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1 Summary 
1.1 The report follows on from the presentation and report to the Children and 

Young People Select Committee in October 2016. That report, based on the 
then provisional results, described the trends in primary and secondary school 
performance, with the information that was then available on national and 
London outcomes for Key Stages 1, 2, 4 and 5. The final results have now 
been published nationally so this report sets out the background to 2017 
outcomes, provides context in terms of inspection outcomes and summarises 
the action being taken. 
 
 

2 Recommendations 
2.1 The Committee is recommended to comment and note the report, in particular 

the actions underway and planned. 
 
 

3 Policy Context 
3.1 Across the London Borough of Lewisham there is a widespread working 

commitment to the vision, set out in Lewisham Council’s Sustainable 
Community Strategy 2008-2020, to “make Lewisham the best place in London 
to live, work and learn”. Education’s distinct contribution to the achievement of 
this vision is to improve the lives and life chances of children and young 
people in Lewisham.  
 

3.2 The vision is underpinned by three shared values: 
 we will put children and young people first every time 
 we will have the highest aspirations and ambitions for all our children and 

young people  
 we will make a positive difference to the lives of children and young 

people 
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3.3 In December 2015, the Mayor approved the establishment of an education 
commission to support the development of a future vision for education in 
Lewisham. 

 
3.4 The Lewisham Education Commission considered how the Council should 

best fulfil its role in ensuring high quality education for all children and young 
people in Lewisham, including the most vulnerable, and made 
recommendations on the future structures and systems based on national 
research and good practice.   

 
3.5 The Commission made a number of recommendations, including that there 

should be an agreement between the local authority, headteachers and 
school governors to set up a partnership to establish a school-led system of 
school improvement. This partnership would enable schools to work together 
across the borough, to draw on each other’s strengths and thus complement 
existing improvement partnerships between smaller groups of schools.  In 
September 2016, a Partnership Steering Group, with an independent chair, 
was established to produce and consult on a detailed set of proposals.  
Schools took forward the work of the Partnership, the Schools Forum agreed 
funding to support it from the Dedicated Schools Grant and in February 2018 
the Mayor agreed that the Council would formally join Lewisham Learning.   

 
4. Primary schools in Lewisham 

This section of the report summarises the borough level 2017 results at the 
end of Early Years, year 1 phonics, Key Stage 1 and Key Stage 2. 

 
4.1 The Early Years Foundation Stage 
 
4.1.1 Children at the end of year R are assessed using the Early Learning Goals and 
are judged as to whether they have achieved or exceeded an overall good level of 
development (GLD). These results are only published at local authority level (not 
school level). All Lewisham primary and infant schools have children aged 5 who are 
assessed at the end of the Early Years Foundation Stage. 
 
Table 1: Percentage of children achieving or exceeding an overall good level of 
development 
 

 2015 2016 2017 

All children - Lewisham 78% 79% 79% 

All children England 66% 69% 71% 

Children eligible for FSM 
- Lewisham 

71% 70% 71% 

Children not eligible for 
FSM- Lewisham 

79% 80% 81% 

 
4.1.2 Lewisham has maintained it high level of attainment for all children. It places 
the borough at the top of all local authorities in England. 
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4.1.3 The gap between those pupils eligible for the Pupil Premium and others 
remains at 10%. The gap is similar to that for Inner London, but significantly smaller 
than the national gap, which is around 18%. 
 
4.2 Year 1 phonics screening 
 
4.2.1 At the end of year 1 (6 years old) all pupils are assessed against the national 
phonics standards. The majority of pupils pass at the end of year 1, but those who 
do not reach the expected standard then are re-assessed at the end of year 2 (7 
years old). 
 
Table 2: Percentage of pupils achieving the expected standard in phonics at the end 
of year 1. 
 

 2016 2017 

All children – Lewisham 83.1 80.8 

All children England 81.0 81 

All children Inner London 84 84 

Children eligible for FSM 
- Lewisham 

70 70.8 

Children not eligible for 
FSM- Lewisham 

80 83.1 

Children eligible for FSM - 
England 

54 68 

Children eligible for FSM- 
Inner London 

63 77 

 
4.2.2 Nationally, in terms of the gap between FSM and non-FSM, there was a 14% 
gap in 2016 and a 15% gap in 2017. The gap in Lewisham in 2017 was 12.3%. This 
shows that, although bigger than we would want, the gap between those pupils 
entitled to Free School Meals and others in 2017 was smaller than the national 
average. 
 
