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1. Introduction & notes in relation to this year’s 

results 
 

This year has seen the arrival of yet another new Secretary of State for 

Education, who appears to be trying to curry favour by doing as little as 

possible. One of his first announcements was that there wouldn’t be any new 

statutory tests or assessments for primary schools and no changes to the 

national curriculum for the duration of this parliament1. He’s also announced that 

the current ‘coasting schools’ and floor standard accountability measures will 

both be scrapped and replaced with a “single, transparent data standard”2 which 

will be consulted on in the autumn term. The DfE have since confirmed3 that 

these changes will not be in place for 2018 and that the existing measures will 

stay in place for another year (but that Floor Standards will not be used for 

intervention purposes). 

The only significant change to the statutory assessment framework for 2018 is 

the move to allow a more ‘flexible’ approach to the assessment of Writing at KS1 

and KS2; in 2016 and 2017 a ‘secure fit’ approach was supposedly being 

followed by all schools nationally. Official DfE guidance states that these changes 

mean that 2018 results are not comparable with previous years, but that hasn’t 

stopped Nick Gibb’s press office from claiming all the credit for the improvement 

in standards this year. So, if your results have gone up this year, I would have 

no hesitation in claiming back some of that credit for yourselves! 

OFSTED continue their ‘myth-busting’ campaign and to develop their message 

around reducing inspection-related teacher workload. Both Amanda Spielman 

and Sean Harford have been very keen to emphasise that inspectors will not be 

expecting to see vast amounts of progress tracking data and that they should 

not be asking for any data other than that which the school normally uses to 

monitor children’s outcomes. This does appear to have been the case in many of 

the recent inspections of schools that I work with; most of whom seem to have 

had a very positive inspection experience. However, in a minority of cases, it 

does still appear that inspectors have come into a school with fixed 

preconceptions based on historic data, which have been very difficult or 

impossible to change. 

The introduction of ASP seemed to run quite smoothly last year, with data 

available much sooner than it had previously been in RAISEOnline (remember 

that Question Level Analysis data was published in July/August last year and is 

likely to be published at around the same time this year). However, the same 

cannot be said for Ofsted’s new IDSR (aka Inspection Dashboard) which didn’t 

appear until mid-November and which was generously sprinkled with errors. 

                                                           
1 https://www.gov.uk/government/news/damian-hinds-sets-out-plans-to-help-tackle-teacher-workload 
 
2 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/principles-for-a-clear-and-simple-school-accountability-
system 
 
3 Primary Accountability in 2018.  
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Let’s hope that they have these teething problems ironed-out for this autumn 

term! 

As ever, when reading this early report, you need to bear in mind the data 

sources (referenced under each table and graphic). At this time of year, all data 

are provisional and subject to change, but this is especially the case at KS2, 

where schools can apply to make amendments to their data through the 

‘performance tables checking exercise’ in September.  Unless specifically 

requested (and stated in this report), KS2 figures are based on unamended, 

provisional data.  

The national figures in the report are also provisional and subject to change – 

and are mainly unofficial figures compiled by the NCER from LA data returns. In 

order to be able to get these reports out by the end of July, I start writing them 

at the beginning of the month, as soon as data start to become available. The 

national figures are updated daily throughout this period, as more LAs upload 

their data to the system. Therefore, you may find that there are minor 

differences between the national figures that are reported in your document, 

compared to what you might see in the system if you log in and look at them 

now – but these differences should only be small and should not alter the ‘big 

picture’ of comparative performance for your school. Although the NCER figures 

have proved to be fairly accurate in previous years, we should expect them to 

differ from the official figures when they are published by the DfE. Particular 

caution should be exercised when looking at the KS1-2 progress figures that 

have been produced – this is discussed in more detail in the relevant section.  

I hope this report provides you with a useful early overview of your school’s 

results and proves to be a good starting point for your self-evaluation activities. 

As ever, if you have any questions, comments or feedback it would be great to 

hear from you – and thank you for asking me to produce this report for you. 

 

 

 

Version 3 Note: January 2018 census data has now been added. All sections are 

now complete. 
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2. Demography and School Context 
Hunslet Carr Primary is a two-form entry community school, located in Hunslet, 

an inner-city area of south Leeds. The map below provides a clear illustration of 

the very high levels of deprivation which characterise the areas surrounding the 

school, from which it draws its children. 

The “Lower Super Output Area” (LSOA) in which the school is located is ranked 

782nd out of 32,844 in terms of deprivation, meaning that only 2% of areas in 

England have higher deprivation. All of the specific measures indicate very high 

levels of deprivation, except for ‘Barriers to Services’. 

 

Graphic source: www.uklocalarea.com. Full details of the Index of Deprivation 

are available from the UK Government Website English indices of deprivation 

2015 
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Figures from the January 2018 School census4 reveal that: 

 37% of children are eligible for Free School Meals (FSM), compared to 

17% for Leeds primary Schools and 14% for state-funded primary schools 

nationally. 51% attract pupil premium funding, compared to 28% in Leeds 

and 23% nationally5. 

 26% of children are from Black and Minority Ethnic (BME) backgrounds, 

compared to 35% for Leeds primary schools and 33% for state-funded 

primary schools nationally. 

 21% of children have English as an additional language (EAL), compared 

to 22% for Leeds primary schools and 21% for state-funded primary 

schools nationally. 

 38% of children have special educational needs (SEN), compared to 15% 

for Leeds primary schools and 13.5% for state-funded primary schools 

nationally (in 2017). 

 79% of children who attend the school live in an area classed as being 

amongst the 10% most deprived6 in England. Moreover, 50% of children 

live in an area classed as being amongst the 3% most deprived. This 

information can also be displayed in conjunction with outcome data such 

as attendance and test results. These analyses can provide useful insights 

into the varying backgrounds of children attending the school and the 

impact that social issues can have on their outcomes. If you are interested 

in commissioning some maps for your school, please contact us to discuss 

your requirements. 

