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In 2018, 67.7% of pupils achieved a Good Level of Development (GLD) in Birmingham compared to
71.5% nationally.

Birmingham’s GLD improved 1.8% from 2017 compared to the National of 0.8%, narrowing the gap
from 4.8% to 3.8%.

Birmingham’s GLD is in line with the average for Core Cities but nearly 1% below Statistical
Neighbours.

Children eligible for Free School Meals (FSM) outperform their national peers for GLD by 3%. This
represents an improvement from 2017 when it was 2%.

With the exception of FSM most pupil groups In Birmingham are behind their National peers,
however the vast majority have narrowed the gap in attainment from 2017.

Pakistani and mixed race White and Black Caribbean children have done well in 2018 both
outperforming the average GLD for their groups at National level. Bangladeshi children are at the
National average for their group.

In 2018, 81% of children in Birmingham achieve the expected standard of Phonics decoding in Year
1 compared to 82% nationally. By the end of Year 2 this rises to 91% and 92% respectively.

In Birmingham, 3% more FSM and 2% more Disadvantaged children achieved the expected
standard in Year 1 than their corresponding groups nationally.

All other pupil groups are within 1% or 2% of the equivalent National group at year 1 with the
exception of SEN with a statement or EHC plan and EAL children who are 6% behind.

Most ethnicity groups’ attainment is 1-3% below national equivalents. Pakistani children performed
in line with national and Mixed White and Black African’ and ‘any other Black background’ were
above. However Mixed White and Asian and White other children are attaining significantly below.

In 2018, 72.6% of pupils in Birmingham achieved at least the expected standard in Reading, 66.7%
in Writing and 72.8% in Maths. Although still behind National, Birmingham’s outcomes have risen
more quickly than national which has narrowed the attainment gap.

Birmingham’s key stage 1 results are 1% above the Core City average for Reading, 0.5% in Writing
and in line for Maths. Reading and Writing averages just below Statistical Neighbours but 2% below
in Maths.

Disadvantaged children in Birmingham continue to do well in comparison to National with Reading
and Maths being 3% above and Writing 4%.

With the exception of Disadvantaged children and FSM, other groups are behind their National
equivalents. SEN children’s attainment is behind their national equivalent however non SEN is very
close.

The percentage of Birmingham pupils achieving a greater depth in Reading, Writing and Maths is
less than the National averages, but they are narrowing.

Pakistani children in Birmingham have performed strongly across Reading, Writing and Maths in
2018 outperforming their group nationally and the overall LA average.



In 2018, 61.1% of pupils in Birmingham reached at least the expected standard in Reading, Writing
and Maths (RWM) and 8.5% achieved a higher standard. While still below the national outcomes of
64.4% and 9.9%, the attainment gap continues to narrow.

Within Reading, Writing and Maths, Birmingham is strongest in Maths and weakest in Reading.
Maths being within 2.5% of the National average for the expected standard and less than half a
percent behind the higher standard average. For Reading the attainment gap is 4% and 3.4%.
Writing continues to have the widest attainment gap for children achieving a higher standard.
Grammar, Punctuation and Spelling attainment in Birmingham continues to be in line with the
national average for children achieving at least the expected standard and 3.3% above for those
achieving a higher standard.

The progress of children from key stage 1 to 2 continues to improve in all subject areas with Maths
now above the national average. Reading and Writing while showing definite improvement from
2017 are still slightly behind national.

Birmingham’s RWM attainment is 1% below the Core Cities average and 1.5% below Statistical
Neighbours, however both represent improvement from 2017.

With the exception of Disadvantaged children and FSM, other groups are behind their National
equivalents.

Disadvantaged children’s attainment for RWM is 53%, 2.3% above National and FSM children’s
attainment for RWM is 49.2%, 3.1% above National. Progress wise in Reading and Writing, both
groups are roughly in line with their equivalent groups nationally and ahead in Maths.

Girls attainment in RWM has increased by 5.5% from 2017 narrowing the attainment gap with
national girls to 2.2%. Boys increased 3.6%, slightly better than national boys.

SEN attainment in RWM is below the national average for their group by 3.2% and the attainment
gap to children with no identified SEN is higher in Birmingham than nationally.

In 2018, Birmingham’s Progress 8 score was -0.04 compared to the state funded National average
of -0.02. This means that pupils in Birmingham made slightly less progress from key stage 2 to the
end of key stage 4 than those with a similar starting point nationally.
Birmingham’s average Attainment 8 in 2018 was 45.8 which is slightly below national average of
46.5. Direct comparisons cannot be made with 2017 due to changes in Ebacc grading method.
40.1% of pupils in Birmingham achieved a strong pass (9-5 grade) in English and Maths, whilst
59.6% achieved a standard pass (9-4 grade). This is below the National averages of 43.3% and
64.2% respectively.
English attainment in Birmingham is within a percent of the national average for students achieving
9-4 and 9-5 grades. Maths attainment for students achieving a 9-4 grade is 5.7% behind national
while those achieving a 9-5 grade is 4.7% behind.
English Baccalaureate attainment in Birmingham was in line or slightly below the National average.
The average points achieved per pupil was 3.98 compared to 4.04 at National. 23.9% of students
achieved the Ebacc with grades 9-4 0.2% behind the national average. Achievement with 9-5 grade
however is the same as the national average of 16.7%.
Birmingham'’s overall Progress 8 is above the Core Cities average by 0.02 but slightly behind the
Statistical Neighbour’s average by 0.01.
Birmingham Disadvantaged pupil's Progress 8 was significantly above Disadvantaged pupils
nationally averaging -0.23 compared to -0.44.
Average Progress 8 score for non-disadvantaged pupils is slightly higher than the national 0.14.
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The gap in progress made between Disadvantaged and non-Disadvantaged is much narrower in
Birmingham than Nationally.