4.2.3 There was a drop in results in this academic year. These decreases were 
mainly in schools which dropped from significantly above national average 
attainment to around national average.  Schools report that the make-up of cohorts 
in the schools which declined was significantly different, for example an increase in 
numbers of pupils who had had a disrupted or unsuccessful reception year in 
another school, a history of poor attendance and family problems. 
 
4.3 Key Stage 1 
4.3.1 When children reach the end of year 2 (age 7 or soon to be 7) they are 
assessed by their teachers using the National Curriculum standards in reading, 
writing and mathematics. They are assessed as meeting age related expectations or 
above. 
4.3.2 The table below compares 2016 with 2017 outcomes as these now give us 
direct comparisons using the current measures, which came into place for the 2016 
assessment period. 
 



4 
 
 

Table 3: Attainment at the end of Key Stage 1 
 

 2016 2017 Improvem
ent 2016 - 
2017 

 Lewisha
m 

National Inner 

London 

Lewisham National Inner 
Londo
n 

 

Reading 
expected 
standard 
(attainment) 

79% 74% 78% 80% 76% 79% +1% 

Reading higher 
standard 
(attainment) 

28% 24% 26% 25% 25% 27% -3% 

Writing 
expected 
standard 
(attainment) 

73% 65% 73% 73% 68% 73% = 

Writing higher 
standard 
(attainment) 

18% 13% 17% 18% 16% 18% = 

Mathematics 
expected 
standard 

(attainment) 

78% 73% 77% 78% 75% 79% = 

Mathematics 
higher standard 

(attainment) 

22% 18% 23% 22% 21% 24% = 

 
 
4.3.3 This was a mixed picture of some improvement, some remaining static and 
some declining. While Lewisham children did better than those nationally in 2017 the 
national averages improved compared to 2016. 
 
4.3.4 Schools that improved their reading, writing and mathematics results and were 
significantly above national averages included All Saints, Ashmead, Dalmain, 
Edmund Waller, Grinling Gibbons, John Ball, Kilmorie, Sir Francis Drake, St 
Michael’s, St Stephen’s, St William of York and Trinity. 
 
4.3.5 Where schools saw a drop in their Key stage 1 results this was often from a 
high base in 2016, but their results were still significantly above the national 
averages. These included Adamsrill, Beecroft Garden, Downderry, Fairlawn, Holy 
Cross, Rathfern, St Augustine’s and Stillness Infants.  
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4.4 Key Stage 2 
4.4.1 When children are in year 6, the last year of primary or junior school, before 
they transfer to secondary school they take SATS in reading, writing and 
mathematics. Reading and mathematics are assessed by external examinations 
whilst writing is teacher assessed using clear criteria from the Standards Testing 
Agency (STA). 
 
4.4.2 The combined reading, writing and mathematics results are the benchmark for 
schools at the expected standard, but pupils can also achieved higher standard or 
greater depth in the single subjects. 
 
4.4.3 The table below sets out the Lewisham averages compared to the national 
ones for 2016 and 2017. 2016 was the first year of these new assessments and 
pupils had only had 2 years of teaching of the new National Curriculum. 
 
Table 4: Attainment at the end of Key Stage 2 
 

 2016 2017 Improvement 
2016 - 2017 

 Lewisham National Lewisham National  

Combined 
expected 
standard 

56% 53% 61% 61% +5 

Combined 
progress 

+3% 0% 0% 0% -3% 

Reading 
expected 
standard  

67% 74% 71% 72% +4% 

Reading higher 
standard 

19% 24% 25% 25% +6% 

Writing expected 
standard 

77% 74% 77% 76% = 

Writing higher 
standard 

18% 15% 17% 18% -1% 

Mathematics 
expected 
standard 

73% 73% 74% 75% +1% 

Mathematics 
higher standard 

18% 17% 24% 23% +4% 

Grammar, 
punctuation and 
spelling expected 
standard 

75% 73% 76% 77% +1% 

Grammar, 
punctuation and 
spelling higher 
standards 

24% 23% 35% 31% +11% 
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4.4.4 While there was an improvement in almost all subjects’ attainment, the 
progress made by Lewisham pupils from KS1 declined.  
 
4.4.5 The combined score for all pupils rose from that achieved in 2016, which was 
the first year of the new SATS, however, that was true across England. Therefore, 
Lewisham was in line with the national average. 
 
4.4.6 The gap in attainment between the group of pupils who are eligible for the pupil 
premium and others is a measure that schools look at carefully. The table below 
shows these results. The data below shows that this gap is remaining constant.  
 