Terminology note: This report provides figures relating to both Free School Meal 

eligible children and Disadvantaged Children. 

 Free School Meal (FSM) eligible children are those children who were 

recorded as being in receipt of free school meals on the day of the 

January census of the relevant school year (in this case, January2018). 

 Children are classed as Disadvantaged if they have been in receipt of FSM 

at any point in the preceding six years, or if they are in the care of the 

local authority, or if they have been adopted from the care of the local 

authority. 

Note on group sizes: This report provides figures on all pupil groups, irrespective 

of size. However, data relating to small groups should be interpreted with 

caution. Ofsted currently defines a group as small if it contains 10 or fewer 

children. 

  

                                                           
4 Unless otherwise stated, all school figures are provided via LA, Leeds and national figures are from ‘Schools, 
pupils and their characteristics: January 2018’ (DfE). 
5 Pupil Premium figures are from the 2018/19 allocations data 
(https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/pupil-premium-conditions-of-grant-2018-to-2019)  
6 Based on Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) (https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/english-indices-of-
deprivation-2015) 
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3. Early Years Foundation Stage Profile 
 

Source: Perspective Lite, July 2018 

The proportion of children achieving a Good Level of Development (GLD) has 

fluctuated between about 50% and 60% for the last five years. The 2018 figure 

of 55.9% is a 7%pt improvement on last year when the GLD figure was 

particularly low, but is still 10%pts below the overall Leeds figure and 16%pts 

below the early national figure. It is relevant to note that many schools who 

admit large numbers of children with low ‘on-entry’ attainment7 struggle to 

achieve a GLD figure of much more than 50%. 

 

Source: Perspective Lite, July 2018 

In contrast to the improvement in the GLD measure, the average total point 

score (ATPS) achieved across all of the learning goals has seen a substantial fall 

this year and is over 3pts below national. The average score of 31.4 equates to 

each child achieving the expected standard in 14 out of the 17 learning goals, 

while the ‘average child’ nationally achieves the expected standard in all 17 

learning goals. Again, this could just be a natural fluctuation of year-on-year 

results, rather than the beginning of a trend; this year’s result is more in line 

with the 2016 figure.  

The LA monitors how many children are in the ‘lowest 20% of achievers in 

Leeds’ in each school. This year, any child with 29 points or fewer is included in 

this category. Of the 59 children in the year group, 19 (32%) were amongst the 

lowest 20% of achievers in Leeds, but only 1 of them (less than 2% of the year 

group) did not achieve the expected standard in any of the learning goals, thus 

recording the lowest possible point score, of 17pts. In Leeds as a whole, just 

over 2% of the cohort scored 17pts. 

                                                           
7 End of EYFSP data do not cover ‘on-entry’ assessments; however, this information should be held in school 
and may corroborate this assertion. 
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% Good Level of 
Development 

No. 
Children* 

School 
% 

Leeds % 
National 

% 

Girls 28 64.3% 73.1% 78.5% 

Boys 31 48.4% 58.8% 65.0% 

FSM 32 40.6% 48.4% 56.5% 

Non-FSM 27 74.1% 70.2% 74.4% 

Disadvantaged 31 41.9% 48.5% 56.9% 

Non-Disadvantaged 28 71.4% 70.3% 73.7% 

SEN 23 21.7% 23.8% 23.9% 

Non-SEN 36 77.8% 71.7% 77.0% 

EAL 9  33.3% 55.9% 66.0% 

Non-EAL 50 60.0% 68.9% 73.4% 

BME 11 36.4% 61.3% 69.2% 

White British 48 60.4% 69.1% 73.4% 

Total in Year Group 59 
   Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018. *No. Children is the number of children in each group 

that were eligible for assessment. Group totals may not add-up to equal the total number of 

children in the year group if characteristic data are or unknown missing for some children. NB 

National figures for Disadvantaged children are based on incomplete figures (approx 79% of 

national cohort) and should be treated with caution. 

Boys and girls both have a GLD figure which is well below the equivalent national 

figure, but the gap between the two is a little larger than average. Almost two 

thirds of the girls achieved GLD, compared to just under half of the boys. FSM / 

Disadvantaged8 children make up over half of the year group, and the 

attainment gap between them and the non FSM / non-Disadvantaged children is 

very wide; Disadvantaged children’s GLD figure is 15%pts lower than the 

equivalent national figure, while the non-Disadvantaged children’s GLD figure is 

almost the same as national. Over a third of the year group were identitifed as 

having SEN, and less than a quarter of these children achieved GLD. Their 

attainment is similar to that of SEN children elsewhere, but the fact that they 

make up such a large proporiton of the year group means that they have had a 

much bigger impact on the overall result than would be felt in an ‘average’ 

school. 11 children were from BME backgrounds, 9 of whom had English as an 

additional language. This group’s GLD figure is unusually low; schools in 

deprived areas often find that their BME children are amongst their highest 

achievers. It could be that a lot of these children have SEN, or that their English 

language development is at a very early stage. 

 

 

                                                           
8 Normally, the number of children in the Disadvantaged group is at least as big as, or larger than, the number 
of FSM children. It could be useful to investigate how and why a child who has been recorded as FSM eligible, 
has not qualified as Disadvantaged. 
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 Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018. Produced by LCC Children’s Performance Service 

This scatterplot shows that this year group has one of the highest FSM rates of 

any reception cohort in Leeds. There is a wide variation of GLD rates amongst 

the schools, and FSM eligibility isn’t the only factor that affects outcomes, but 

this cohort’s GLD figure is a lot higher than achieved by many others with lower 

levels of FSM. 