The average Attainment 8 scores for disadvantaged and non-disadvantaged pupils in Birmingham

are above their national equivalents for both groups, the attainment gap is also narrower than
nationally.

The progress gap for SEN pupils is slightly wider in Birmingham than Nationally. While non SEN
students have the same overall progress 8 score as their national equivalents, SEN students make
slightly less.

Almost all Birmingham’s A Level performance indicators are better than national, Core Cities,
Statistical Neighbours, and West Midlands Local Authorities.

19.6% of A Level students achieved at least AAB grades of which at least two were in facilitating
subjects.

23% of A Level students achieved at least AAB grades in Birmingham compared to 19.7%
Nationally.

13.7% of students achieved at least 3 or more A levels of A*-A compared to 11.8% Nationally.

84.2% of students achieved ‘at least 2 substantial level 3 qualifications’ compared to 82%
Nationally.
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Early Years Foundation Stage Profile (EYFSP)

Key Messages

e 1In 2018, 67.7% of pupils achieved a Good Level of Development (GLD) in Birmingham compared to
71.5% nationally.

e Birmingham’s GLD improved 1.8% from 2017 compared to the National of 0.8%, narrowing the gap
from 4.8% to 3.8%.

e Birmingham’s GLD is in line with the average for Core Cities but nearly 1% below Statistical
Neighbours.

e Children eligible for Free School Meals (FSM) outperform their national peers for GLD by 3%. This
represents an improvement from 2017 when it was 2%.

o With the exception of FSM most pupil groups In Birmingham are behind their National peers,
however the vast majority have narrowed the gap in attainment from 2017.

e Pakistani and mixed race White and Black Caribbean children have done well in 2018 both
outperforming the average GLD for their groups at National level. Bangladeshi children are at the
National average for their group.

Background

The EYFSP summarises and describes pupils’ attainment at the end of the EYFS. Its purpose is to gain
insight into levels of children’s development and their readiness for the next phase of their education. The
EYFSP gives:

¢ the pupil’s attainment in relation to the 17 early learning goals (ELG) descriptors

e a short narrative describing the pupil’s 3 characteristics of effective learning.

“Good Level of Development” (GLD) is a standardised way of measuring performance. A child achieves
GLD if they achieve “at least the expected level” in:
e the early learning goals in the prime areas of learning (personal, social and emotional development;
physical development; and communication and language);
* the early learning goals in the specific areas of mathematic and literacy.

Overall Performance

Early Years Foundation Stage - Percentage of children in Birmingham achieving a
Good Level of Development against National

M Birmingham [1Gap =National

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
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In 2018, 67.7% of Birmingham pupils achieved GLD, an increase of 1.8% from 2017 which is above the
national average increase which means that we have narrowed the gap in attainment to just under 4% from

just under 5% in 2017.

National Comparisons

Percentage of children achieving a Good Level of
Development

67.7
65.9
63.7
67.7
66.3
64.2

Birmingham

Core Cities

68.6
66.9

Statistical
Neighbours

64.6
69.8
68.6
67.1

Waest
Midlands

71.5
70.7
69.3

England

Birmingham’s performance now matches the Core City average and remains around 1% below the
statistical neighbours’ average. The gap in attainment to National however has narrowed from 2017.

Percentage achieving a Good Level of Development

Statistical Neighbours Core Cities
Waltham Forest 75.4% Newcastle upon Tyne
Slough 73.6%
Sheffield
Derby 69.5%
Enfield 69.3% Bristol City of
Luton 68.9% Birmingham
Wolverhampton 68.7%
Nottingham
Walsall 68.1%
Birmingham 67.7% Manchester
Nottingham 67.6%
Liverpool

Manchester [ KA

Leeds

Sandwell 66.4%
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Pupil Characteristics

Gender, Free School Meals (FSM), Disadvantaged, Language (EAL) & Special Educational
Needs (SEN)

The chart below compares the National averages for GLD across Gender, FSM, EAL, Term of Birth and
SEN. There are gaps in attainment across all groups, apart from FSM where Birmingham outperforms
national by 3%.

Percentage of pupils in Birmingham attaining a Good Level of Development (GLD) by
Gender, FSM, Language, Term of birth and SEN against National

BGLD [Gap  — National
81
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— 61 =

3
L

w w — -
= e 2 E < < E E E % E E E
= _ o =
S S ] o c o > o
= = E = E — = (%] =
5 = = = =
£ ry B E o o
= w
wn @ O
—
o
]
)
Gender

Percentage of children in Birmingham achieving a Good Level of Development by gender against National

=== B'ham boys e National boys = @= B'ham girls = 4= National girls
85% -

80% -
75% -
70% -

65% -

60% -
55% -
50% -
45% -

40% -

35% . . .
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
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While the attainment of boys and girls in Birmingham remains below National, the gap is has narrowed from
5% in 2017 to 4% in 2018. In 2018 both genders have seen increases in attainment above National levels.