Table 5: Lewisham KS2 combined compared to Inner London 
 

 Expected Standard Higher standard 

 2016 2017 2016 2017 

Lewisham 56% 62% 6% 9% 

Inner London 60% 68% 8% 11% 

 
Table 6: Scaled score for Reading and mathematics for those children eligible for the 
Pupil Premium and others.  
 

 2016 2017 Improvement 

Pupil Premium 101.0 102.4 1.4 

Non-Pupil 
Premium 

104.8 106.2 1.4 

Gap 3.8 3.8 = 

National average 
for all pupils 

102.7 104.6 1.9 

A raw score is a score without any sort of adjustment or transformation, such as the simple number of questions 
answered correctly. A scaled score is the results of some transformation applied to the raw score. The purpose 

of scaled scores is to report scores for all examinees on a consistent scale. 
 
4.4.7 Schools that improved their combined Key Stage 2 results and were significantly above 
the national and Inner London averages in 2017 included All Saints, Brindishe Manor, 
Childeric, Holbeach, Horniman, Our Lady and St Philip Neri, St Joseph’s, St Mary 
Magdelen’s, St Saviour’s. 
 
4.4.8 A number of our schools improved, but were still below national and Inner London 
averages. These included Baring, Deptford Park, Grinling Gibbons, Kender, Launcelot, 
Rangefield, Sandhurst Junior, St Mary’s and Torridon Junior. 
 
4.4.9 A couple of our schools that marginally declined from 2016 were still significantly 
above national and Inner London averages. These were Gordonbrock and Brindishe Lee. 

 
 
5. Secondary Schools in Lewisham 
5.1 GCSE 
5.1.1 The examinations taken in English and mathematics in the summer of 2017 
were the first to be taken with no coursework and were assessed on a 9-1 scale. 
Grade 5 was judged to be a strong pass and Grade 4 a standard pass. Grade 4 is 
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the equivalent of a C grade so some comparison can be made between 2017 and 
2016 although not with Grade 5. Grade 5 sits somewhere between the old top C 
grade and low B grade. 
 
5.1.2 Ofsted as well as Ofqual have made it clear that comparisons with the 2016 
English and mathematics results are not feasible due to significant changes in the 
way these subjects have been assessed. 
 
5.1.3 Attainment 8 is one of key benchmarks for assessing schools, as well as pupil 
performance. Attainment 8 measures pupil’s scores over a basket of 8 subjects: 
these include English language and literature, mathematics, the 3 highest scores in 
the EBACC subjects and another 3 highest scores from EBACC subjects not already 
used or other approved qualifications. In 2017 Lewisham’s Attainment 8 score was 
44.2. The national for England state funded schools was 46.3. 
 
5.1.4 Progress 8 measures a pupil’s progress from the end of key stage 2 to the end 
of key stage 4 over the same subjects as used for their Attainment 8 score. Progress 
8 is cohort specific so it is hard to compare this between different academic years. In 
2017 Lewisham’s Progress 8 score was -0.28. The national score was -0.03. 
 
5.1.5 The tables below show how Lewisham pupils at the end of year 11 did across a 
variety of measures. 
 
Table 7: Percentage of pupils gaining both a Grade 4 and Grade 5 pass in both 
English and mathematics 
 

 2016 2017 Improvement Inner 
London 
2017 

National 
average 
2017 
(England 
state 
funded 
schools) 

Grade 4 in 
both English 
and 
mathematics 

51% 58% +7% 66.1% 62% 

Grade 5 in 
both English 
and 
mathematics 

N/A 38% N/A 46.0% 43% 

 
5.1.6: Although there was an improvement in the Grade 4 measure, the borough is 
still significantly below both the national and Inner London averages.  
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Table 8: Percentage of pupils gaining both a Grade 4 and Grade 5 in English and 
mathematics. 
 

 2016 2017 Improvement National 
average 2017 
(England 
state funded 
schools) 

English Grade 
4 

71% 73% +2% 75% 

English Grade 
5 

N/A 59% N/A 60% 

Mathematics 
Grade 4 

62% 63% +1% 69% 

Mathematics 
Grade 5 

N/A 42% N/A 48% 

 
5.1.7 There was an improvement in English and mathematics in 2017. English 
results are closer to national averages, which is encouraging. However, mathematics 
results still need to make better gains in order to be closer to the national averages. 
 
