, and to make the strategic
decisions on how to meet those needs.

Commissioning has four distinct, but inter-dependent strands of activity:

(a) Establishing demand
(b) Planning

(c) Implementing

(d) Support and challenge

The DCFS commissioning cycle below highlights these areas and the
following paragraphs describe our processes for delivering against these
areas.
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(a) Establishing Demand

The LA collates data from across the borough on current and predicted
pupil numbers taking into account birth rates, population trends, housing
developments and, in the case of individual schools, popularity.

Data is also collected and analysed on the performance of pupils at all
ages as well as data on the ‘value added’ by schools based on the prior
attainment levels of the children they admit (known as Contextual Value
Added [CVA])

Currently this data is provided in separate documents - “The School
Organisation Plan”, which covers pupil numbers, and the Ofsted Web site
which provides attainment information.

In addition, the Asset Management Plan (AMP) holds information on
building suitability and condition.

Proposals to Improve Establishing Demand
It is proposed to

» Review the accuracy of the forecasting of pupil numbers particularly,
in relation to new housing developments



= Provide an integrated report to act as a key planning tool for all
stakeholders in the provision of School Places.

= Provide such information by location and update it on a regular basis

= Consult to establish parents’ views to inform the process with regard
to type of demand.

(b) Planning Provision

A review of provision currently stems from an identified sustained rise in
pupil numbers bringing into question the need for additional places in an
area, quality factors such as a poor Ofsted report or LA data analysis or
LA Review. In addition, some developments are the result of a school
taking a lead in putting forward a proposal.

Building on effective reviews in areas of deprivation such as
Leyton/Leytonstone, the LA wishes to take a more proactive approach
involving our partners in developing longer term strategies by location.

Initial steps have been taken to deliver this through establishing an
internal School Organisation Board, and a new structure to support school
organisation and review.

The School Organisation Board currently represents the following relevant
areas in the Schools, Children and Families Directorate:

»= School Standards and Improvement Service

= School Organisation, Planning,& Development
= Admissions and School Transport;

= 14-19 Partnership

= Capital Programme and Building Development;
= SEN & Children with Special Needs

In addition, membership and/or involvement will be systematically sought
from relevant council services such as Resources, Highways and
Transport, Planning and Regeneration.

The purpose of the School Organisation Board is to lead on the overall
strategy for Commissioning of School Places, and to advise the
Directorate Leadership Team and Cabinet Member on specific proposals
for school reorganisation and securing effective provision.

The School Organisation Board will produce individual added value plans
for every school which will include all necessary data to support
consultation with partners over prospects for best education in a particular
area. Plans will be reviewed annually, informed by school performance,
numbers and any capital issues. We will also:
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= Develop clear guidelines on when action and intervention will be
triggered

= Propose processes for actions which are needed to be approved by
Cabinet Member and Directorate Leadership Team.

(c) Implementation

Over the last year Waltham Forest Council has developed Children’s Trust
Arrangements (CTA) which involves local networks of schools (Area
Partnership Groups) that relate to local Children and Young People’s
Strategic Partnerships (CYPSPs). Schools are also organised in three
areas which reflect broader Council areas, and which provide the
organisation for school improvement purposes.

Our school provision strategy needs to build on these existing
arrangements.

(d) Supporting and Challenging Providers

The LA’s role as commissioner of school places includes the duty to
ensure that the provision of education is the best quality that can be
delivered within the budget available.

The LA will discharge this role through working with each school’s head
teacher to review the quality of provision and identify any aspects in their
schools that need improvement. It will then work with the group to identify
support that can be provided both by the LA and by local or other Waltham
Forest schools to effect that improvement within an agreed timescale.
Where the improvement is not secured, the LA has statutory powers of
intervention if necessary.

One aspect of securing improvement is to consider alternative forms of
school organisation.

The LA will use its leadership and influence to challenge and support in all
types of educational provision. This must be a proactive and
developmental role, undertaken in partnership with providers.

It is proposed that targets which focus on solutions for schools’ numbers
and popularity should be developed at locality level. It should also be
possible to develop targets that focus on outcomes for pupils to be
developed and agreed at a locality level.

Development of performance indicators to inform the strategic
planning and commissioning of school places



Explanation of the ‘Green, Amber, Red’ tool

There is a great deal of data available to local authorities (LAs) and
schools about the character and performance of our schools, much of
which is already in the public domain. While this may be appropriate for
the specific purposes of each function, the sheer volume of data means
that the overall position of each school or group of schools is often lost in
the detail of analysis.

The ‘Green, Amber, Red’ toolkit for school performance is intended to
provide a medium for local authorities, schools and other agencies and
partners to translate the available data into more accessible and useful
information.

4.1.1 Outline of the principles involved

The spreadsheet has two key dimensions:

« the ability to display information in the form of green, amber
and red indicators on any factors; and

« the ability to ‘roll up’ information for groups of schools, such
as clusters or Children’s Trust areas — or indeed a hierarchy
of groupings up to LA level.

The principles underlying the ‘Green, Amber, Red’ tool are:

« to bring data together to form a data set to support all areas
the LA and schools agree should be included;

o to determine a number of criteria by which performance
should be judged — this may be absolute (such as meeting
floor targets or not) or relative (such as being in a particular
quartile of performance);

« to apply the criteria to the data and display the results as

e green, amber or red.

This can be summarised as shown below:
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4.1.2 Process for implementation

Interpretation
mechanism —

It is possible to create a spreadsheet covering many aspects of
performance from published data that is already publicly available
on the web. However, the implications of applying judgements to
that data and showing the results as green, amber, or red can be
significant. It is important therefore to discuss such matters with
head teachers at an early stage, and to involve their
representatives in the development of the judgement criteria.

Step 1 - The first step is to determine the school grouping hierarchy such
as clusters, divisions and areas and to arrange the schools accordingly.
A specification for the spreadsheet is included at Annex 1.

Step 2 - The next step in the process is to consider those areas to be
included in the analysis. These include:

Social context

School popularity and surplus places
Academic performance

Attendance and exclusions
Buildings condition and suitability

Step 3 - Once the areas have been determined, the relevant data needs
to be identified and gathered into one place. This needs to be done as a
one-off exercise each year or to integrate data holdings. A sample print of



the example data worksheet included in the Toolkit spreadsheet is shown
at Annex 2.

Step 4 - The judgement criteria to be applied to each area of data needs
to be determined at individual school level and at group level. As
mentioned in the covering report, the negotiation of such criteria is key to
a common understanding of the meaning of green, amber and red
indicators for each indicator. Care needs to be taken to document this
well - an example is offered at Annex 3. The judgement criteria need to
translated and entered into the ‘Criteria’ worksheet which is the second
page of the spreadsheet. The toolkit has been set up this way to allow
changes to the criteria to be reflected immediately in the resulting ‘Green,
Amber, Red’ worksheet, shown at Annex 4.

Step 5 - The spreadsheet should be tested to ensure that the formulae are
correct and that the results reflect the data and criteria.

Investigation undertaken

5.1  How to improve the level of good, clear information about the many
factors relating to schools, including their intake, popularity,
academic standards, and the suitability and condition of their
premises? There is a great wealth of data available in schools,
services provided by the Authority, Children’s Trust partners, and
national databanks maintained by the DCSF and other agencies,
such as Ofsted and the Office for National Statistics. We are data
rich, but this is so abundant and complex that it becomes difficult
for many people to assimilate and translate into meaningful
information.

5.2  Establishing Data
Determine the data set — What data is needed for planning places
and services and to develop strategic priorities and who holds it?
What data is needed to determine the need for services
commissioned and delivered by schools?
What data should schools provide and when to monitor
performance accurately.

5.3  What will the data be used for?
= Oversupply/undersupply of places in a locality
= Underperformance of one or more schools in a locality
= Further improve standards that are currently good
= Strategy for developing Academies/Trust and securing
sponsorship
= To define the School Places to be commissioned
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To look at the DCSF ‘Green, Amber, Red’ toolkit for school
performance. As part of the support and challenge strand, to
develop a ‘Green, Amber, Red’ tool, which brings together existing
information and adds to it a range of additional data in a single
comprehensive data set, to provide better and more comprehensive
information about the context and performance of schools. The tool
provides an intuitive and informative view of a range of factors
regarding the context and performance of each school, and ‘rolled
up’ assessments for the Area Partnership groups.