 Data Source: Perspective Lite, July 2018 

There are a few learning goals where the percentages of children reaching or 

exceeding the expected standard are well above national (‘Moving & Handling’ 

and ‘Technology’, where all but one of the children achieved the expected 

standard). However, attainment in most of the learning goals is well below 

national. As is often the case in schools across the country, the lowest 
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attainment is in Writing, with only 56% of the year group achieving at least the 

expected standard. It is this low attainment in Writing that has capped the GLD 

figure at the same level, but it should be recognised that attainment in Writing 

has improved this year, from 49% in 2017, and this is why the GLD figure has 

improved by the same amount. 

The learning goals with the biggest gaps to national are in the PSE area of 

learning: ‘Self-Confidence & Self-Awareness’ and ‘Managing Feelings & 

Behaviour’. The proportions of children achieving the expected standard in these 

goals are 66% and 64% respectively, and both are about 23%pts lower than 

their equivalent national figures. These figures indicate that a particular 

challenge for this cohort is that at least a third of them haven’t developed all of 

the ‘learning behaviours’ which are required in order to access the KS1 

curriculum effectively. 
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4. Phonics Screening Check 
 

 

Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

The year-on-year results achieved in the Screening Check provide clear evidence 

that the school has a strong track record in the teaching of Phonics. Although 

the 2017 and 2018 figures have not matched the exceptional performance 

achieved in 2016, all three years’ figure are above national levels of attainment. 

This is especially impressive when we consider the low prior attainment of each 

cohort at the Foundation Stage, especially in literacy. This year’s figure of 87% 

is 4%pts higher than last year’s, 4%pts higher than national and almost 8%pts 

higher than the overall figure for Leeds. 

% Working At the 
expected standard 
(Yr1) 

No. 
Children* 

School 
% 

Leeds % 
National 

% 

Girls 28 96.4% 82.9% 86.0% 

Boys 25 76.0% 75.8% 79.2% 

FSM 15 66.7% 66.3% 70.2% 

Non-FSM 38 94.7% 82.6% 84.8% 

Disadvantaged 25 76.0% 68.4% 71.7% 

Non-Disadvantaged 28 96.4% 82.7% 84.7% 

SEN 21 81.0% 41.5% 43.8% 

Non-SEN 32 90.6% 86.6% 88.5% 

EAL 8 100.0% 75.3% 82.2% 

Non-EAL 45 84.4% 81.3% 82.9% 

BME 13 84.6% 77.9% 83.3% 

White British 40 87.5% 81.0% 82.6% 

Total in Year Group 53 
   Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018. *No. Children is the number of children in each group 

that were eligible for assessment. Group totals may not add-up to equal the total number of 

children in the year group if characteristic data are missing or unknown for some children. NB 

National figures for Disadvantaged children are based on incomplete figures (approx 79% of 

national cohort) and should be treated with caution 

Boy’s attainment is in line with national, but girls’ is very high (all but one of 

them were ‘working at’ the expected standard). 15 children were eligible for FSM 

and a total of 25 (almost half of the year group) qualified as Disadvantaged. 

Their ‘pass-rate’ was in line with the equivalent national figure, but it was the 

non-Disadvantaged children that did particularly well (again, all but one of them 
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were ‘working at’ the expected standard). As with the reception cohort, the 

proportion of children with SEN is exceptionally high (39%), but the attainment 

of these children in Phonics is almost twice as high as the national figure for SEN 

children. All 8 of the EAL children were working at the standard, and the ‘pass-

rate’ for the larger BME group is at least as good as national, at 85%.           

Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

In most schools, the proportion of children who achieve the expected standard in 

Phonics at their second attempt, in Year 2, can fluctuate dramatically depending 

on the numbers of children involved and how many of them have special needs 

that directly impact on their learning. In the current Year 2, 7 pupils had to re-sit 

the test and 6 (86%) of them achieved the standard. The national and Leeds 

figures are 61% and 60%, respectively.  

The impressive success rate for the Year 2 children means that the cumulative 

proportion of children who achieved the expected standard by the end of Key 

Stage 1 is 96% this year, compared to 92% nationally and 89% in Leeds. 
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5. Key Stage 1 
 

With the arrival of the 2018 results, we now have a full 3-year trend of key 

stage 1 assessments made against the new, more challenging national 

curriculum which was introduced in 2014. This means that the results achieved 

across this period should be broadly comparable, although we do still need to 

bear in mind that there have been minor changes to the assessment framework 

over this period and also that schools have become more experienced and 

confident, both in interpreting the framework and in delivering the new 

curriculum. 

Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

After an exceptional year in 2017, the proportion of children who achieved at 

least the expected standard in all three subjects (Reading, Writing & Maths) has 

returned to more ‘normal’ levels this year. In 2018, 64% of the year group 

achieved the expected standard in all three subjects, although this is 10%pts 

lower than last year, it is still over 6%pts higher than the overall figure for Leeds 

and only 1%pt below national. When this cohort was at the end of its reception 

year, only just over half of the children achieved GLD, so it is creditable that 

almost two thirds of the year group have achieved the combined standard at the 

end of KS1.  

 

Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

4 children achieved ‘greater depth’ in all three subjects this year, 1 fewer than 

last year. The percentage figure for this measure is 7%, very similar to the 

Leeds figure (8%), but at least two more children would have had to have 

achieved this consistently high standard of attainment in order to match national 

performance. 
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Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

The main reason behind the fall in the combined RWM measure this year is the 

sharp reduction in the proportion of children who achieved at least the expected 

standard in Reading. This has fallen by 13%pts, to 70%; still just above average 

for Leeds, but almost 6%pts below national. Again, we need to remember that 

last year’s results were exceptional and that this year’s drop should probably be 

interpreted as attainment returning to the ‘normal’ range. 

Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

Interestingly, although attainment of the expected standard was particularly 

high last year, the greater depth figures weren’t as high as in 2016. The 

proportion of children achieving greater depth in Reading this year has fallen by 

a further 3%pts, to 18%; 3%pts below the Leeds figure and 9%pts below 

national. 

 

Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

Attainment in Writing follows a very similar pattern to the one we’ve already 

seen for Reading. A very high proportion (83%) of children achieved at least the 

expected standard in 2017, this year’s figures are much more similar to those of 

2016, at 64%. It is interesting to note that attainment in Writing has ‘capped’ 

the headline combined RWM measure, in the same way that it has capped the 

GLD figure for the current the Reception cohort.  
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Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

The ‘greater depth’ figure for Writing has also dropped by a few percentage 

points, to 11%, and is 5%pts below national this year, but this is still in line with 

overall performance in Leeds. When this cohort were assessed at the foundation 

stage, their ATPS was low (31.5); this indicates that very few of the children 

were assessed as exceeding the expected standard in any of the learning goals 

and it is highly unlikely that many, if any of them, will have exceeded the 

standard in the literacy and numeracy goals, especially in Writing. Nationally, 

the proportion of children who exceed the expected standard in the Writing goal 

at FSP is about the same as the proportion of children who achieve greater 

depth in Writing at KS1, so it could reasonably be argued that good rates of 

progress have been achieved by getting 11% of the year group to greater depth. 

 

Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

Attainment in Maths has been more stable than in Reading and Writing. The 

proportion of children achieving the expected standard didn’t rise as much in 

2017 and it’s only seen a fall of 3%pts this year. 75% of the year group 

achieved the expected standard, essentially matching national performance and 

more than 4%pts above the standard set in Leeds.  

Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 
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The greater depth figures for Maths have also remained very stable over the last 

three years. 18% of the year group achieved this higher standard in 2018, 

compared to 17% in Leeds and 22% nationally. 

KS1 pupil group attainment 
 

% achieving the expected standard: 
Gender Reading Writing Maths RWM Pupils 

Hunslet Carr Primary School Girls 72.0% 72.0% 72.0% 72.0% 25 

Hunslet Carr Primary School Boys 67.7% 58.1% 77.4% 58.1% 31 

Leeds Girls 72.8% 65.7% 68.5% 59.1% 
 Leeds Boys 63.8% 51.6% 66.9% 49.0% 
 Early National Girls 79.9% 75.2% 76.3% 69.2% 
 Early National Boys 71.4% 61.5% 73.9% 58.4% 
 Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

There are 2 distinct groups amongst the girls: 18 of them achieved the expected 

standard in every subject, and 7 of them didn’t achieve the expected standard in 

any of the subjects. Overall, their combined RWM measure is just above the 

national figure. The boys’ attainment is a little more varied, but all of the boys 

who achieved the expected standard in Writing also achieved the expected 

standard in Reading and Maths, and on the combined measure they too match 

national performance. 

% achieving the expected standard: FSM Reading Writing Maths RWM Pupils 

Hunslet Carr Primary School FSM 57.1% 52.4% 61.9% 52.4% 21 

Hunslet Carr Primary School non-FSM 79.4% 73.5% 85.3% 73.5% 34 

Leeds FSM 51.6% 43.7% 53.7% 38.2% 
 Leeds non-FSM 72.9% 66.6% 74.2% 61.9% 
 Early National FSM 59.9% 52.8% 61.1% 47.9% 
 Early National non-FSM 77.2% 72.1% 78.1% 67.4% 
 Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

Over a third of the year group were eligible for FSM; their attainment is very 

similar to national (FSM) in every subject and on the combined measure. A 

higher proportion of the non-FSM children achieved the expected standards in 

each subject, and their attainment is a little higher than that of their equivalent 

national group. 

% achieving the expected standard: 
Disadvantaged Reading Writing Maths RWM Pupils 

Hunslet Carr Primary School Disadvantaged 65.6% 59.4% 68.8% 59.4% 32 

Hunslet Carr Primary School non-
Disadvantaged 75.0% 70.8% 83.3% 70.8% 24 

Leeds Disadvantaged 54.7% 46.5% 56.1% 41.3% 
 Leeds non-Disadvantaged 74.8% 68.9% 76.1% 64.3% 
 Early National Disadvantaged 62.3% 55.2% 62.7% 50.0% 
 Early National non-Disadvantaged 78.5% 73.4% 79.3% 68.9% 
 Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018. NB National figures for Disadvantaged children are based 

on incomplete figures (approx 73% of national cohort) and should be treated with caution. 
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As well as the 21 FSM children, another 11 children qualified as Disadvantaged, 

bringing the total in this group to 32 (58% of the year group). They achieved 

better results than the national Disadvantaged cohort in every subject and their 

combined RWM indicator is 9%pts higher. The non-Disadvantaged children’s 

results were similar to their equivalent national figures. 

% achieving the expected standard: SEN Reading Writing Maths RWM Pupils 

Hunslet Carr Primary School All children with SEN 39.1% 30.4% 47.8% 30.4% 23 

Leeds All children with SEN 27.8% 19.2% 30.6% 16.4% 
 Early National All children with SEN 30.2% 22.1% 32.6% 18.7% 
 Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

Once again, this cohort has an exceptionally high proportion of children with SEN 

(42%). Although these children had much lower attainment than their 

classmates, they have achieved very good results compared to the Leeds and 

national SEN cohorts. Almost half of them achieved the expected standard in 

Maths. 