Table 9: Percentage of pupils gaining Grade 4 and Grade 5 in EBACC 
 

 2016 2017 Improvement Inner 
London 
2017 

National 
average 
2017 
(England 
state 
funded 
schools) 

Grade 4 23% 22% -1% 31.6% 24% 

Grade 5 N/A 19% N/A 27.8% 21% 

 
5.1.8 It is disappointing that EBACC outcomes went down by 1% from 2016. Science 
performed less well than humanities or languages. These subjects were still judged 
on the A*-C measure. Science 50.3%, humanities 62.6% and languages 68.2%. In 
2016 the results for these subjects were: science 60%, humanities 62.5% and 
languages 65%. 
 
Table 10: School performance in 2017 
 

Settings 2016 
E&M 
C+ 

2017 16-17 
E&M Attainment 8 Progress 8 E&M  

Grade 4+ 

National (all schools) 
 

59.5% 44.6  59.10% -0.4 

National (state-funded 
schools) 

63.0% 46.3 -0.03 63.90% +0.90 
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LA (state-funded 
school) 

56.2% 44.2 -0.28 58.70% +2.5 

Performance by school 

Addey and Stanhope 59% 39.9 -0.66 54% -5% 

Bonus Pastor 71% 51.9 0.39 73% +2% 

Conisborough College 51% 40.2 -0.37 47% -4% 

Deptford Green 66% 40.4 -0.34 52% -14% 

Forest Hill 43% 42.5 -0.76 56% +13% 

Haberdashers’ Aske’s 
Hatcham College 

70% 52.7 0.13 73% +3% 

Haberdashers’ Aske’s 
Knights Academy 

51% 42.6 -0.48 59% +8% 

Prendergast School 67% 56.6 0.41 75% +8% 

Prendergast Ladywell 43% 39.5 -0.78 47% +4% 

Prendergast Vale 59% 47.2 -0.13 61% +2% 

St Matthew Academy 60% 48.8 0.22 70% +10% 

Sedgehill School 42% 35.5 -1.05 41% -1% 

Sydenham School 72% 51.7 0.31 71% -1% 

Trinity School 58% 46.3 -0.43 69% +11% 

 
 

Table 11: Performance of key groups 2017 
 

 Attainment 8 
(whole numbers have 
been rounded) 

Progress 8 English and 
mathematics at Grade 
4 

All pupils 44.2↑ -0.27 58↑ 

Disadvantaged pupils 38↑ -0.53 47↑ 

Non-Disadvantaged 
pupils 

48↑ -0.06 66↑ 

White British 45↑ -0.30 59↑ 

Black African 45↑ -0.11 64↑ 

Black Caribbean 40↑ -0.55 49↑ 
The arrows show the movement in results from 2016. The arrows have not been added for Progress 8 because it 
is so cohort dependent. 
 

5.1.9 As with the overall picture for the borough the picture shows improvement on 
the 2016 results. However, this needs to be accelerated and the gaps closed 
especially between disadvantaged pupils, Black Caribbean pupils and all pupils.  
 
5.2 A Levels 
5.2.1 The A level examinations taken in 2017 were the first when AS levels did not 
count towards the final A Level grade.  
 
5.2.2: Some A-level subjects are more frequently required for entry to degree 
courses than others. These subjects are commonly known as ‘Facilitating Subjects’ 
which are: Biology; Chemistry; English Literature; Geography; History; Maths and 
Further Maths; Modern and classical languages; Physics.   
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5.2.3: The reformed A Level subjects, which did not include AS Level grades were 
Art & Design, Biology, Business, Chemistry, Computer Science, Economics, English 
Language, English Literature, English Literature and Language, History, Physics, 
Psychology, Sociology, Welsh First Language  
 
5.2.4 The table below shows how Lewisham students did across a range of 
measures sat in 2017. 
 
Table 12: A Level performance 2017 
 

 Average 
grade 
per entry  

Average Point 
score per 
entry 

Achieving 
AAB or higher 
in at least 2 
facilitating 
subjects 

Grade and 
points for 
best 3 A 
levels 

 2016 2017 2016 2017 2017 2017 

Lewisham D+ C 24.5 30.2 6.7% C 
28.51 

England 
state funded 
schools 

C+ C+ 32.1 32.39 17% B- 
35.12 

  
5.2.5 As can be seen from the table there has been a small improvement, but these 
figures do not include Lewisham Southwark College.  
 
6. Ofsted inspections in 2016-2017 
6.1 Lewisham started the academic year with 31 schools expecting to be 

inspected. During the academic year 22 schools were inspected: 1 school 
(Grinling Gibbons) that was previously Outstanding was inspected as there 
were concerns about a drop in its performance.  