Percentage of children in Birmingham achieving a Good Level of Development by Free school meal
eligibility against National

B'ham FSM B'ham non FSM =—t— National FSM = ¢= National non FSM
74
75% - 72 73
69 kil S ¢
70% - e
65% - _ * -
60% | PR
55 - - ® —.
0, _ v
55% L & 5 57
50% - 54
51
45% -
40% - 45
35%
36
30% -
25% T T T 1
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

FSM children in Birmingham continue to outperform FSM children nationally. 2018 saw an increase in
attainment of 2% compared to the National 1%. The attainment of hon FSM children has increased in line
with national and remains 4% behind. Consequently the gap in attainment between FSM and non FSM
children is closing in Birmingham whereas nationally it remains static

Percentage of children in Birmingham achieving a Good Level of Development by Language against
National

B'ham EAL B'ham non-EAL ==#=— National EAL = 4= National non- EAL

75%

70% -

65% -

60% -

55% -

50% -

45% -

40% -

35% -

30% -

25% . | | |
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
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Attainment of EAL children has increased 1% in line with national to 63% which means they are remain 3%
behind other EAL children nationally. However non EAL children have seen a 3% increase in attainment
from 2017 to 71% significantly narrowing the gap to their group nationally which remains static at 73%.

Ethnicity
Birmingham pupils attaining a Good Level of Development (GLD) by ethnicity against
National
I Birmingham  [—__1Gap | National == == =(Qverall National
Indian /i1 79
Irish B/l 75
white and black African Byl ﬂ 73
white and black Caribbean Bkl +1
white British &1 Al 73
any other mixed background 70— 74
white and Asian [/ 76

vied [ZATTT:|

black African 69
White Bae)

All pupils B34
Black W&t
Bangladeshi W3t:]
Asian 68

black Caribbean ¥/

any other Asian background §5¥j
Pakistani B35
any other ethnic group W&

Chinese i1 15| 79
any other black background %1

any other white background et
Gypsy /Roma BEE]

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

The chart above shows EYFSP performance across ethnic groups compared to national averages of those
groups. The chart is sorted so that the highest performing group in Birmingham is at the top.

Attainment of Pakistani children remains above national by 1%, White and Black Caribbean children are
also above national by 1% with Bangladeshi children attaining the same as their group nationally. Children
whose ethnicity is not grouped to any of the above categories also outperform their peers nationally by 4%.

The remaining ethnic groups all have lower attainment than their group nationally, the most prominent
being Chinese at 15% below and White other at 8%. It should be noted that in 2017 Chinese attainment
was 73% in Birmingham and 74% nationally so this may be an anomalous outcome due to the small
numbers of children in the group (approximately 100).
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e In 2018, 81% of children in Birmingham achieve the expected standard of Phonics decoding in Year
1 compared to 82% nationally. By the end of Year 2 this rises to 91% and 92% respectively.

¢ In Birmingham, 3% more FSM and 2% more Disadvantaged children achieved the expected
standard in Year 1 than their corresponding groups nationally.

e All other pupil groups are within 1% or 2% of the equivalent National group at year 1 with the
exception of SEN with a statement or EHC plan and EAL children who are 6% behind.

e Most ethnicity groups’ attainment is 1-3% below national equivalents. Pakistani children performed
in line with national and Mixed White and Black African’ and ‘any other Black background’ were
above. However Mixed White and Asian and White other children are attaining significantly below.

The Phonics screening check is a short assessment of phonic decoding. It consists of a list of 40 words,
half real words and half non-words, which Year 1 children read to a teacher. Those children who did not
undertake Phonics or make the expected standard in Year 1 then re-take the screening check in Year 2.

A child is required to achieve 32 out of 40 to meet the expected standard. This threshold has remained the
same since 2012, the year of introduction.

Phonics Performance Birmingham vs National - Year 1
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The percentage of pupils meeting the expected standard in Year 1 has steadily increased since 2013.
Birmingham’s attainment has increased by 1% each year for the last 3 years but remains just below the
national average of 82%.

16



Phonics Performance Birmingham vs National - Year 2
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In 2018 attainment of children in Birmingham at the end of year 2 has caught up slightly to the national
average but remains 1% below.
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National Comparisons
Percentage of pupils meeting the required standard of phonic decoding
Year 1

Statistical Neighbours Core Cities

Waltham Forest
aitham For Bristol, City of

Slough
Newcastle upon Tyne

Walsall

Luton Birmingham

Derby
Manchester

Wolverhampton

Sheffield
Birmingham
Enfield Liverpool
Manchester
Leeds
Sandwell
Nottingham Nottingham
End of Year 2
Statistical Neighbours Core Cities
Slough 93% Newcastle upon Tyne
Wolverhampton 92%
Birmingham
Walsall 92%
Waltham Forest 92% Bristol, City of
Birmingh
irmingham 91% Leeds
Derby 91%
Nottingham
Sandwell 90%
Nottingham 90% Manchester
Enfield 90%
Liverpool
Manchester 90%
Luton 90% Sheffield

In Year 1 Birmingham is in line with its statistical neighbours average of 81% and comes around mid table
when individual results are ranked. Birmingham is above the core cities average of 80% and ranks 3rd out

of the 8 LAs.

For Phonics outcomes at the end of year 2 Birmingham compares well to core cities and its statistical
neighbours, being joint 5" when ranking statistical neighbours and joint 2™ out of the core cities.
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Pupil Characteristics

Gender, Free School Meals (FSM), Disadvantaged, Language (EAL) & Special Educational Needs
(SEN)

Birmingham pupils attaining at least the expected standard of Phonics decoding in Year 1 by
Gender, FSM, Disadvantaged , Language and SEN against National
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The chart above breaks down Birmingham Phonics performance at Year 1 across the different cohorts of
pupils, and compares each group’s performance with the equivalent national average.