% achieving the expected standard: 
Language Reading Writing Maths RWM Pupils 

Hunslet Carr Primary School EAL 63.6% 63.6% 72.7% 63.6% 11 

Hunslet Carr Primary School English 72.7% 65.9% 77.3% 65.9% 44 

Leeds EAL 60.4% 57.2% 64.3% 51.7% 
 Leeds English 71.7% 64.3% 72.5% 59.6% 
 Early National EAL 71.5% 67.7% 74.0% 63.0% 
 Early National English 75.5% 69.7% 76.1% 65.0% 
 Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

There were 11 children who had English as an additional language. Their 

attainment was only marginally lower than that of the rest of the year group and 

was very similar to the national performance of EAL children. 

% achieving the expected standard: 
BME Reading Writing Maths RWM Pupils 

Hunslet Carr Primary School BME 69.2% 69.2% 76.9% 69.2% 13 

Leeds BME 64.3% 60.1% 66.4% 54.6% 
 Early National BME 73.5% 69.1% 74.5% 64.5% 
 Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

There were only 2 additional children who were BME but not EAL and the figures 

for this slightly larger group are very similar. 
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6. Key Stage 2 
 
2018 is the third year of key stage 2 tests and assessments which measure 

performance against the new, more challenging national curriculum which was 

introduced in 2014. The interim framework for teacher assessment has seen 

some changes this year (affecting Writing) and therefore the official position of 

the DfE is that this year’s results are not directly comparable to last year’s. 

However, there have only been minor changes to rates of attainment at a 

national level and we should be reasonably confident in comparing year-on-year 

results at a school level. Certainly, the changes in the assessment framework 

are likely to be less of an issue than the major inherent difficulty in comparing 

the results of different cohorts of children in an attempt to evaluate school 

performance. 

 

In May of this year, the DfE indicated that they would end the current system of 
having both a floor standard and ‘coasting schools’ standard and that they would 

be consulting on a “single, transparent data standard”9 which would be used to 
identify “schools that are underperforming and would benefit from an offer of  
support”. However, the DfE have now confirmed10 that the old floor standard will 

still be in place.  So, In 2018, a school will be above the floor standard if: 
 at least 65% of pupils met the expected standard in English reading, 

English writing and mathematics or 
 the school achieved sufficient progress scores in all of English reading and 

English writing and mathematics 

To be above the floor, a school needed to meet either the attainment element or 
all of the progress element. 

 

 
Data Source: DfE Performance Tables and Perspective Lite July 2018 

In 2016, the headline attainment measure at KS2 was exceptionally low, with 

only 33% of the year group achieving the expected standard in Reading, Writing 

and Maths). Since then, attainment has improved at a faster than average rate, 

rising by 15%pts, to 48% in 2018. Over the same period, the Leeds figure has 

risen by 12%pts and the national figure has increased by 11%pts, so the 

attainment gap has narrowed, but remains considerable. The 2018 headline 

                                                           
9 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/principles-for-a-clear-and-simple-school-accountability-
system 
10 Primary Accountability in 2018. 
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measure for the school is 12%pts below the Leeds figure and 16%pts below 

national. 

It should also be noted that the 2018 figure is currently based on provisional 

data. If the school applies to remove any children who are ‘recently arrived from 

overseas’ from the official figures, then the final headline figure may see further 

increases. 

 

Data Source: DfE Performance Tables and Perspective Lite July 2018 

This is the first year that a child at Hunslet Carr has achieved the higher 

standard in all three subjects.  The figures for Leeds and national illustrate that 

it is relatively rare for a child to achieve this consistently high level of 

attainment, but the numbers are slowly increasing. 

 

Data Source: DfE Performance Tables and Perspective Lite July 2018 

The ‘pass-rate’ in the Reading test has gone above 50% for the first time this 

year, rising by 10%pts, to 56%. The gap to Leeds has narrowed to 15%pts and 

the gap to national, which was 26%pts last year, has shrunk to 19%pts. 
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Data Source: DfE Performance Tables and Perspective Lite July 2018 

The numbers of children who achieve a high score of 110 or more in the Reading 

test are slowly increasing, but remain well below average. 8% of this year’s 

cohort achieved the higher standard, compared to more than a quarter of 

children in Leeds and England.  

 

Data Source: DfE Performance Tables and Perspective Lite July 2018 

The average scaled score for Reading has reached 100 for the first time this 

year, but remains well below the national average scaled score of 105.0 and the 

Leeds figure of 104.3. 

 

Data Source: DfE Performance Tables and Perspective Lite July 2018 

Attainment in Writing was surprisingly high in 2016 (and a lot better than the 

results achieved in the Reading test). It fell sharply in 2017 and has remained at 

a similar level this year, with 65% of the year group achieving the expected 

standard. There was some speculation that the relaxation of the official guidance 

around interpreting the assessment framework might lead to big increases in 

attainment across the country, but this does not appear to have been the case: 

the overall figure for Leeds has risen by 3%pts to 73% and the national figure 

has improved by just 2%pts, to 78%. 
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Data Source: DfE Performance Tables and Perspective Lite July 2018 

As with last year, only one child has achieved ‘greater depth’ in Writing in 2018. 

The proportion of children achieving greater depth in Writing is often a crucial 

factor in determining the school’s average progress score (see next section). 

Nationally, 1 in every 5 children achieves the higher standard in this subject. 

 

Data Source: DfE Performance Tables and Perspective Lite July 2018 

Attainment in Maths is much stronger and showing more consistent 

improvement than the other subjects. Results were higher than in Reading or 

Writing in 2016, it was the only subject with an improved pass-rate last year and 

that improvement has continued into this year. The proportion of children 

achieving the expected standard in Maths has risen by 4%pts this year, to 67%. 

This year’s result is only 4%pts below the overall figure for Leeds and 9%pts 

below national. 

Data Source: DfE Performance Tables and Perspective Lite July 2018 

There has also been a big increase in the proportion of children achieving a high 

score in Maths this year. The percentage figure has more than doubled, to 15%, 
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narrowing the gap between school and national performance at this higher 

standard, from 16%pts last year, to only 8%pts this year. 