 
6.1.2 Holbeach Primary dropped from Good to Requires Improvement. This meant 
that for the first time in a number of years not all our primary schools were Good or 
better.  It has since however achieved a Good inspection result.    
 
6.1.3 Four schools improved their gradings. As a result by the end of the academic 
year there was only 1 school in the borough that was graded as Inadequate.  
 
6.1.4 The following table shows the outcomes of these inspections. 
 
Table 13: Ofsted inspections 2016-2017 
 

School Type of inspection Date and outcome Improvement 

Chelwood Nursery Section 8 Sept 2016 Outstanding = 

Trinity Church of 
England School 

Section 5 October 2016 Good ↑ 

Rushey Green Primary 
School 

Section 8 November 2016 Good = 
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Prendergast Ladywell Section 5 December 2016 
Requires Improvement 

= 

Holy Cross Primary 
School 

Section 5 December 2016 
Outstanding 

↑ 

Holbeach Primary 
School 

Section 5 December 2016 
Requires Improvement 

↓ 

Athelney Primary 
School 

Section 8 January 2017 Good = 

Launcelot Primary 
School 

Section 8 January 2017 Good = 

Coopers Lane Primary 
School 

Section 8 February 2017 Good = 

Watergate Special 
School 

Section 8 March 2017 
Outstanding 

= 

Clyde Nursery School Section 8 March 2017 
Outstanding 

= 

Kilmorie Primary 
School 

Section 5 March 2017 
Outstanding 

↑ 

Elfrida Primary School Section 8 March 2017 Good = 

St Stephen’s Primary 
School 

Section 8 March 2017 Good = 

Turnham Foundation 
Primary School 

Section 8 March 2017 Good = 

Sydenham School Section 8 March 2017 Good = 

Grinling Gibbons Section 5 May 2017 Good ↓ 

St Matthew Academy Section 5 June 2017 Requires 
Improvement 

↑ 

Ashmead Section 8 July 2017 Good = 

St James Hatcham Section 8 July 2017 Good = 

Childeric Section 8 July 2017 Good = 

Deptford Park Section 8 July 2017 Good = 

 
6.1.5 During the academic year concerned a Section 8 inspection was carried out 
over one day to confirm that a school was still Good or was a monitoring visit where 
a school had been judged to require Improvement or was Inadequate. Where this 
was not the case the inspections were converted within 2 working days: as a result 2 
schools declined in their grading and 3 improved. 
 
6.1.6 A Section 5 inspection remained as two day inspection. 
 
Work to improve school performance 
Work to improve school performance is now through the Lewisham Learning 
Partnership: 

 The Secondary Challenge, supported by the DfE via the ATLAS Teaching 
School, has been operation since the beginning of the 16/17 academic year, 
working initially on the improvement of Maths and Science plus leadership 
support.   It is now providing a much wider programme of school improvement 
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 The implementation of the School Improvement Framework which enables 
early identification of schools requiring support and the brokering of school to 
school support 

 The implementation of peer review for nearly all schools in Lewisham 

 Cross cutting projects on key issues such as transition. 
 

6.1.7 Work is in place to drill down further into this year’s results and comparisons 
with statistical neighbours, particularly in relation to the attainment of underachieving 
groups.  Officers have commissioned a detailed piece of work looking specifically at 
the outcomes for Black Caribbean and Black African pupils in our secondary 
schools. This project is using the research undertaken nationally by LB Lambeth and 
a number of key academics, as well as meeting with school leaders, young people 
and their parents. The aim is to generate a series of recommendations for schools to 
help them raise attainment, improvements which will be beneficial not just for these 
groups but for all pupils. 
 
7. Financial Implications 

There are no financial implications arising from the agreements of the 
recommendations to this report. 
 

8. Legal Implications 
Section 13A of the Education Act 1996 requires that local authorities must 
ensure that their relevant education and training are exercised by the 
authority with a view to promoting high standards, ensuring fair access to 
opportunity for education and training and promoting the fulfilment of 
learning potential by persons under the age of 20 and in relation to persons 
aged 20 or over for whom an Education Care and Health Plan is maintained. 
 
 

9. Equalities Implications 
As stated in paragraph 5.1.9 the gaps between our more vulnerable groups at 
GCSE need to be closed.  This is a priority for the Lewisham Learning 
Partnership, for the council in relation to its statutory functions and for 
individual schools.   
 

10. Environmental Implications 
There are no environmental implications arising from this report. 
 
 

11. Crime and Disorder Implications 
There are no crime and disorder implications arising from this report. 
 
 

Report Author 
Jackie Jones, Service Manager for School Improvement and Intervention. 