The majority of pupil groups are within 1% or 2% of their equivalents nationally. Both FSM pupils and
disadvantaged pupils attainment is higher than the equivalent national. The difference between
Birmingham’s FSM / non-FSM groups is 10% and Disadvantaged / non-Disadvantaged groups is 9%. This
is significantly smaller than their national equivalents which are 14% and 13% respectably.

Conversely, the attainment gap between EAL and non EAL pupils is larger in Birmingham than nationally.
This is primarily due to EAL children’s attainment being 2% behind national.

Overall SEN pupils in Birmingham are 2% behind others nationally though SEN children with a statement of
EHC plan are 6% behind.
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Ethnicity
Birmingham pupils achieving at least expected level of Phonics decoding in Year 1 by
ethnicity against National
[0 Birmingham [ 1Gap | National ~ e= e= = Qverall National
Indian I a0
Chinese 91
any other black background 83 +2
white and black African 84 +1
black African 85
any other mixed background 85
Black 84
Asian 85
Pakistani 82
white British 83
Bangladeshi 83
All pupils 82
any other ethnic group I | 81
Mixed :I 84
White 82
any other Asian background 8 87

white and Asian m 88

white and black Caribbean
black Caribbean 180

Irish

any other white background

Gypsy / Roma

6] 42

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

The chart above shows Phonics outcomes for Year 1 pupils across ethnic groups compared to the national
averages of those groups. It is sorted so that the highest performing group in Birmingham is at the top.

Most ethnicity groups’ attainment is 1% to 3% behind the national equivalents. Pakistani children’s
attainment is in line with national. "White and Black African’ and ‘any other Black background’ groups
performed better than their groups nationally.

In 2018 the ethnicity group White Other is 12% behind the same group nationally. Mixed White and Asian
and Asian other have also fallen behind their groups nationally.
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Key Stage 1

Key Messages

e [In 2018, 72.6% of pupils in Birmingham achieved at least the expected standard in Reading, 66.7%
in Writing and 72.8% in Maths. Although still behind National, Birmingham’s outcomes have risen
more quickly than national which has narrowed the attainment gap.

¢ Birmingham'’s key stage 1 results are 1% above the Core City average for Reading, 0.5% in Writing
and in line for Maths. Reading and Writing averages just below Statistical Neighbours but 2% below
in Maths.

¢ Disadvantaged children in Birmingham continue to do well in comparison to National with Reading
and Maths being 3% above and Writing 4%.

e With the exception of Disadvantaged children and FSM, other groups are behind their National
equivalents. SEN children’s attainment is behind their national equivalent however non SEN is very
close.

e The percentage of Birmingham pupils achieving a greater depth in Reading, Writing and Maths is
less than the National averages, but they are narrowing.

e Pakistani children in Birmingham have performed strongly across Reading, Writing and Maths in
2018 outperforming their group nationally and the overall LA average.

Background

At the end of key stage 1 in 2018, children received Teacher Assessments (TA) in Reading, Writing,
Mathematics and Science. As part of this process to help inform the TA children working at a certain level
were tested in Reading and Mathematics. There was also an optional test in Grammar, Punctuation and
Spelling (GPS). A new framework was introduced in 2016, previous year’s results are not comparable.

Overall Performance
Birmingham Key stage 1 subject performance compared with national

M Birmingham  [lattainmentgap =National average

75.4 76.1

at least greater depth at least greater depth at least greater depth expected
expected expected expected

Reading Writing Mathematics Science

21



Exam and Assessments Results 2018

The attainment of Birmingham pupils reaching at least the expected standard at key stage 1 in 2018
remains below the national average across Reading, Writing and Maths by roughly 3%. When looking at
pupils reaching a greater depth this rises to a gap of 3.8% for Writing and Maths and 5.8% for Reading.

The picture does however look more positive when looking at attainment over time as Birmingham’s year
on year outcomes are improving at a faster rate across the board than national. Although still behind
national, we can see that the proportion of pupils achieving a greater depth at key stage 1 is significantly
more than in 2016.

Percentage of pupils in Birmingham attaining at least the expected level

against National
W Birmingham [ attainmentgap = National average

74.0 75.5 75.4 75.1 76.1
. 68.2 69.9

65.5

2016 2017 2018 2017 2017

Reading Writing Mathematics

Percentage of pupils in Birmingham attaining a greater depth against

National
M Birmingham [ attainmentgap == National average

23.5 25.2 25.6
20.5 21.8

17.8

2017 2016 2017

Reading Writing Mathematics
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National Comparisons
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Reading Writing Maths
£ 2018 72.6 66.7 72.8
69.5 T | e74]
= £ 2018 72.7 67.4 VER:)
22 06 70.5 m
o 2018 75.4 m 76.1
“ 2016 74.0 65.5

The charts above compare the percentage of pupils attaining at least the expected level of attainment at
key stage 1 for Birmingham and other targeted LA groups including Core Cities and Statistical Neighbours.

Birmingham’s Reading attainment is above the core city average by 1% and in line with its statistical
neighbours.

Birmingham’s Writing attainment is slightly above the core city average and slightly below statistical
neighbours.

Birmingham’s attainment in Maths is in line with the core city average and 1% below statistical neighbours.

Compared to the West Midlands and National average we can see that Birmingham’s attainment remains
lower across the board, however the 2018 attainment gap is smaller than previous years.
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Pupil Characteristics
Gender, Free School Meals (FSM), Disadvantaged, Language (EAL) & Special Educational Needs

(SEN)

Percentage of Pupil groups attaining at least the expected level in Birmingham against national equivalent
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The pupil characteristics charts show key stage 1 attainment for cohorts in Birmingham against their
national comparators.