To consider those areas to be included in the analysis— to
identify the relevant data and gather into one spreadsheet and to
decide the judgement criteria to be applied to each area of data

The development of the tool in any LA would ideally be carried out
in consultation with schools, as the value of the exercise is largely
in discussing and agreeing the key factors to be measured; the
levels of performance that would be indicated by green, amber and
red; and the extent of disclosure within and outside the school
community.

Outcomes and conclusion

6.1

6.2

As Waltham Forest was looking at a way of bringing relevant data
from different sources together in one place and identifying criteria
to translate that data into a more accessible format, the
development of the ‘Green, Amber, Red’ tool will be beneficial to
achieve that, to present the judgements on some of the data in a
more attractive and informative way and also to inform the need for
actions to be taken. As a result of leaving Waltham Forest to join a
new post in Essex it has not been possible for me to test the toolkit
with members of the School Organisation team in Waltham Forest.
However, Essex was part of the DCSF School Commissioning
Pathfinder Project and has been looking at the toolkit as a way of
presenting data. As the work was not completed and the data was
never presented and used in that format this gave me the
opportunity to progress the development of the ‘Green, Amber,
Red’ tool and use it at the School Organisation Board meeting to
get feedback. | have used the toolkit to present data for the
secondary schools in Essex — Annex 5.

The development of the ‘Green, Amber, Red’ tool provides a focus
for discussing performance of individual schools and groups of
schools within the Authority, with Local Delivery Groups, and with
the schools themselves. The example of the tool included in the
toolkit can be developed by Authority’s to provide a holistic view of
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school context and performance across a whole range of factors in
a way that can inform the need for actions to be taken. In Essex,
the tool is also being developed for primary schools to include a
range of other factors so that it can support the Authority’s
consultations on the primary capital programme, to ensure that
resources are directed to address the greatest needs.

In Essex, the development of the ‘Green, Amber, Red’ tool has
been an iterative process, the outcome of which adds great value to
the Authority’s overall view of schools. In retrospect, the tool might
have been designed with the outcome in mind, but the tool is still
evolving by discussion with a range of staff who have come to see
its potential. Such a tool should be valuable for every Authority to
stimulate discussions over standards and provision, although the
implementation of the tool will need to reflect local circumstances.

Ideally, the introduction of the ‘Green, Amber, Red’ tool should be
undertaken jointly with schools, to ensure that it becomes a
commonly accepted tool by all parties in pursuing the Authority’s
support and challenge role. It will be necessary to negotiate the
criteria for interpreting the data into ‘Green, Amber, Red* colours.

The toolkit which is included as part of this pathfinder submission
has also provided a means by which the Authority’s School
Organisation Board can review performance at individual school,
local delivery group, or children and young people’s strategic
partnership levels. This has already been used to focus on a list of
schools where there are a number of concerns and resulted in
action being identified, and this is now being taken forward.

A further issue yet to be addressed by the Authority is the
sensitivity of publishing the ‘Green, Amber, Red’ information.
Although much of the data is already in the public domain, the
application of judgements to that data and publishing information
that shows a school as green, amber or red will undoubtedly be
sensitive for head teachers and governors. The Authority
recognises a tension between the desirability of publishing
information to inform parents in their choices, and the possibility
that such publication may cause parents to make choices that
aggravate what may be an already difficult situation. Some thought
needs to be given to this issue. There is as yet no clear national
definition or understanding of how local authorities’ duty to publish
information to inform parents in making their choices changes
within a commissioning framework.

The resulting information schedule has been piloted in recent



internal ECC discussions over the need for school support and
challenge, and has been found to be very effective, and should be
helpful in facilitating discussions with Local Delivery Groups.
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School Organisation data spreadsheet Annex 1
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LBL ™ A spreadsheet will be produced, with separate

= worksheets for primary and secondary schools,

8 — containing:

g ¢ threshold data, covering surpluses/ shortages of
places, quality of education and value for
money, to indicate areas where reviews should
be initiated; and

e performance measures to assist in the conduct
of the area review covering schools’ capacity,
Q popularity, attainment, buildings, and sites.
The spreadsheet will:
e use colour codings to show standards of
performance against agreed indicators; and
] e be formatted to allow the user to view data at

the aggregated local authority position, and

then to drill down to any level, right through to
individual schools’ data, as illustrated in this
diagram.
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Annex 3
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Description of Indicator

Individual School Measure

Rolled-up Group Measure

2007 Capacity

Lead: School
Organisation Planning
Manager

Measure: Numeric

The figure used for this Indicator is the
Net Capacity of schools.

The Net Capacity figure is updated
annually and is calculated taking into
account both temporary and permanent
accommodation.

Accommodation may be designated to
be used for extended school/community
use, thus excluding it from the Net
Capacity calculation.

Not applicable

Overall capacity for all school in
the Group

Type of School
Lead: Data Services

Measure: Descriptive

The type of school is defined by
regulations, and covers the range of
schools maintained by Essex CC as
local authority.

One of:

Ac - Academy

Co - Community school

Fo - Foundation school

VA - Voluntary Aided school

VC - Voluntary Controlled
school

e Tr- Trust school

Not applicable

Income Deprivation
Affecting Children
Index
(IDACI)
Lead: Data Services
Measure: Green,

Amber,
Red

The IDACI is registered for every child
attending school. For each school, the
number of children in each decile is
calculated and weighted so that 10
points are awarded for each child in the
most deprived decile, down to 1 point
for those living in the most affluent
areas. The resulting score is then
ranked across all schools in that phase.

indicates that the average score
for pupils was in the most affluent
33.3% of the population

indicates that the average
score for pupils was in the middle
33.3% of the population.
Red indicates that the average score
for pupils was in the least affluent
33.3% of the population.

indicates that fewer than
33.3% of schools in this group are
red and 33.3% or more are green.

indicates that neither the
red nor the green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 33.3% or more
of schools in this group are red.




Popularity

Lead: Head of
Admissions

Measure: Green,
Amber,
Red

School popularity is determined by the
number of preferences expressed by
parents during the admissions process
every year.

indicates that the school was
oversubscribed on the number of first
preferences during the last admissions
process.

indicates that the school was
oversubscribed on the number of first
and second preferences during the last
admissions process.
Red indicates that the school was
undersubscribed during the last
admissions process.

indicates that fewer than
50% of schools in this group are
red and 25% or more are green.

indicates that neither the
red nor the green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 50% or more
of schools in this group are red.

Surplus Places

School
organisation
Planning
Manager

Lead:

Measure: Green,
Amber,
Red

The number of surplus places is
assessed on the basis of school returns
to the DCSF and is re-assessed
whenever substantial building works are
undertaken.

indicates that there are 10% or
fewer surplus places

indicates that there are
between 10% and 25% surplus places
Red indicates that there are 25% or
more surplus places

indicates that there are 5%
or fewer surplus places in the
area

indicates that there are
between 5% and 10% surplus
places in the area
Red indicates that there are 10%
or more surplus places in the area




Percentage of 5+ A*-
Cinc. English and
Maths

Lead: Data Services

Measure: Green,
Amber,
Red

This national measure is published on
the DCSF Standards Web Site

indicates that the school is in
the top 60% of all schools

indicates that the school is in
the next 25% of all schools
Red indicates that the school is in the
lower 15% of all schools

The direction of the arrows shows the
extent of change on last years results,
as follows:

e One arrow <2%
e Two arrows 2-5%
e Three arrows >5%

indicates that fewer than
25% of schools in this group are
red and 25% or more are green.

indicates that neither the
red nor the green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 25% or more
of schools in this group are red.