Data Source: DfE Performance Tables and Perspective Lite July 2018 

Bizarrely, however, the average scaled score for this subject is now slightly 

lower than it was in 2017 or 2016. It appears that the improvements in the 

numbers of children achieving the expected and higher standards has not been 

sufficient to counter-balance the impact of almost 9% of the year group 

receiving a scaled score of less than 90pts (less than 4% of the national cohort 

scored below 90pts on the Maths test this year).  

Data Source: DfE Performance Tables and Perspective Lite July 2018 

The proportion of children who achieved the expected standard in GPS fell 

sharply last year, and although it has improved by 8%pts this year, that hasn’t 

been enough to bring the pass-rate back into line with Leeds and national 

performance. 67% of the year group achieved the expected standard, 7%pts 

below Leeds and 11%pts below national. 

Data Source: DfE Performance Tables and Perspective Lite July 2018 

The proportion of children achieving a high score in GPS has also increased by 

8%pts and this has had a big impact on the gap between school and national 
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performance. However, although 1 in every 5 children achieved the higher 

standard in GPS in this year group, nationally it was 1 in every 3 children. 

  

Data Source: DfE Performance Tables and Perspective Lite July 2018 

As with Maths, the improvements in the GPS threshold measures have not 

translated into a rise in the average scaled score. Perversely, it appears that last 

year’s average scaled score was aided by the fact that 5 children did not even 

achieve a scaled score in the test and therefore couldn’t be included in the 

average scaled score calculation. This year, all children at least managed to 

register a scaled score in the test and this has had an effect of reducing the 

overall average. This issue has also been a factor in the Reading and Maths 

average scaled scores. 
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KS2 pupil group attainment 
 

Average Scaled Scores: Gender Reading GPS Maths 

Hunslet Carr Primary School Girls 100.6 103.3 100.2 

Hunslet Carr Primary School Boys 100.3 102.0 102.7 

Leeds Girls 105.2 106.5 103.5 

Leeds Boys 103.3 104.3 103.8 

National Girls 105.9 107.2 104.1 

National Boys 104.2 105.2 104.6 
Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

% achieving the expected 
standard: Gender 

Reading GPS Maths 
Writing 

TA 
RWM 

Pupils 
(RWM) 

Hunslet Carr Primary School Girls 56.5% 73.9% 69.6% 69.6% 56.5% 23 

Hunslet Carr Primary School Boys 56.0% 60.0% 64.0% 60.0% 40.0% 25 

Leeds Girls 75.1% 78.2% 71.9% 80.3% 64.1%   

Leeds Boys 67.1% 69.6% 70.7% 66.8% 55.5%   

National Girls 79.2% 82.2% 76.0% 84.5% 68.5%   

National Boys 71.6% 73.3% 75.1% 72.4% 60.5%   
Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

The girls’ combined RWM figure is limited by their pass-rate in the Reading test 

(which is a lot lower than in the other tests). The boys have achieved a more 

consistent pass-rate across the subjects, but unfortunately it wasn’t always the 

same boys who achieved the expected standard in each subject. For example, 

there were 4 boys who passed the Reading test, but who didn’t achieve the 

expected standard in at least one of the other subjects. 

Average Scaled Scores: FSM Reading GPS Maths 

Hunslet Carr Primary School FSM 99.7 101.2 99.7 

Hunslet Carr Primary School Non-FSM 101.0 103.7 102.8 

Leeds FSM 100.5 101.2 99.6 

Leeds Non-FSM 105.0 106.2 104.4 

National FSM 101.9 103.0 101.2 

National Non-FSM 105.5 106.7 104.9 
Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

% achieving the expected 
standard: FSM 

Reading GPS Maths 
Writing 

TA 
RWM 

Pupils 
(RWM) 

Hunslet Carr Primary School FSM 55.0% 55.0% 60.0% 50.0% 40.0% 20 

Hunslet Carr Primary School Non-
FSM 57.1% 75.0% 71.4% 75.0% 53.6% 28 

Leeds FSM 54.0% 55.6% 50.2% 54.2% 38.1%   

Leeds Non-FSM 74.6% 77.6% 75.8% 77.4% 64.1%   

National FSM 60.0% 62.6% 59.3% 62.6% 46.1%   

National Non-FSM 77.7% 80.3% 78.3% 81.0% 67.4%   
Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 
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The biggest gap between the FSM and non-FSM children is in Writing. Only half 

of the FSM children achieved the expected standard in this subject, compared to 

three quarters of the non-FSM children.  

Average Scaled Scores: Disadvantaged Reading GPS Maths 

Hunslet Carr Primary School 
Disadvantaged 100.2 101.9 101.3 

Hunslet Carr Primary School Other 101.0 104.0 101.9 

Leeds Disadvantaged 101.4 102.4 100.7 

Leeds Other 105.8 107.0 105.2 

National Disadvantaged 102.5 103.6 101.8 

National Other 106.0 107.1 105.4 
Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

% achieving the expected 
standard: Disadvantaged 

Reading GPS Maths 
Writing 

TA 
RWM 

Pupils 
(RWM) 

Hunslet Carr Primary 
School Disadvantaged 56.3% 65.6% 68.8% 65.6% 46.9% 32 

Hunslet Carr Primary 
School Other 56.3% 68.8% 62.5% 62.5% 50.0% 16 

Leeds Disadvantaged 58.7% 61.9% 57.4% 60.9% 44.0%   

Leeds Other 77.7% 80.3% 78.8% 80.1% 68.2%   

National Disadvantaged 63.8% 66.5% 63.5% 67.2% 50.3%   

National Other 79.7% 82.0% 80.3% 82.7% 69.9%   
Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018. NB National figures for Disadvantaged children are based 

on incomplete figures (approx 78% of national cohort) and should be treated with caution. 