The majority of individual pupil groups mirror the lower overall attainment in Birmingham to National. The
two exceptions being FSM and Disadvantaged children where roughly 3% more achieved at least the
expected standard across all three subjects Disadvantaged pupils’ achievement in Writing in particular was
3.7% above the national equivalent.

SEN attainment is closest to national in Writing which is 2.6% behind and the weakest is Maths which is
3.8% behind. For all subjects the gap for SEN support children is smaller than those with a statement or
EHC plan. Comparably the attainment of children without any identified SEN is very close to their national
equivalents being 0.8% behind in Writing and Maths and only 0.4% in Reading.

The following charts show key stage 1 attainment across ethnic groups compared to the national averages
of those groups. The chart is sorted so that the highest performing group in Birmingham is at the top.

Most ethnic groups in Birmingham performed below their national equivalent averages in all subjects —.
Asian children as group consistently achieve higher than the national average across all subjects although
below when comparing to other Asian pupils. Pakistani children however have performed strongly being
both above their group nationally and the overall LA average. Bangladeshi childrens attainment is close to
their national equivalent however Indian children while still attaining higher than the overall average are
roughly 5% to 6% behind their national equivalnets.

In Birmingham White children as a group achieve less than the national average acrosss all subjects and
are rougly 4% to 5% behind their group nationally. White British children attain close to the national
average for Reading, but are behind in Writing and Maths. Children from any other White background
however are significanly behind both the overall and equivalent averages nationally.

In Birmingham Black children as a group achieve less than the national average acrosss all subjects but
above the LA averages with the excpetion of Maths. Black African childrens’ attainment is roughly in line
with overall averages but below equivalents (though very close in Maths). Black Caribbean children’s
attainment is below their equivalents nationally by 4%-6% Writing being the furthest behind.

Mixed background childrens’ attainment in Birmingham is slighly higher than the overall LA average across
all subjects but less than their equivalents nationally. The attainment of the individual mixed race groups
varys significantly.

The attainment traveller of Irish heritage children in Birmingham has been supressed due to low numbers.
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Birmingham pupils achieving at least expected standard in Reading at key stage 1 by
ethnicity against National
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Birmingham pupils achieving at least expected standard in Writing at key stage 1 by
ethnicity against National
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Birmingham pupils achieving at least expected standard in Mathematics at key stage 1 by
ethnicity against National
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e [n 2018, 61.1% of pupils in Birmingham reached at least the expected standard in Reading, Writing
and Maths (RWM) and 8.5% achieved a higher standard. While still below the national outcomes of
64.4% and 9.9%, the attainment gap continues to narrow.

¢ Within Reading, Writing and Maths, Birmingham is strongest in Maths and weakest in Reading.
Maths being within 2.5% of the National average for the expected standard and less than half a
percent behind the higher standard average. For Reading the attainment gap is 4% and 3.4%.
Writing continues to have the widest attainment gap for children achieving a higher standard.

e Grammar, Punctuation and Spelling attainment in Birmingham continues to be in line with the
national average for children achieving at least the expected standard and 3.3% above for those
achieving a higher standard.

e The progress of children from key stage 1 to 2 continues to improve in all subject areas with Maths
now above the national average. Reading and Writing while showing definite improvement from
2017 are still slightly behind national.

e Birmingham’s RWM attainment is 1% below the Core Cities average and 1.5% below Statistical
Neighbours, however both represent improvement from 2017.

e With the exception of Disadvantaged children and FSM, other groups are behind their National
equivalents.

¢ Disadvantaged children’s attainment for RWM is 53%, 2.3% above National and FSM children’s
attainment for RWM is 49.2%, 3.1% above National. Progress wise in Reading and Writing, both
groups are roughly in line with their equivalent groups nationally and ahead in Maths.

e Girls attainment in RWM has increased by 5.5% from 2017 narrowing the attainment gap with
national girls to 2.2%. Boys increased 3.6%, slightly better than national boys.

e SEN attainment in RWM is below the national average for their group by 3.2% and the attainment
gap to children with no identified SEN is higher in Birmingham than nationally.

At the end of key stage 2 in 2018, children received Teacher Assessments (TA) in Reading, Writing,
Mathematics and Science. Those working at a certain level were also assessed by tests in Reading,
Mathematics and Grammar, Punctuation and Spelling (GPS).

To reach at least the expected standard in Reading, Writing and Maths (RWM) a child must:

e Attain at least a scaled score of 100 in the Reading test,
e Achieve at least the expected standard in Writing TA,
e Attain at least a scaled score of 100 in the Mathematics test

In 2018, a school is deemed to be above the floor standards set by the Department of Education (DfE) if:
« at least 65% of pupils meet the expected standard in RWM; or

+ the school achieves sufficient progress scores in all three subjects. Which is at least -5 in Reading,
-5 in Mathematics and -7 in Writing.

A new key stage 2 assessment framework was introduced in 2016, previous year’s results are not
comparable. The writing teacher assessment frameworks changed in 2018 and so figures for previous
years are not directly comparable.
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Percentage of pupils attaining key measures at key stage 2 for Birmingham against

National
M Birmingham [ gap =National
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15.0
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Depth
Reading, Writing and Reading Writing Maths GPS

Mathematics

Attainment for combined Reading, Writing and Maths remains below the national average. The gap is
narrower for children achieving a higher standard.