Contextual Value
Added

Lead: Data Services
Measure: Green,

Amber,
Red

This national measure is published on
the DCSF Standards Web Site

indicates that the school is in
the top 60% of all schools

indicates that the school is in
the next 25% of all schools
Red indicates that the school is in the
lower 15% of all schools

The direction of the arrows shows the
extent of change on last years results,
as follows:

e One arrow <1%
e Two arrows 1-2%
e Three arrows >2%

indicates that fewer than
25% of schools in this group are
red and 25% or more are green.

indicates that neither the
red nor the green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 25% or more
of schools in this group are red.




Floor target of 30%
5+ A*-C inc Eng. and
Maths
Lead: Data Services
Measure: Green,

Amber,
Red

This national measure is published on
the DCSF Standards Web Site

Red indicates that the school was
below the floor target

Red indicates that 25% or more
of schools in this group are red.

Essex
Categorisation

Head of
School
Improvement

Lead:

Measure: Green,
Amber,
Red

This categorisation is arrived at on the
basis of a number of factors relating to
the performance of the school, and any
future issues (such as a head teacher
leaving) that may be a cause for
support.

indicates that the school is in
category 1 or 2

indicates that the school is in
category 3
Red indicates that the school is in
category 4

indicates that fewer than
25% of schools in this group are
red and 25% or more are green.

indicates that neither the
red nor the green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 25% or more
of schools in this group are red.

Attendance

Lead: Data Services

Measure: Green,
Amber,
Red

This national measure is published on
the DCSF Standards Web Site. The
data is downloaded and schools are
ranked according to their overall
absence figure.

indicates that the school is in
the top 50% of all schools, having the
least absence

indicates that the school is in
the next 25% of all schools
Red indicates that the school is in the
lower 25% of all schools, having the
most absence.

indicates that fewer than
25% of schools in this group are
red and 25% or more are green.

indicates that neither the
red nor the green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 25% or more
of schools in this group are red.




Exclusions

Lead: Exclusion
Officer

Measure: Green,
Amber,
Red

Data not yet available yet for 2006/07.
To be reviewed following publication.

TBD

TBD

Building Suitability

Lead: Head of
Asset Management

Measure: Green,
Amber,
Red

This indicator provides an assessment
of the suitability of buildings, as
measured by periodic reviews. A points
system gives priority to those issues
that impact directly and indirectly on
classroom teaching.

indicates that the school is in
the top 60% of all schools

indicates that the school is in
the next 25% of all schools
Red indicates that the school is in the
bottom 15% of all schools

indicates that fewer than
25% of schools in this group are
red and 25% or more are green.

indicates that neither the
red nor the green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 25% or more
of schools in this group are red.

Building Condition

Lead : Head of
Asset Management

Measure: Green,
Amber,
Red

This indicator provides an assessment
of the condition of buildings, as
measured by periodic reviews.

indicates that the school is in
the top 60% of all schools

indicates that the school is in
the next 25% of all schools
Red indicates that the school is in the
bottom 15% of all schools

indicates that fewer than
25% of schools in this group are
red and 25% or more are green.

indicates that neither the
red nor the green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 25% or more
of schools in this group are red.




Site

Lead: Head of
Asset Management

Measure: Green,
Amber,
Red

Site refers to how well the school meets
the DCSF site standards.

indicates that the site meets the
standards fully

indicates that the site is within
10% of the standards or is more than
half a hectare in excess of the
standards
Red indicates the site is more than
10% under the standards

indicates that fewer than
25% of schools in this group are
red and 25% or more are green.

indicates that neither the
red nor the green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 25% or more
of schools in this group are red.
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Annex 4

School Performance Indicators

LA D ata DCSF Data LA Data
c o s c
== c 2 o L =] =i
= Dy B [ = wke= |25 = = el
22 |E28l BE |25 B | 25 B8] B | w2 | 28 | 25
School 20 E5E as |ES) 5 | S0 (5eE| 5|85 | 35| &2
TE |lamEl 25 = c = ons = 2% o E W o
o g c-2p =25 = & &8 (5o ® B == =1 =
E |25 =] EC = EY | @ @ EE | T
TS et El 55 oo 5 + = o £ =2 n =] o Ul
= S 8 E 'E r_l.:] - - += L o 8 =L (=] = =™ = i
EL= = R b © o e
[E ckert Secondary School 1210 @ 8 [ + [ b [ [
thelaulf Secondary School 1,160 L] ® L B o i L + L
thelbald Secondary Schaoal 1,050 [ [] L ] ] + L] L »
ouse of Wessex Group 1 3,420 [ ] [ ] L ] L ] L L ]
thelbert Secondary School 1,090 L ® L e +* e s e
thelred Secondary School a7 L + L L L L
ouse of Wessex Group 2 1,960 L @ L L ] L ] L ]
pilred the Great Secondary School 1,210 » L @ 4 » * » L »
dward the Elder Secondary School 930 L ® L L B L 4 L L L
Ifward Secondary School g90 & & ] % L ]
ouse of Wessex Group 3 3.080 L L L L L L L L L L
ouse of Wessex Cluster Total 8,460 [ [] [ L) L L) L L L L
weyn Farkbeard Secondary School 1,440 L] L] L 4 L L L
anufe Tecondary Schoal 1,750 M . M + M [ [
ouse of Denmark Group 1 3,190 [ [] [ L) L L & L L L
arold Harefoot Secondary Schoal 1,340 O & ¥ [ O [
atthacanute Zecondary School 1,520 [ ] i ] ¥+ L L L
ouse of Denmark Group 2 2,860 [ L ] L ] L ] L ] L ] L ] L
ouse of Denmark Cluster Total 6,050 [ [ & L L L L L »

Inthe 5+ A% C column, ane arrow shows a change of <2% an 2006 two arrows 2-0% and three =5%. For CVA ane arrow shows <1% two arrows 1-2% and a three