Two thirds of this year group qualified as Disadvantaged. There is very little 

difference between their attainment and that of the ‘Other’ children in the year 

group and they have achieved results that are in line with Disadvantaged 

children nationally. It is the attainment of the ‘Other’ children in the year group 

which is low in comparison to supposedly similar children elsewhere. However, it 

is unlikely that the ‘Other’ children in this year group enjoy the same levels of 

affluence as many of the children nationally who are included in the same 

category.  

 

 

 

Average Scaled Scores: SEN Reading GPS Maths 

Hunslet Carr Primary School SEN 94.9 96.1 95.8 

Hunslet Carr Primary School Non-SEN 102.7 105.3 103.8 

Leeds SEN 96.9 97.0 96.4 

Leeds Non-SEN 105.5 106.8 104.9 

National SEN 98.1 97.9 97.6 

National Non-SEN 106.3 107.7 105.6 
Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 
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% achieving the expected 
standard: SEN 

Reading GPS Maths 
Writing 

TA 
RWM 

Pupils 
(RWM) 

Hunslet Carr Primary School 
SEN 21.4% 28.6% 35.7% 21.4% 14.3% 14 

Hunslet Carr Primary School 
Non-SEN 70.6% 82.4% 79.4% 82.4% 61.8% 34 

Leeds SEN 33.0% 31.8% 30.9% 28.4% 17.7%   

Leeds Non-SEN 78.6% 82.2% 79.5% 82.3% 68.0%   

National SEN 37.8% 34.9% 36.6% 32.9% 20.9%   

National Non-SEN 83.2% 86.8% 83.8% 87.9% 73.5%   
Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

14 children (29% of the year group) were identified as having SEN and their 

attainment is low, even compared to SEN children elsewhere, especially in 

Reading and Writing. The impact of the larger number of low-attaining SEN 

children on the overall figures has been considerable and the proportions of non-

SEN children achieiving the expected standard are similar to national, except in 

Reading. 

 

Average Scaled Scores: EAL Reading GPS Maths 

Hunslet Carr Primary School Non-EAL 99.9 102.3 101.1 

Hunslet Carr Primary School EAL 101.6 103.4 102.4 

Leeds Non-EAL 104.8 105.5 103.8 

Leeds EAL 102.1 104.9 103.0 

National Non-EAL 105.2 105.9 104.1 

National EAL 104.1 107.2 105.2 
Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

 

% achieving the expected 
standard: EAL 

Reading GPS Maths 
Writing 

TA 
RWM 

Pupils 
(RWM) 

Hunslet Carr Primary School 
Non-EAL 51.5% 66.7% 66.7% 63.6% 45.5% 33 

Hunslet Carr Primary School 
EAL 66.7% 66.7% 66.7% 66.7% 53.3% 15 

Leeds Non-EAL 74.8% 75.6% 73.2% 75.5% 62.7%   

Leeds EAL 57.9% 68.3% 65.5% 66.4% 49.4%   

National Non-EAL 76.2% 77.2% 74.9% 78.6% 64.5%   

National EAL 70.6% 78.9% 76.0% 76.8% 63.1%   
Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

10 of the 15 EAL children achieved the expected standard in each of the 

subjects, including in Reading, where they achieved better results than the non-

EAL children. Only half of the non-EAL children passed the Reading test and it is 

their attainment in this subject that is of most concern. 
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Average Scaled Scores: BME Reading GPS Maths 

Hunslet Carr Primary School BME 101.3 102.8 102.0 

Hunslet Carr Primary School White 
British 99.9 102.5 101.2 

Leeds BME 103.2 105.4 103.3 

Leeds White British 104.8 105.4 103.8 

National BME 104.6 107.2 104.9 

National White British 105.2 105.6 104.0 
Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

% achieving the expected 
standard: BME 

Reading GPS Maths 
Writing 

TA 
RWM 

Pupils 
(RWM) 

Hunslet Carr Primary 
School BME 66.7% 66.7% 66.7% 61.1% 50.0% 18 

Hunslet Carr Primary 
School White British 50.0% 66.7% 66.7% 66.7% 46.7% 30 

Leeds BME 64.2% 71.7% 67.9% 69.7% 53.8%   

Leeds White British 74.9% 75.3% 73.6% 75.6% 63.1%   

National BME 73.1% 79.6% 76.8% 78.0% 64.2%   

National White British 76.1% 76.6% 74.7% 78.3% 64.1%   
Data Source: Perspective Lite July 2018 

As with the KS1 cohort, there were only a few BME children who did not have 

English as an additional language, so the figures for the two groups are very 

similar. 
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7. KS1-2 Progress 
 

The DfE will not be publishing their official (but still provisional) progress scores 

until Performance Tables Data Checking Exercise is undertaken just before the 

start of term. However, unofficial progress figures have been calculated and 

published in Perspective Lite; these figures should be treated with caution but 

could be helpful in providing an early, rough indication of the progress that has 

been achieved in 2018. 

These figures should be treated with caution; the authors have attempted to 

replicate the methodology which will be used by the DfE, but not all details of 

the official calculations are currently available. There may also be minor 

differences in the “national” dataset used in these calculations as this has been 

aggregated from the submissions of individual LA data sets, rather than the 

complete national data set which will be used by the DfE. Last year, these 

figures turned out to be reasonably close to, but not exactly the same as, the 

official figures produced by the DfE. 

The table and chart below represent the official data for 2016 and 2017, 

alongside the unofficial data for 2017. 