Individually Maths is the strongest subject and is 2.5% below the National average for the expected
standard and less than 0.5% behind the high standard. In Reading the attainment gap is 4% and 3.4%. In
Writing the gap in attainment is the same as Maths at 2.5% but has the widest attainment gap (4.9%) for
children achieving a high standard (greater depth).

Grammar, Punctuation and Spelling (GPS) attainment in Birmingham continues to be in line with the
national average for children achieving at least the expected standard and 3.3% above for those achieving
a high standard.

The graphs on the following page show attainment over time. The proportion of children achieving at least
the expected standard has broadly increased, narrowing the attainment gap to national across the majority
of subjects.

Reading, Writing and Maths attainment has increased by 4.4% between 2017 and 2018 which is 1.1%
more than the national increase. Reading has seen the largest increase rising by 4.8% also 1.1% more
than national. The increase in Writing attainment is lower at 2.9% though still 0.9% above national. The
improvement in Maths attainment is much lower being only 0.2% above 2017 levels, however this is
partially mirrored nationally where the increase was 0.6%.

GPS attainment while still in line with the national average has slightly fallen in 2018 being 0.6% lower than
2017. The national average saw a slight increase of 0.6%.
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Percentage of pupils in Birmingham attaining at least the expected level against National
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Attainment at higher standards in Birmingham has seen consistent improvement, as with attainment at
expected standard the gap to national is narrowing across the majority of subjects.

Reading, Writing and Maths attainment increased by 2.4% since 2017 and is now 1.4% behind national.

Writing attainment continues to be the furthest behind national however the attainment gap narrowed 1.8%
from 2017. Maths attainment also increased over 2017 although at a lower rate than national resulting in a
slight increase in the attainment gap from 0.1% to 0.4%.

GPS attainment while still comfortably above national has seen a slower increase than national levels with
the margin narrowing to 0.8%.
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The graph below shows the average scaled scores achieved in key stage 2 tests over time. Actual points
awarded in tests are converted to a scaled score ranging from 80 to 120. A score of 100 represents the
expected standard, a score of 110 represents a high standard.

Birmingham has narrowed the gap to the national average in Reading, remains marginally behind in maths
and continues to be above in GPS.

Average scaled score Birmingham against National
W Birmingham OGap National

Reading

Maths

Grammar,
punctuation
and spelling

The progress measures, introduced in 2016, are a type of value added measure, which means that pupils’
results are compared to the actual achievements of other pupils nationally with similar prior attainment.
This is undertaken by looking at a pupil’'s average performance at key stage 1 across reading, writing and
maths.

Pupils are then allocated into prior attainment groups with other pupils who have the same key stage 1
average point score as them. To establish a pupil’s progress score, the individual pupil’s key stage 2 result
is then compared to the national average key stage 2 attainment for pupils with similar key stage 1 average
points scores to them. A pupil’s progress score is the difference between their actual KS2 result and the
average result of those in their prior attainment group. For example, if Emily received 102 in reading at KS2
and the average KS2 reading score for her prior attainment group was 101 - her progress score would be
+1.

Progress is calculated for individual pupils solely to establish a school or pupil group’s overall progress
score. There is no need for schools to share individual pupil progress scores with their pupils or parents
and there is no ‘target’ for the amount of progress an individual pupil is expected to make.

Progress scores are centred around O (the national average), with most schools within the range -5 to +5.
This information is only available for single subjects rather than an overall figure for RWM.
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The above graphs show Birmingham’s progress in Reading, Writing and Maths from 2016 to 2018
represented as a yellow diamond, the grey lines to either side are confidence intervals. The national
average of 0 is represented by the vertical axis.

In Birmingham all subjects have seen the average progress from key stage 1 to key stage 2 increase from
previous years.

In 2018 Reading and Writing have both seen an improvement of 0.6 from 2017’s average, however at
overall averages of -0.3 they are both still slightly behind national progress

Maths, while seeing a smaller increase in progress than the other subjects but is nonetheless above
national at +0.2.
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National Comparisons

The following charts show how Birmingham’s attainment and progress at key stage 2 compares to national
and other targeted LA groups including Core Cities and Statistical Neighbours.
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Overall Reading, Writing and Maths attainment is 1% behind core cites and 1.5% behind statistical
neighbours. This is roughly mirrored in Reading and Maths. Attainment in Writing is however closer to both
being 0.2% behind core cites and 1.2% behind statistical neighbours.
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Percentage of pupils reaching at least the expected standard in
Reading, Writing and Maths

Core Cities

Birmingham and Statistical Neighbours

Waltham Forest 70.2% Newcastle upon Tyne

Slough 68.6%

Bristol City of
Wolverhampton 65.3%

Enfield 64.6% Sheffield
Manchester 62.2% Manchester
Nottingham 62.0%

Walsall 61.5% Nottingham
Birmingham 61.1% Liverpool

Sandwell 60.8%
Leeds

Derby 60.4%
Luton 59.2% Birmingham

The charts above show Birmingham’s attainment ranked against other individual LAs within statistical
neighbours and other Core Cities. Birmingham is ranked 8" out of 11 when comparing against statistical
neighbours and last out of the 8 core cities. In 2017 Birmingham’s core city ranking was 7" above Leeds, it
should also be noted that Birmingham’s attainment has risen slightly faster than the core city average 4.4%

compared to 3.7%.

Key Stage 2 progress

< Birmingham @ Core Cities < Statistical Neighbours

Maths '—6—' L 4 <>
Writing '—e—' 0 <>
Reading '—e—' <> 0

-03 -02 01 00 O01 02 03 04 05 06 0.7 03
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The above graph shows the average progress made in 2018 for Birmingham, core cites and statistical
neighbours. National progress of 0 is represented by the vertical axis.