Essex County Council - School Performance Indicators

Base Information ECC Data DCSF Data - ECC Data
S5 8 5 2 290 2 § 6§
25 §5§ 85 L5 - g s g2 3 5z E 28
School 83| o | 2 |58 2| 2|55 |2 |83 o | 2 |28 ¢ | ¢ ol s |23 e 2 (%225 o | 2|38 ¢ | = |585| ¢ = e || § egf=|82
Map| &2 gl 2188l 8|2 |s8|8|2|z8]| 8 8 2| 8 s Sl 222|822 |8:2l8|2|:z8| 8 c |zsEl g | & 8| E 8l 2|sg3
cg G |9 £ 6|25 5| 82 3 6 [8s| & 5] G| %8 o0 |SdE 6|58 6 |88%s 5] 5] 5| g0
23 L 55 2 €3 P g5 £2 52 28
g== 2 i 2 gsu 3 58
[Barstable School 1,204 3 3 ° 3 ° 2 3 L 3 v 3 ° 3 W 3 o 3 ° 1 1 o
Chalvedon School 1,881 3 1 2 1 o 3 [ 3 (127 3 ° 1 A 2 1 o 1 o 3 °
De La Salle School 750 3 1 2 2 1 2 0 1 ) 1 D 3 ° 2 1 °
[The James Hornsby High School 1,242 3 3 L 3 ° 1 D 3 [ 3 LY 3 ° 1 ~m 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 D
lands School, Basildon 1,500 3 1 1 D 1 D 2 1 * 0 2 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 D
6,577 3_m 3_e 2 1_e 3_e 3_e 3_e 1_e 1_e 3_e D D
1,656 2 1 D 2 1 D 1 ° 1 L] 0 1 [ 1 ° 2 2 1 D
1,409 1 [] 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 AR 0 2 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 D
3,065 2 1_e 1_e 1_e 1_e 1_e 1_e 1_e 1_e D D
1,303 2 1 D 2 1 D 1 ° 1 A 0 1 ) 1 D 1 D 1 D 3 °
1,053 2 1 ° 1 ° 2 2 1 AR 0 1 v 1 D 1 D 3 ° 1 D
2,356 2 1_e 1_e 1_e 1_e 1_e 1_e 1_e 1_e 0 0
Map 11,998 3 m 2 1 e 1 e 3 e 3 e 3 e 1 e 1 e 1 e D D
[Alec Hunter Humanities College 1,112 2 2 3 [ 3 [ 1 [] 2 0 2 3 [ 1 [ 1 [] 1 []
Notley High School 1,201 1 [] 1 D 2 1 D 1 D 1 AN 0 1 v 1 D 2 1 D 1 D
abor Science College 1,050 2 1 ° 1 ° 1 D 2 1 A 0 1 A 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 D
raintree Secondary Group raintree) Total 3,363 2 1 [ 1 [ 3 o 1 ® 1 o 1 ® 3 ® 1 o ] ]
The John Bramston School and Sixth Form College 1,092 3 L] 1 [] 3 [ 2 1 [] 2 0 2 3 [ 1 [] 1 [] 1 []
|The Rickstones School 869 3 [] 2 2 3 ° 2 3 v 3 ° 2 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 D
raintree Secondary Group 2 (Witham) Total 1,961 3_m 2 3_e 3_e 1_e 3_e 3_e 2 3_e 1_e D D
School and Sixth Form 1128 1 [] 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 ) 0 1 v 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 D
[ The Honywood Community Science School 980 1 [ ] 1 [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 [ 1 AN 0 1 AN 1 [ 1 [ 2 1 [
| The Ramsey School 860 2 2 3 ° 2 2 2 0 3 ) 3 0 2 1 D 1 D
Braintree Secondary (Not grouped) 2,968 1 m 2 1_e 1_e 1_e 1_e 3_ e 3_e 1_e D D
Braintree Total JMap 8202 2 2 1 e 3 e 1 e 1 e 2 1 e 3 e 1 e D D
Brentwood County High School 1417 2 1 2 2 2 1 3 0 1 ) 3 1 D 1 D 1 D
Brentwood Ursuline Convent High School 990 2 1 2 1 D 1 D 1 W 0 1 ) 1 1 D 1 ° 3 °
1,500 3 [] 3 L 3 ° 3 ° 2 2 3 ° 3 ) 3 3 ° 1 D 1 D
1,678 1 [] 1 1 ° 1 D 1 D 1 v 0 2 1 2 1 D 1 D
5,585 2 2 1_e 3_e 1_e 1_e 3_e 3_e 3__e 3_e D 0
1231 2 1 0 2 1 0 1 0 1 WY 0 2 1 0 2 1 0 1 0
1,476 1 [] 1 D 2 1 D 1 D 1 AR 0 1 v 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 D
2,707 2 1_e 2 1_e 1_e 1_e 1_e 1__e 1_e ® ®
JMap 8202 2 1 e 2 1 e 1 e 1 e 2 1 e 3 e 1 e D D
[The Appleton School 1,200 2 1 D 2 1 D 1 ° 1 AN 0 1 h 1 D 1 D 3 ° 1 D
[ The Deanes School 1,120 1 [] 1 ° 2 1 ° 1 ° 1 0 1 1 D 1 ° 1 ° 1 °
[The King John School 1,850 2 1 D 2 1 D 1 D 1 A 0 1 1 D 3 ° 2 3 °
astle Point Secondary Group entleet) Total 4,170 2 1 [ 2 1 [ 1 [ 1 1 1 o 3 () o o
Castle View School 904 3 ] 1 0 1 0 1 D 1 D 2 0 2 2 1 D 3 ° 2
The Cornelius Vermuyden School and Arts College 900 3 L} 1 e 2 1 o 2 2 0 1 "~ 2 1 o 1 o 1 o
Furtherwick Park School 1,124 3 [] 3 ° 3 ° 2 1 D 2 3 ° 2 3 0 1 D 2 1 D
astle Point Secondary Group 2 (Canvey Island) Total 2,928 3 _m 3_e 1_e 1_e 1_e 2 3_e 1 3 e 1_e 0 ®
Castle Point Total |Map 7,008 3 m 2 2 1 e 1 e 1 e 2 1 e 1 e 1 e ° D
[The Boswells School 1,450 1 [] 1 ° 2 1 ° 1 ° 1 ) 0 1 1 D 3 ° 1 ° 1
[Chelmer Valley High School 1,075 1 [] 1 D 2 2 1 ° 1 Y 0 1 1 D 3 ° 1 D 1
[Chelmsford County High School for Girls 844 1 [] 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 * 0 1 ) 1 D 3 ° 1 D 3 C
Great Baddow High School 1,390 2 1 ° 2 1 ° 2 1 AN 0 1 1 D 2 2 1
953 2 1 D 3 ° 1 D 1 D 2 0 2 2 2 1 D 1 D
King Edward VI Grammar School, Chelmsford 915 1 | | 1 ] 1 ] 1 ] 1 ] 1 [ ] 0 1 [ ] 1 L] 2 1 ] 3 L]
Moulsham High School and Humanities College 1,587 1 [] 1 D 2 1 D 1 1 M 0 1 v 1 D 1 D 2 1 D
IThe Sandon School 1 [] 1 ° 2 1 ° 2 1 0 2 1 D 1 ° 1 D 1 D
St John Payne Catholic Comprehensive School, Chelmsford 1 [] 1 ° 2 1 ° 1 ° 1 (211 0 1 [ 2 1 o 2 2 1 °
| St Peter’s Church of England and Specialist Arts College 3 [] 3 ° 3 ° 3 ° 3 ° 3 h 3 ° 3 v 3 0 2 2 1 °
elmstor econdary Group lelmsfor otal 1 ] 1 [ 2 1 [ 1 ® 1 2 1 o 1 ® 3 o ® [J
[William De Ferrers School 1 ] 1 ® 2 2 2 1 A 0 2 1 ® 1 ® 1 ® 1 ®
[Chelmsford Secondary (Not grouped) 1 [] 1 o 2 2 2 1 o 2 1 ® 1 o o o
[Cheimsford Total 1_m 1_e 2 1_e 1_e 1_e 2 1_e 1 e 3 e D D
|Alderman Blaxill School 3 [] 2 3 ° 3 ° 3 ° 3 Y 3 ° 2 3 0 1 ° 2 1 °
[Colchester County High School For Girls 1 [] 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 * 0 1 1 D 3 ° 1 1 D
Colchester Royal Grammar School 1 [ ] 1 o 1 o 1 o 1 o 1 LY 0 1 1 [ 1 o 1 2
[The Gilberd School 2 1 D 2 2 1 1 Y 0 1 1 1 D 3 L 1 D
[ The Philip Morant School and College 1 [ ] 1 [ 2 1 1 1 AN 0 1 1 3 ] 3 o 1 [
Sir Charles Lucas Arts College 3 ] 2 3 ° 3 L 3 L 3 " 3 ° 3 3 1 1 D 1
St Benedict's Catholic College 2 1 ° 1 ° 1 1 1 A 0 1 1 1 2 1
St Helena School 3 ] 1 D 2 3 L 2 2 0 2 2 3 L 3 ° 3 L
The Stanway School 1 [] 1 ° 2 1 1 D 1 * 0 1 v 1 ° 1 1 ° 1
[The Thomas Lord Audiey School and Language College 3 ] 3 ° 3 ° 3 C 2 2 3 ° 3 [2 3 ° 1 3 ° 1
olchester Secondary Group olchester) Total 3 [] 1 O 1 O 3 J 1 o 1 o 3 J 1 [ 3 [J 3 ] ] [
| Thurstable School Sports College and Sixth Form Centre 1 [] 1 ° 2 1 ° 1 0 1 AMA 0 2 1 D 1 ® 1 ° 1 ®
[Colchester Secondary (Not grouped) 1,280 1 ] 2 2 1 ] 1 ] 1 ] 2 1 [ 1 ] ] ]
Colchester Total [Map 11,414 3 m 2 1 e 3 e 1 e 1 e 3 e 1 e 3 e 3 e ° D
Davenant Foundation School 1,078 2 1 ° 1 ° 1 ° 1 ° 1 ) 0 1 h 1 D 3 ° 1 D 2
Debden Park High School 907 3 1 D 3 ° 1 D 2 3 (122 3 ° 3 (122 3 0 2 1 N/A 3 °
Roding Valley High School 1,200 2 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 D 1 ) 0 1 3 0 2 1 D 1 D
ping 3,185 3_m 1_e 1_e 1_e 1_e 3_e 3_e 3 3__e 3_e ® D
King Harold School 1,100 3 ] 3 ° 3 ° 1 D 3 ° 3 AN 3 ° 3 v 3 0 1 D 3 0 3 0
St John's Church of England (Voluntary Controlled) School, Epping 1,030 2 3 ° 3 ° 2 2 2 0 3 [ 3 ° 1 o 3 ° 1 o
[ West Hatch High School 1,150 2 1 O 1 O 1 O 1 O 1 M 0 1 v 1 ° 2 2 1 O

In the 5+ A*-C column, one arrow shows a change of <2% on 2006, two arrows 2-5% and three >5%. For CVA one arrow shows <1%, two arrows 1-2% and a three >2%.
In both columns the top 60% of schools are green, the next 25% amber and the bottom 15% red.