As already mentioned, the DfE have signalled their intention to replace the 

separate Floor Standards and Coasting School measures with a new, and as yet 

undisclosed, accountability measure. For reference purposes, in 2016 & 2017, 

the ‘sufficient progress’ (Floor Standard) threshold was -5 in Reading and Maths, 

and -7 in Writing. The ‘Coasting School’ threshold was -2.5 in Reading and Maths 

and -3.5 in Writing. 

 

Hunslet Carr 
Primary School 

Reading 
2016 

Reading 
2017 

Reading 
2018 

Writing 
2016 

Writing 
2017 

Writing 
2018 

Maths 
2016 

Maths 
2017 

Maths 
2018 

Progress Score -1.3 -3.4 -3.1 2.7 -2.3 -3.1 0.6 -1.1 -1.5 

Lower Confidence 
Interval -3.0 -5.0 -4.9 1.0 -3.9 -4.9 -0.9 -2.6 -3.2 

Upper Confidence 
Interval 0.4 -1.8 -1.3 4.4 -0.7 -1.3 2.1 0.4 0.2 

Significance - Sig- Sig- Sig+ Sig- Sig- - - - 
Data Source: DfE Performance Tables (2016 & 2017) Perspective Lite (2018) 

Given the improvements in attainment described in the previous section, it could 

come as an unpleasant surprise to see that there has been little or no 

improvement in the progress figures and that two of the subjects look like they 

will remain significantly below national this year. However, we need to 

remember that progress scores are calculated in relation to the KS1 prior 

attainment of the individual children concerned. The school’s IDSR for 2017 

provides prior attainment data for last year’s Year 6 and this year’s Year 6  - and 

there are clear differences between the two cohorts. The 2017 cohort had a KS1 

APS which was about 1.5pts lower than the equivalent national KS1 APS, but the 

2018 cohort had a KS1 APS which was only 0.7pts below national. The KS2 
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outcomes of each child are compared against those of children nationally with 

similar prior attainment at KS1, so in effect the 2018 cohort needed to achieve 

better results than the 2017 cohort, just to achieve the same kind of progress 

scores. The attainment of this cohort needed to be much closer to national 

performance in order to achieve ‘average’ progress. 

A scan of the pupil level progress figures reveals another major issue. Several 

children in the year group had no KS1 scores, presumably because they arrived 

from overseas during the course of KS2. As such, these children cannot be 

included in the school’s progress figures, but some of these children achieved 

excellent outcomes. The progress of these children is not reflected in the 

school’s official performance figures. 

There is also a wealth of national data and research11 which provides strong 

evidence that rates of progress for White children from long-term disadvantaged 

backgrounds (particularly those in the North of England) are much lower than 

average. Many children attending this school belong to this demographic group, 

and it should be remembered that although their outcomes are being compared 

to those of children with similar KS1 prior attainment across the country, the 

progress calculation does not take account of social background. There are 

several children in this year group who received poor progress scores across all 

the subjects and it would be interesting to see how many of them belong to this 

demographic group.  

Based on these unofficial progress calculations, overall progress in Reading is 

only slightly better than last year, at -3.1 and is still significantly below national.  

Despite the improvement in the proportion of children achieving the expected 

standard in Writing, it looks as though the overall progress score will be even 

lower than last year and will remain significantly below average. There were 

several children in this year group with KS1 APS’s of 16.5pts or higher and none 

of them achieved greater depth, thus attracting negative progress scores (the 

only child who did achieve greater depth did not have any KS1 prior attainment). 

Some of these ‘higher ability’ children were assessed as working towards the 

expected standard, thus attracting extremely low progress scores. 

The average progress score in Maths will probably also be lower this year, 

despite the higher numbers of children achieving the expected and higher 

standards. A lot of the children passed the test, but achieved a scaled score that 

was a few points lower than achieved by children with similar prior attainment 

nationally.  

  

                                                           
11 For example: https://epi.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2018/01/disadvantage-report.pdf, 
https://ffteducationdatalab.org.uk/2018/02/long-term-disadvantage-part-six-measuring-disadvantage-in-the-
north/  
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8. Summary 
 

Notable successes and areas for celebration: 

 The proportion of children who achieved a Good Level of 

Development at the Foundation Stage has improved this year and is 

higher than achieved by many schools which have lower levels of 

FSM eligibility. 

 Attainment in Phonics is an on-going strength for the school; the 

proportion of children who were ‘working at’ the expected standard 

by the end of Year 1 is above national again this year, despite very 

high numbers of children with SEN in this cohort. 

 Attainment at KS1 isn’t as high as the exceptional results achieved 

last year, but it is still broadly in line with national performance, and 

given this cohort’s low prior attainment at the foundation stage and 

high proportion of children with SEN, these results should be seen in 

a positive light and represent good progress over the course of KS1. 

The very large number of Disadvantaged children in this year group 

achieved results which were better than those of Disadvantaged 

children nationally. 

 At KS2, the pass-rates have improved in every subject, and the 

headline combined RWM figure has improved by 9%pts (15%pts 

since 2016).  

 

Key lines of enquiry, or areas for investigation: 

 At the foundation stage, overall performance has been impacted by 

the low attainment of Disadvantaged and EAL children. It may be 

that large proportions of the children in these groups also have SEN 

and it would be worth investigating this further. 

 Attainment in the KS2 tests has improved this year, but this cohort 

had higher prior attainment at KS1 than last year’s Year 6 and 

progress data suggests that a lot of the higher ability children did 

not achieve as well as children nationally with similar prior 

attainment. The cohort that will be finishing KS2 in 2019 appear to 

have a similar prior attainment profile to this one, so it would be 

useful to check whether they are on track to achieve outcomes that 

are in line with their FFT estimates. This could highlight children 

who need targeted support. It might also be useful to undertake 

Question Level Analysis to spot if there are any aspects of the tests 

in which children consistently dropped marks.   
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