Maths progress while above national is behind the other LA groups but closer to the core city average.
Reading and Writing are below national and lag further behind the LA groups.

The accompanying graphs on the next page show progress for the individual LAs within statistical
neighbours and core cites groups ranked in order highest to lowest. The grey lines to the side of each
diamond represent confidence intervals, the larger they are the smaller the number of children within the

LA.

Birmingham’s highest ranking is in Maths and its lowest is in Writing, in all subjects it should be noted that
multiple LAs have the same outcomes.

37



Newcastle upon Tyne
Manchester
Wolverhampton
Nottingham
Waltham Forest

Core Cities ave

Leeds

Enfield

Statistical Neighbours ave
Slough

Bristol City of
Sheffield

Liverpool

Walsall

Sandwell
Birmingham

Derby

Luton

Waltham Forest
Newcastle upon Tyne
Wolverhampton
Nottingham

Slough

Enfield

Bristol City of
Sheffield

Sandwell
Manchester
Statistical Neighbours ave
Core Cities ave
Liverpool

Leeds

Derby

Luton

Birmingham

Walsall

Exam and Assessments Results 2018

Key stage 2 Reading Progress

< Statistical Neighbours

¢ Birmingham @ Core Cities

&

-20 -18 -15 -1.3 -1.0 -0.8 -05 -03 00 03 05 0.8 10 13 15 18 2.0

Key stage 2 Writing Progress

< Birmingham @ Core Cities < Statistical Neighbours

| e
| —O—
s
| —O—
| ——
_|—0—|
| H&H
_|—<>—|
| H®H
| KA
-
e
ad
—OH
|—<>—_
a ol
|:

-20 -18 -15 -1.3 -1.0 -0.8 -05 -0.3 0.0 0.3 05 038 1.0

13 15 18 2.0



Newcastle upon Tyne
Waltham Forest
Nottingham
Manchester

Slough

Enfield

Statistical Neighbours ave
Core Cities ave
Wolverhampton
Walsall

Sandwell

Liverpool

Leeds

Birmingham

Sheffield

Bristol City of

Luton

Derby

< Birmingham @ Core Cities

Exam and

Key stage 2 Maths Progress

O Statistical Neighbours

Assessments Results 2018

39

-20 -1.8 -1.5 -1.3 -1.0 -0.8 -0.5 -0.3 0.0 O.

T T
3 05 081

.0 13 15 18 2.0



Percentage of pupils in Birmingham reaching the Expected Standard for Reading, Writing
& Maths by pupil groups against National
M Birmingham [ Gap — National

70.5

73.7

68.4 67.6

i
o

2.0

Sl
o

=
<L
i

girls

7]

> =
v

s ol

non FSM

non EAL
AlISEN pupils
SEN support

-
1]
1]
T
=
c
©
>

gl
I

2

h=

No identified SEN

(]
I
©
iy
t‘OC
-
zcE
U o
ZE
v o2
(]
7

non disadvantaged

The pupil characteristics charts show key stage 2 attainment in Reading, Writing and Maths for pupil
groups in Birmingham against their national comparators.

The majority of individual pupil groups mirror the lower overall attainment in Birmingham compared to
National. The two exceptions being Disadvantaged and FSM groups.

Disadvantaged children’s attainment for RWM is 53%, 2.3% above National and FSM children’s attainment
for RWM is 49.2%, 3.1% above National.

The gap to the equivalent national average is 2.5% for girls and 3.9% for boys which has contributed to a
much wider gender difference in attainment in Birmingham compared to national.

Overall SEN attainment is below the equivalent national average by 3.2%. The gap is wider for SEN
support which is 3.5%. Children with no identified SEN have a comparably smaller gap at 1.9% behind
their equivalents nationally.

The gap in attainment between EAL and non EAL pupils is very similar to their national equivalents.

The graph on the following page shows the same pupil groups ranked in order of attainment against their
national equivalents. Note the inclusion of Mobile and non-Mobile groups. A child is classed as nhon-Mobile
if they have been within the same school for 2 years or more. Note that we do not have the National
averages for these groups.
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Percentage achieving at least expected standard in Reading, Writing & Maths by pupil
group
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The three charts below show the progress scores for Reading, Writing and Maths by pupil group for
Birmingham and Nationally. They are sorted in descending order by Birmingham progress score (yellow
diamond) and their national equivalent (hollow blue diamond). The grey lines to the side of each diamond
represent confidence intervals for each group in Birmingham, the larger they are the smaller the number of

children within the group. The National average for all pupils is O (represented by the vertical axis).

Key stage 2 Reading progress by pupil group
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Key stage 2 Writing progress by pupil group
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Key stage 2 Maths progress by pupil group
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In Reading, the majority of pupil groups make slightly less Progress than their national equivalents. Both
disadvantaged and FSM pupil groups are very close to their national groups. SEN with statements or EHC

plans make the same progress as their group nationally however overall SEN is behind.

Writing roughly mirrors Reading however SEN pupils do much better as their progress closely matches that

of their groups nationally.

Maths in Birmingham shows a much more positive picture with the majority of groups making more or the
same progress as their groups nationally with SEN progress matching national SEN. EAL pupils make the

most progress in Maths however they are significantly behind their group nationally.
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The graphs below show the ethnic distribution of Birmingham key stage 2 eligible pupils in 2018.