Essex County Council - School Performance Indicators

School

Base Information
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In the 5+ A*-C column, one arrow shows a change of <2% on 2006, two arrows 2-5% and three >5%. For CVA one arrow shows <1%, two arrows 1-2% and a three >2%.
In both columns the top 60% of schools are green, the next 25% amber and the bottom 15% red.
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Net ADACI Surplus Popularity 54 Below Contextual Essex Bqldllpgs Site based
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Type Capacity Index Places at A*-C inc Floor Categor- Exclusions| GCSEs - CVA -
Parameters . 2007 ) Added L and Regs as at ance - L
Jan 2007 | Ranking | Jan 2007 . English & Level isation o Additional Multiplied
allocations 2006 condition {date}
Maths Yoage by
5% AR 1.02
Amber 3 2% L) 1.01
Red 67% 25% 85% 30% 85% 4 85% 90% 85% 85% "
0% L 4 0.00
Group Red 33% 5% 50% 25% 25% 25% 25% 25% 25% 25% 25% [
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Appendix 1b - Secondary schools' data

Popularity %age of 5+ Yage of 5+ DIOE Site based Fixed
Nel_ IDACI PliEren SIS 1st Al based on A*-Cinc A*Cinc A*~C Ceigins] @B CVA Essexv DIOE Noof Score DIOE Buildings Buildings onDCSF Fixed Term
School Capacity . Roll at Places at Preferences Preferences PAN 2007 . . Value Value Categoris ™ ™ :
Jan 2007 Ranking 3Jan2007  Jan 2007 2007 2007 200_7 English &  English & Rank Added 2006 Added 2007 Rank e Score spaces per Rank Condition Condition Regs as at Total Un_aulh- Term_ Excll_Jslon
allocations Maths 2006 Maths 2007 space {date} Total | Absence | orised | Exclusion | Periods
absence | ranked | absence | Periods | per pupil
Barstable School 1,204 1 722 40.0% 60 131 240 13% 12% 79 994.1 973.3 69 4| 83 215| 3.90 7 £80.19 19 147.8% 15.4% 79 9.6% 100 0.14
Chalvedon School 1,881 2 1,804 4.1% 270 98 330 20% 15%| 77 999.4 1,017.1 9 3| 96 40! 2.3 3 £70.18 13 67.7% 10.1% 71 4.4% 167 0.09
De La Salle School 750 4 731 2.5% 115 67 150 30% 32% 58 1,006.0 1,007.4 21 1| 66: 17: 3.7 7 £198.17 65 217.3% 8.3% 45 0.5% 164 0.22
The James Hornsby High School 1,242 3 795 36.0% 133 41 248 18% 20% 73 1,007.7 1,020.4 5 2| 41 28, 1.4¢ £35.36 7 100.0% 11.6% 75 2.7% 1 0.10,
Woodlands School, Basildon 1,500 11 1,507 -0.5% 307 165 300 1 45% 45% 46 1,001.9 992.4 53 1| 552] 292| 1.89 20| £110.87 32 118.2% 9.2% 63 0.8% 93 0.06
Basildon Secondary Group 1 (Basildon) Total 6,577 5,559 15.5%
The Billericay School 1,656 51 1,655 0.1% 240 177 271 2 52% 48% 40 1,004.0 996.9 40 1/1,082 340| 3.18 61| £146.77 48 114.6% 7.8% 35 0.3% 139 0.08|
[ High School 1,409 77 1,392 1.2% 241 194 240 1 49% 67% 10 997.4 988.0 60 1] 953 365| 2.61 43 £74.15 16 116.5% 6.7% 20 0.8% 55 0.04
Basildon Secondary Group 2 (Billericay) Total 3,065 3,047 0.6%
Beauchamps High School 1,303 49 1,310 -0.5% 211 140 240 2 51% 54%| 27 1,018.9 1,028.9 2 1| 580 253| 229 34| £82.99 21 66.0% 6.8% 22 0.1% 104 0.08,
The Bromfords School 1,053 31 1,074 -2.0% 217 148 210 1 40% 46% 43 1,015.0 1,010.5 14 1| 368 223| 1.65 13| £215.69 72 186.6% 8.8% 57 1.0% 290 0.27,
Basildon Secondary Group 3 (Wickford) Total 2.356 2,384 -1.2%
Basildon Total 11,998 10,990 8.4%
Alec Hunter Humanities College 1,112 33 898 19.2% 94 51 240 3 32% 30%| 61 999.8 975.5| 67 4| 399 261| 153 8| £130.96 44 111.8% 8.2% 43 1.2% 285 0.32
Notley High School 1,201 60 1,276 -6.2% 219 168 240 2 49% 55%| 25 1,008.1 1,001.4| 33 1] 871 267| 3.26 63| £132.23 45 153.6% 6.3% 15 0.7% 107 0.08,
Tabor Science College 1,050 32 1,039 1.0% 218 188 210 1 40% 51%| 34 998.1 1,001.2| 34 1| 485 227| 2.14 26 £6.38 5 193.2% 8.7% 55 0.2% 34 0.03
Braintree Secondary Group 1 (Braintree) Total 3.363 3.213 4.5%
The John Bramston School and Sixth Form College 1.092 26 1.077 1.4% 110 85 203 3 35% 33%| 56 985.9 980.8| 66 4| 452 275| 1.64 12| £44.93 8 124.8% 8.1% 39 1.7% 225 0.21
The Rickstones School 869 22 779 10.4% 150 84 150 2 20% 18%| 75 1.016.2 987.7| 61 1| 351 207| 1.70 14| £117.77 38 216.0% 8.6% 53 1.7% 235 0.30
Braintree Secondary Group 2 (Witham) Total 1,961 1,856 5.4%
Hedingham School and Sixth Form 1,128 56 1,135 -0.6% 212 76 196 1 54% 55% 25 995.2 994.0 47 1| 682 258| 2.64 45| £111.21 33 136.4% 8.4% 47 1.1% 111 0.10,
The Honywood Community Science School 980 73 967 1.3% 231 144 196 1 55% 62% 18 1,004.3 1,016.1 10 1| 547 207| 2.64 44| £198.46 66 113.1% 5.8% 8 0.3% 71 0.07|
The Ramsey School 860 39 703 18.3% 92 62 172 3 27% 32%| 58 960.5 967.3| 72 4| 629 202| 311 59| £92.27 24 117.9% 8.6% 53 1.1% 169 0.24)
Braintree Secondary (Not grouped) 2,968 2,805 5.5%
Braintree Total 8,292 7.874 5.0%
Brentwood County High School 1417 41 1,436 -1.3% 213 208 250 2 48% 48% 40 994.1 996.2 43 4| 634 286 22 32 £82.91 20 108.8% 8.5% 50 1.4% 244 0.17,
Brentwood Ursuline Convent High School 990 48 963 2.7% 150 103 160 2 78% 1% 7 1,002.9 1,004.5 28 1] 671 259| 259 41 £66.57 11 82.7% 5.9% 10 0.1% 27 0.03
Sawyers Hall College 1,500 25 1,095 27.0% 45 40 260 3 21% 28% 65 958.9 962.2 74 4]1,214 352 45 70| £107.05 29 109.2% 8.8% 57 1.7% 354 0.32
St Martin's School 1,678 72 1,722 -2.6% 310 240 272 1 70% 66% 11 1,006.1 986.5 63 1] 953 296 22 62 £66.88 12 130.9% 6.5% 16 1.3% 56 0.03
Brentwood Secondary Group 1 (Brentwood) Total 5,585 5216 6.6%
Anglo European School 1,231 52 1,317 -7.0% 203 147 210 2 67% 59%| 22 997.3 993.6| 49 1| 759 244| 311 58| £123.95 40 139.6% 5.4% 6 0.3% 42 0.03]
Shenfield High School 1.476 62 1.483 -0.5% 202 303 248 2 54% 64%| 15 1,000.8 995.0| 45 1| 844 337] 250 37| £105.70 28 113.3% 7.2% 27 0.3% 103 0.07,
Brentwood Secondary (Not grouped) 2,707 2,800 -3.4%
Brentwood Total 8,292 8,016 3.3%
The Appleton School 1,200 37 1,189 0.9% 206 131 240 2 44% 53% 30 1,007.7 1,008.3 18 1| 572 335 171 17| £213.05 70 124.2% 6.5% 16 0.5% 75 0.06
The Deanes School 1,120 58 1,061 5.3% 160 172 224 2 47% 44% 47 1,013.2 1,010.2 15 1| 452 266| 1.70 15| £141.03 47 153.7% 6.9% 24 0.8% 81 0.08|
The King John School 1,850 50 1,834 0.9% 278 271 320 2 60% 73% 6 995.2 995.3| 44 1/1,501 323| 4.65 79| £183.42 59 66.2% 5.5% 7 0.6% 76 0.04
Castle Point Secondary Group 1 (Benfleet) Total 4,170 4,084 2.1%
Castle View School 904 21 899 0.6% 211 153 180 1 27% 31% 60 988.5 975.5 67 3| 290 186| 1.56 10| £289.24 7 93.6% 8.2% 43 1.2% 55 0.06
The Cornelius Vermuyden School and Arts College 900 13 881 21% 154 130 180 2 30% 34%| 55 1,001.2 1,002.4| 32 3| 328 210| 156 11| £111.94 34 255.0% 9.3% 64 1.2% 66 0.07|
Furtherwick Park School 1,124 20 577 48.7% 47 74 180 3 31% 29% 64 1,009.2 989.7 59 4| 372 239| 156 9| £189.54 62 104.4% 7.8% 35 0.9% 78 0.14
Castle Point Secondary Group 2 (Canvey Island) Total 2,928 2,357 19.5%
Castle Point Total 7,008 6,441 9.3%
The Boswells School 1,450 76 1,483 -2.3% 239 155 248 2 58% 59%| 22 1,005.9 1,005.1 6 11,287 357 61 73| £122.63 9 109.3% 6.7% 20 0.8% 70 0.05)
Chelmer Valley High School 1,075 53 1,08 -0.6% 164 193 196 2 51% 53% 30 1,000.2 1,004.3 1 1| 852 239 56 72 £95.05 6 173.3% 6.9% 24 1.0% 177 0.16)
Chelmsford County High School for Girls 44 74 87 -3.3% 422 120 120 1 100% 100% 1 7.3 1,000.2 7 1| 620 0 44 69| £113.20 5 86.3% 4.9% 4 0.2% 5 0.01
Great Baddow High School 1,390 47 1,39 -0.2% 174 212 240 2 47% 53% 30 8.5 1,005.7 3 1| 868 0 0 57| £196.59 4 142.5% 8.5% 50 1.1% 120 0.09
Hylands School 53 42 1,01 -6.3% 10: 71 180 3 32% 36% 53 5. 1.8 54 3| 739 18 9 67| £109.59 1 142.4% 8.4% 47 1.0% 41 0.04
King Edward VI Grammar School, Chelmsford 15 71 857 6.3% 36 151 112 99% 98% 4 1,005.. 45| 46 1| 622 17 7 53| £93.56 5 1.3% 4.7% 3 0.5% 0 0.00
Moulsham High School and Humanities College 1,587 65 1,596 -0.6% 20 220 268 61% 64% 15 1,012. 7.9 38 1| 561 12 0 18 156.99 51 139.5% 7.9% 37 0.9% 144 0.09
The Sandon School 1,248 61 1,221 2.2% 13 223 216 55% 53% 30 983.. 2.7 65 1| 701 78 52 39 130.57 43 134.2% 8.9% 61 1.4% 79 0.06
St John Payne Catholic Comprehensive School, Chelmsford 1,167 54 1,152 3% 162 126 190 66% 60%| 21 1,020.4 1,006.6| 22 1| 864 289 99 56| £171.11 55 167.0% 5.8% 8 0.3% 85 0.07]
St Peter's Church of England and Specialist Arts College 1,030 15 624 39.4% 35 14 180 21% 22% 72 962.4 954.9 76 4| 765 232 30 64| £191.67 63 198.6% 14.5% 78 3.7% 196 0.31
Chelmsford Secondary Group 1 (Chelmsford) Total 11,659 11,292 1%
Wiliam De Ferrers School 1.879 69 1.839 1% 287 97 319 2 63% 68% 9 1,000.6 990.4| 58 1| 802 404| 1.99 22| £49.73 10 103.5% 9.6% 67 1.0% 379 0.21
Chelmsford Secondary (Not grouped) 1,879 1,839 1%
Chelmsford Total 13,538 13,131 3.0%
Alderman Blaxill School 662 23 559 15.6% 53 1 130 3 14% 17% 76 990.8 993.2 0 4| 377 8l 2.03 24| £177.79 57 116.3% 12.7% 76 4.7% 483 0.86)
Colchester County High School For Girls 797 63 755 5.3% 338 121 112 1 100% 100% 1 1,008.5 1,000.6 6 1| 741 0! 3.56 71| £107.87 30 110.3% 4.1% 1 0.1% 0 0.00]
Colchester Royal Grammar School 714 64 782 -9.5% 405 4 96 98% 100% 1 1,004.7 1,007.6 0 1| 622 48| 251 38| £91.79 2 90.6% 4.6% 2 0.0% 5 0.0:
The Gilberd School 1,350 34 1,264 6.4% 245 195 270 57% 61% 20 1,010.2 1,005.6 4 1| 517 0! 171 16 251.44 7 152.9% 7.5% 30 0.7% 162 0.1:
The Philip Morant School and College 1,510 59 1,617 -7.1% 235 257 280 61% 65% 13 1,001.8 1,008.0 19 1/1,338 5 3.76 7 292.08 7 130.9% 5.9% 10 0.4% 188 0.1:
Sir Charles Lucas Arts College 1,226 7 1,076 12.2% 135 59 240 25% 26% 68 976.1 964.2 73 4| 691 57 94 21 130.04 4. 171.8% 11.0% 73 3.2% 523 0.4
St Benedict's Catholic College 840 35 827 1.5% 172 105 62 54% 65% 13 1,023.5 1,023.1 3 1| 408 88 17 29 179.40 58 160.6% 5.9% 10 0.2% 28 0.0:
St Helena School 1,000 24 1,002 -0.2% 144 124 00 36% 39%| 51 983.7 983.6| 64 3| 788 30 43 68| £201.44 68 82.3% 8.8% 57 0.7% 310 0.31
The Stanway School 985 55 999 -1.4% 216 245 23 46% 46% 43 1,028.0 1,019.2 6 1| 516 39 16 28 £91.27 22 214.2% 7.5% 30 0.1% 75 0.08|
The Thomas Lord Audley School and Language College 1,050 19 773 26.4% 84 32 10 28% 27%| 66 982.0 9711 71 4| 661 43 72 47| £213.22 71 127.4% 9.5% 65 21% 328.0 0.42
Ci Group 1 (C ) Total 10,134 9,654 4.7%
Thurstable School Sports College and Sixth Form Centre 1,280 68 1,183 7.6% 168 98 220 2 40% 49%| 39 997.1 990.5| 57 1| 659 245| 2.69 46| £113.94 36 121.1% 7.1% 26 0.7% 138 0.12]
Colchester Secondary (Not grouped) 1,280 1,183 7.6%
Colchester Total 11,414 10,837 5.1%
Davenant Foundation School 1,078 45 1,111 -3.1% 216 178 154 1 87% 88% 5 1,018.4 1,018.5 8 1| 828 225| 3.68 75 £47.46 9 90.4% 5.3% 5 0.0% 32 0.03
Debden Park High School 907 14 67 4.4% 84 83 180 3 39% 23% 71 974.4 942.0 79 4| 634 190| 3.34 66 £0.00 1 35.0% 8.8% 57 1.3% 99 0.11)
Roding Valley High School 1,200 38 1,228 -2.3% 276 184 240 1 45% 47% 42 1,004.1 1,004.5 28 4| 709 249| 2385 52| £123.99 41 118.0% 7.6% 32 1.5% 91 0.07|
Epping Forest Secondary Group 1 (Loughton) Total 3,185 3,206 -0.7%
King Harold School 1,100 17 693 37.0% 99 10 220 3 18% 26%| 68 966.7 958.6| 75 4| 308 262| 1.18 3| £215.77 73 87.4% 9.8% 69 1.4% 34 0.05)
IStJohn's Church of England (Voluntary Controlled) School, Epping 1,030 36 746 27.6% 129 38 180 3 36% 33%| 56 9795 9728| 70 4] 619 238| _2.60 42| £238.21 75 207.8% 9.6% 67 1.2% 124 0.17,
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Appendix 1b - Secondary schools' data