Number of eligible pupils for key stage 2 results in Birmingham by
ethnicity (main groups)
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Number of eligible pupils for key stage 2 results in Birmingham by
ethnicity (sub groups)
white British 4837 (30.5%)
Pakistani 3896 (24.6%)

black African 1247 (7.9%)

Bangladeshi 859 (6.0%)
any other ethnic group 837 (5.3%)
Indian 7239 (4.6%)
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any other mixed background 389 (2.5%)
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The following chart shows key stage 2 attainment for RWM across ethnic groups compared to the national
averages of those groups. It is sorted so that the highest performing group in Birmingham is at the top.

Percentage achieving at least expected standard in Reading, Writing & Maths by pupil
group
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In Birmingham Asian children’s attainment as group is slightly below the national overall average and 4.9%
behind when comparing to ‘Asian other’ pupils nationally. Indian, Bangladeshi and ‘Asian other’ are all
above the national average but only Bangladeshi children’s attainment is comparable to their group
nationally. Pakistani children while performing close to the national average for their group are below the
overall national.

White children’s attainment as a group is lower than overall national average by almost 5%. White British
children attain slightly higher but are still 3.5% behind their group nationally. Children from ‘White other’
background are significantly behind both the overall and equivalent averages nationally. Irish children
however have done well, being both above the overall and 1.8% above their group nationally.

Black children’s attainment as a group is lower than the overall national average by just under 3%. Black
African childrens’ attainment however is slighly higher than the overall national average and within 1% of
their group nationally. Black Caribbean attainment is 1.8% behind their equivalents nationally and just
under 11% behind the overall national. ‘Black other’ children’s attainment is significantly behind the
equivalent national average.
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Children from Mixed backround’s attainment is 6.1% behind their equivalents nationally. ‘White and Asian

children’s attainment although very close to the overall LA average is 11.1% behind their group natonally.

The attainment figures for traveller of Irish heritage children in Birmingham has been supressed due to low

numbers.

Key stage 2 Reading progress by ethnicity
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Key stage 2 Writing progress by ethnicity
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Key stage 2 Maths progress by ethnicity
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The three charts above show the progress scores for Reading, Writing and Maths by pupil ethnicity group
for Birmingham and Nationally. For guidance see Progress by pupil characteristics charts (page 39).

The majority of ethnicity groups in Birmingham make less progress than similar groups nationally, however
it should be noted that if the national outcome falls within confidence intervals then it is not deemed
significantly above or below Birmingham results.

Asian children as a group make the same progress as overall national levels in Writing, less in Reading and
more in Maths. Bangladeshi progress has however been above overall national across all subjects
although below their group in Writing.

White children make less progress than the overall national level across all subjects, Writing being the
weakest subject. ‘White other’ children however have made significantly more progress than the overall
national level and made the same level of progress as their group in Reading and Writing and slightly more
in Maths.

Black children’s progress is at national levels for Reading and Writing and slightly above in Maths, however
nationally in Writing the group makes more than the overall average. Black African children’s progress is
strong across all subjects particularly in Reading and Maths where it is also above the national group
levels. In contrast Black Caribbean progress is significantly below both overall and the groups national
levels across all subjects. ‘Black other’ children’s progress is similarly behind, particularly in Reading.

The progress of mixed race children is below the overall national average. ‘Mixed other’ and White and
Asian children generally speaking make good progress although White and Asian children have made less
progress in Writing. White and Black Caribbean children’s progress is significantly behind the overall
national average. In contrast to Black African with the exception of Reading, White and Black African
progress appears low, though it should be noted due to large confidence intervals they are not significantly
So.
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Attainment Gap
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Percentage of children attaining at least the expected level of attainment
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The attainment graphs on the previous page show the differences in RWM attainment between matching
pairs of ‘opposite’ pupil groups by end of academic year. The lower attaining group is represented by a
solid bar and the corresponding higher attaining group is represented by the tile above it. The hollow bar
in-between shows the attainment gap.

Currently in Birmingham the attainment gap between disadvantaged and non-disadvantaged is 4% smaller
than it is nationally. In addition, the attainment of these two groups has increased faster in Birmingham
than nationally, disadvantaged gaining 4.5% more than 2017 compared to 3.2% nationally. Non-
disadvantaged attained 4.4% more than 2017 compared to 3% nationally.

The gap in attainment between SEN and non-SEN children is currently 1.3% higher in Birmingham than it is
nationally. SEN pupils have seen an increase in attainment of 3.4% compared to 3% nationally. Pupils
with no identified SEN have seen a 5.2% increase in attainment compared to 3.4% nationally.

In 2018 the attainment of girls in Birmingham has increased by 5.5% compared with 3.6% for boys.
Nationally the genders improved at similar rates with girls increasing by 3.3% and boys by 3.2%. As a
result, both genders are now closer to their national equivalents but it has widened the attainment gap in
Birmingham which is now 2% wider than national.

Birmingham EAL children have seen an attainment increase of 6.6% over 2017, national rose by 4.6%.
Non-EAL children have seen an increase of 2.8% which is slightly lower than 3% nationally however the
attainment gap between the two groups is now marginally smaller in Birmingham compared to national.

The graphs on the following pages show the differences in attainment between ethnic groups when
showing further breakdown by gender and disadvantaged status. The following ethnicity groups are
excluded due to small numbers when applying the gender and disadvantaged split: Gypsy/Roma, Irish,
Chinese, White and Black African, Travellers of Irish Heritage.

Generally the pupil groups achieving more than the LA average are non-disadvantaged with a higher ratio
of girls than boys. However this is not always the case for example disadvantaged Indian boys are above
the overall LA average at both expected and higher standards.
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