Popularity %age of 5+ Yage of 5+ DIOE Site based Fixed
School CaN:[cil IDACI NuFr::) l'IJIearlon Psl:r;g:l:t Prefelrselnces Prefzrednces PAN 2007 based on A*-Cinc A*Cinc A*C Coc;T\)lual Coc;T\);ual CVA Cizseo):is DIOE Noof Score DIOE Buildings Buildings on DCSF Fixed Term
JanPZDDYI Ranking 3Jan2007  Jan 2007 2007 2007 2007 English &  English & Rank Added 2006 Added 2007 Rank atign Score spaces per Rank Condition Condition Regs as at Total Unauth- Term Exclusion
allocations Maths 2006 Maths 2007 space {date} Total | Absence | orised | Exclusion | Periods
absence | ranked | absence | Periods | per pupil
West Hatch High School 1,150] 30] 1,259] -9.5%] 208] 206] 180] 1] 47%] 57%[ 24  1,002.6] 997.5] 39] 1] 927] 278 3.33] 65| £162.89] 53]  184.1%] 8.1% 39 1.7% 64 0.05)
Epping Forest Secondary (Not grouped) Total 3,280] | 2,698] 17.7%| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
Epping Forest Total 6,465 5,904 8.7%
Burnt Mill Comprehensive School 1,200 10 1,109 7.6% 218 142 240 2 29% 30% 61 1,021.4 1,000.7 35 3| 559 80| 2.00 23 161.41 52 99.2% 8.3% 45 0.2% 200 0.18,
Mark Hall Community School and Sports College 1,200 27 1,095 8.8% 199 134 240 2 36% 27% 66 1,022.5 1,014.8 12 4| 740 3; 3.1 60 137.70 46 168.2% 7.7% 33 1.5% 47 0.04]
Passmores School and Technology College 136 16 731 21.9% 170 140 180 2 36% 40% 49 1,014.8 1,022.6 4 3| 309 4. 1.2 4| £154.50 49 199.6% 8.7% 55 2.0% 123 0.17,
St Mark's West Essex Catholic School 01 18 952 -5.7% 164 111 160 1 48% 54% 27 1,000.9 1,009.9 16 1] 671 4. 2.7 49 198.52 67 72.2% 7.3% 28 0.8% 51 0.05)
School - Science Specialist, Harlow 1,035 8 954 7.8% 157 80 210 2 24% 25% 70 1,016.6 1,018.8 7 1| 400 75| 1.45 5 £79.08 18 96.5% 8.1% 39 0.5% 142 0.15)
Harlow Secondary (Not grouped) 5,272 4,841 8.2%
Harlow Total 5,272 4,841 8.2%
Plume School 1,794| 44| 1,785| 0.5%)| 287| 125| 295] 2| 40%)| 50%| 36| 989.5] 991.2| 55| 1| 870 417| 209 25| £187.16] 61|  118.2%| 9.0%)| 62| 1.8%| 371] 021
St Peter's High School 1,157] 40| 877] 24.2%| 112] 24| 196 3] 21%] 35%| 54 959.3] 993.1| 52| 4| s579] 311] 1.86] 19| £186.13] 60|  138.7%| 10.6%| 72| 3.6%]| 342] 0.39)
Maldon Secondary (Not grouped) 2,951] | 2,662 9.8%)| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
Maldon Total 2,951 2,662 9.8%
The Fitzwimarc School 1,350 66 1,340 0.7% 242 276 270 2 62% 62% 18 1,003.4 1,004.9 27 1] 731 265| 2.76 48 £73.49 15 81.6% 6.2% 13 1.0% 134 0.10,
The Sweyne Park School 1,240 57 1,288 -3.9% 216 166 248 2 56% 54% 27 1,010.9 1,008.5 17 1] 733 261| 281 50| £207.41 69 95.7% 6.8% 22 0.3% 187 0.15)
Rochford Secondary Group 1 (Rayleigh) Total 2,590 2,628 -1.5%
Greensward College 1,553 75 1,529 1.5% 205 133 270 2 57% 63% 17 1,001.1 1,014.5 13 1/1,154 318| 3.63 74| £167.31 54 107.0% 6.5% 16 0.5% 161 0.11
The King Edmund School 1,531 29 1,537 -0.4% 230 89 270 2 39% 43%| 48 1,029.7 10151 11 1] 973 343| 2.84 51| £171.83 56 84.4% 8.0% 38 1.9% 54 0.04
Rochford Secondary (Not arouped) 3,084 3,066 0.6%
Rochford Total 5,674 5,694 -0.4%
Bishops Park College 940 5 522 44.5% 53 38 150 3 0% 15% 77 1,007.9 954.5 77 4| 310 211| 147 7 £0.00 1 126.9% 13.1% 7 5.0% 167 0.32]
Clacton County High School 1,547 9 1,643 -6.2% 281 217 279 1 34% 40% 49 989.3 993.2 50 3| 252 228| 111 2 £0.00 1 63.1% 9.5% 65 1.7% 300 0.18,
Colbayns High School 1,630 6 1,463 10.2% 192 118 196 2 18% 19% 74 969.6 954.2 78 4 90 316| 0.28 1 £0.00 1 110.5% 11.3% 74 3.1% 239 0.16)
Tendring Technology College 1,822 28 1,767 3.0% 242 180 312 2 48% 46%| 43 1,008.3 1,031.0 1 1| 847 389| 2.18 30| £296.89 79 137.2% 8.5% 50 1.2% 528 0.30,
Tendring Secondary Group 1 (Clacton) Total 5,939 5,395 9.2%
Colne Community School 1,287 46 1,434 -11.4% 223 86 248 2 43% 51% 34 1,001.8 996.8 41 3| 719 306| 2.35 35| £156.70 50 146.2% 8.4% 47 1.7% 203 0.14
The Harwich School 1,505 12 1,253 16.7% 167 28 260 3 30% 30%| 61 1,000.7 987.5| 62 4| 798 357| 2.24 33| £229.30 74 126.1% 9.8% 69 1.9% 270 0.22,
Manningtree High School 840 43 846 -0.7% 152 157 168 2 51% 50% 36 991.4 993.9 48 1| 529 182| 291 54| £71.04 14 138.8% 6.5% 16 0.3% 94 0.11)
Tendring Secondary (Not grouped) 3,632 3,533 2.7%
Tendring Total 9,571 8,928 6.7%
The Helena Romanes School and Sixth Form Centre 1,563 70 1,467 6.1% 187 8 270 3 53% 50%| 36 993.7 990.7| 56 3| 693 269| 258 40| £75.18 17 136.8% 7.7% 33 0.9% 164 0.11
The Mountfitchet Mathematics and Computing College 600 67 478 20.3% 57 6 120 3 53% 38% 52 1,004.5 1,004.5 28 3| 354 165 15 27 £99.55 27 126.0% 8.1% 39 0.5% 157 0.33
Newport Free Grammar School 1,001 79 1,028 -2.7% 154 239 162 2 58% 66% 11 985.2 996.6 42 3| 542 246 20 31| £116.99 37 150.0% 7.4% 29 1.2% 67 0.07|
Saffron Walden County High School 1,784 78 1,935 -8.5% 289 130 280 1 65% 70% 8 1,010.9 1,005.4| 25 1/1,082 365 96 55| £23.31 6 126.8% 6.2% 13 1.4% 127 0.07|
Uttlesford Secondary (Not grouped) 4,948 4,908 0.8%
Uttlesford Total 4,948 4,908 0.8%
|Essex Total 95,513 79 90,226 5.5% 15,003 10,350 17,150 79 79 79 79 79 11795
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Indicator

Description of Indicator

Individual School Measure

Rolled-up Group Measure

2007 Capacity

Lead:  Pooneeta Mahadeo

Measure: Numeric

The figure used for this Indicator is the Net
Capacity of schools.

The Net Capacity figure is updated annually and is
calculated taking into account both temporary and
permanent accommodation.
Accommodation may be designated to be used for
extended school/community use, thus excluding it
from the Net Capacity calculation.

Not applicable

Overall capacity for all school in the Group

Type of School
Lead: Data Services

Measure: Descriptive

The type of school is defined by regulations, and
covers the range of schools maintained by Essex
CC as local authority.

One of:

Ac - Academy

Co - Community school

Fo - Foundation school

VA - Voluntary Aided school

VC - Voluntary Controlled school
Tr - Trust school

Not applicable

Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index

(IDACI)

Lead: Data Services

Measure: Green, Amber,

The IDACI is registered for every child attending
school. For each school, the number of children in
each decile is calculated and weighted so that 10
points are awarded for each child in the most
deprived decile, down to 1 point for those living in
the most affluent areas. The resulting score is then
ranked across all schools in that phase.

indicates that the average score for
pupils was in the most affluent 33.3% of the
population

indicates that the average score for
pupils was in the middle 33.3% of the
population.
Red indicates that the average score for
pupils was in the least affluent 33.3% of the
population.

indicates that fewer than 33.3% of
schools in this group are red and 33.3% or
more are green.

indicates that neither the red nor the
green criteria apply.

Red indicates that 33.3% or more of schools
in this group are red.

Popularity

Lead: Graham Ranby

Measure: Green, Amber,

School popularity is determined by the number of
preferences expressed by parents during the
admissions process every year.

indicates that the school was
oversubscribed on the number of first
preferences during the last admissions
process.

indicates that the school was
oversubscribed on the number of first and
second preferences during the last admissions
process.
Red indicates that the school was
undersubscribed during the last admissions
process.

indicates that fewer than 50% of
schools in this group are red and 25% or
more are green.

indicates that neither the red nor the

green criteria apply.

Red indicates that 50% or more of schools in
this group are red.

Surplus Places

Lead: Pooneeta Mahadeo

Measure: Green, Amber,

The number of surplus places is assessed on the
basis of school returns to the DCSF and is re-
assessed whenever substantial building works are
undertaken.

indicates that there are 10% or fewer
cnirnlie nlaces

indicates that there are between 10%
and 25% surplus places
Red indicates that there are 25% or more
surplus places

indicates that there are 5% or fewer
ciirnli nlaces in the area

indicates that there are between 5%
and 10% surplus places in the area
Red indicates that there are 10% or more
surplus places in the area




Percentage of 5+ A*-C inc. English and Maths

Lead: Data Services

Measure: Green, Amber,
Red

This national measure is published on the DCSF
Standards Web Site

indicates that the school is in the top
60% of all schools

indicates that the school is in the next
25% of all schools
Red indicates that the school is in the lower
15% of all schools

The direction of the arrows shows the extent
of change on last years results, as follows:

One arrow <2%
Two arrows 2-5%
Three arrows >5%

indicates that fewer than 25% of
schools in this group are red and 25% or
more are green.

indicates that neither the red nor the
green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 25% or more of schools in
this group are red.

Contextual Value Added

Lead: Data Services

Measure: Green, Amber,
Red

This national measure is published on the DCSF
Standards Web Site

indicates that the school is in the top
60% of all schools

indicates that the school is in the next
25% of all schools
Red indicates that the school is in the lower
15% of all schools

The direction of the arrows shows the extent
of change on last years results, as follows:

One arrow <1%
Two arrows 1-2%
Three arrows >2%

indicates that fewer than 25% of
schools in this group are red and 25% or
more are green.

indicates that neither the red nor the
green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 25% or more of schools in
this group are red.

Floor taraet of 30% 5+ A*-C inc Ena. and
Lead: Data Services

Measure: Green, Amber,

This national measure is published on the DCSF
Standards Web Site

Red indicates that the school was below the
floor target

Red indicates that 25% or more of schools in
this group are red.

Essex Categorisation

Lead: Roger Abo-
Henricksen

Measure: Green, Amber,

This categorisation is arrived at on the basis of a
number of factors relating to the performance of the
school, and any future issues (such as a head
teacher leaving) that may be a cause for support.

indicates that the school is in category
lor2

indicates that the school is in category

Red indicates that the school is in category 4

indicates that fewer than 25% of
schools in this group are red and 25% or
indicates that neither the red nor the
green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 25% or more of schools in
this group are red.

Attendance This national measure is published on the DCSF indicates that the school is in the top indicates that fewer than 25% of
Standards Web Site. The data is downloaded and [50% of all schools, having the least absence [schools in this group are red and 25% or
schools are ranked according to their overall marn arn arann
absence figure. indicates that the school is in the next indicates that neither the red nor the

25% of all schools green criteria apply.
Lead: Data Services Red indicates that the school is in the lower  |Red indicates that 25% or more of schools in
25% of all schools, having the most absence. |this group are red.
Measure: Green, Amber,
Exclusions TBD TBD TBD

Lead: ???

Measure: Green, Amber,

Building Suitability

Lead: Ken Dobson

Measure: Green, Amber,

This indicator provides an assessment of the
suitability of buildings, as measured by periodic
reviews. A points system gives priority to those
issues that impact directly and indirectly on
classroom teaching.

indicates that the school is in the top
60% of all schools

indicates that the school is in the next
25% of all schools
Red indicates that the school is in the bottom
15% of all schools

indicates that fewer than 25% of
schools in this group are red and 25% or
indicates that neither the red nor the
green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 25% or more of schools in
this group are red.

Building Condition

Lead: Ken Dobson

Measure: Green, Amber,

This indicator provides an assessment of the
condition of buildings, as measured by periodic
reviews.

indicates that the school is in the top
60% of all schools

indicates that the school is in the next
25% of all schools
Red indicates that the school is in the bottom
15% of all schools

indicates that fewer than 25% of
schools in this group are red and 25% or
more are green.

indicates that neither the red nor the
green criteria apply.
Red indicates that 25% or more of schools in
this group are red.

Site

Lead: Ken Dobson

Measure: Green, Amber,

Site refers to how well the school meets the DCSF
site standards.

indicates that the site meets the|
standards fully

indicates that the site is within 10% of|
the standards or is more than half a hectare in
excess of the standards
Red indicates the site is more than 10% under
the standards

indicates that fewer than 25% of
schools in this group are red and 25% or
more are green.

indicates that neither the red nor the
green criteria apply.

Red indicates that 25% or more of schools in
this group are red.
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