
 

Analysis of end of year Assessment data via CASPA 2016-17 

The Ridgeway Community School mainly defines expected progress as staying within 5 percentile 

points of the progress across the core subjects typically expected from a student, given their age and 

prior achievement, as measured by CASPA. Therefore any increase of more than 5 percentile points 

is defined as above expected progress and any decrease in attainment of 5 percentile points or more 

is defined as below expected progress. These levels have been agreed by the Surrey CASPA pilot 

group and are the parameters used by the majority of Surrey special schools, as well as the 

indicators used in the central Surrey CASPA annual report. This method of defining progress has 

flaws, but is the most accurate method that the school currently are aware of. Because of this, the 

school will endeavour to explore other measures of progress alongside the main method stated 

above.  

In late June 2017, The Ridgeway’s assessment data was transferred from SOLAR into CASPA for 

analysis. This was similar to the date given last year and will represent a full year at the school for 

most students.     

This represents the fifth year that the school has used SOLAR as its main assessment tool. It can 

remain a time consuming exercise and there is a larger expectation in some classes. However, we 

believe that the principle of using SOLAR is becoming embedded in the school and it has been easier 

for teachers to keep assessments up to date this year. There have been occasional mentions by 

teachers of students coming to them with questionable assessments, but these are greatly reduced 

on previous years. The majority of issues surrounding assessment this year have been down to the 

system update to SOLAR 3, which came with some software and data transfer issues, and also the 

new ‘beyond P8’ level descriptors and how these translated from old national curriculum levels. 

As in the last 4 years, teachers were involved in mid-year data for most students. Any student who 

was in danger of making below expected or slightly below progress according to CASPA was flagged 

up, with the relevant teacher being given a slip of paper informing them of the data, what was 

required to move the student to the expected progress, and any necessary interventions. If a 

student was in danger of making below expected progress, teachers were informed of what would 

be required to move them into the expected progress group. If the student was already in the 

expected progress group, then teachers were informed of how much progress was required for 

them to move into the above expected progress group. Teachers were then asked to make a 

prediction as to whether individual students could make the progress required to move up a group 

and predictions were once again pleasingly accurate, if slightly erring slightly on the optimistic side.   

For the second year, these mid -year assessments were broken down into each of the core subjects, 

with teachers being told about progress in English, Maths and PSHE. This split did show PSHE was 

often behind the other 2 subjects and led to some classes reviewing their PSHE teaching and adding 

extra PSHE sessions.  

Similarly to previous year’s, internal moderation of SOLAR took place. Moderation was done on a 

variety of subjects including PSHE to ensure that all classes agreed with assessment data being put 



onto SOLAR. There was agreement that the tasks used were appropriate and taking on board last 

year’s suggestion this year TAs where part of this moderation process, as they are responsible for 

some of the assessment entry.  

P scales remain mandatory for collection, so have not been altered in SOLAR. There is currently no 

indication whether this will also be the case next year, although there have been strong suggestions 

that P Scales will not continue. This was the first year that ‘beyond P8’ levels where introduced to 

replace the old national curriculum levels. We are still in a period of adjustment and it has been 

flagged up through moderation and assessment that there are some issues around the new levels 

and how they translate against the old national curriculum levels. This has been particularly 

prominent with pupils that straddle the two assessment systems or who have had data transferred 

over from national curriculum levels to ‘beyond p8’ this has mainly effect the FE and upper senior 

classes. We are continuing to amend and develop these levels, keeping an open dialogue between 

teaching staff, the data team and LMT so that these areas can be addressed.  

Progress measured by CASPA remains Outstanding.   

Percentile Graphs 

Once again, the graphs used to define progress amongst students have been updated, now showing 

data from 2013-2016. This year, there is a definite jump in results around Key Stage 1 and a levelling 

off for students of FE age. Whilst this is in line with National Data, and the KS1 data is unusual 

against previous years’ data. Having looked further into this we have 3 FE students who have found 

transition particularly problematic and also it can be explained by the implementation of new post 

P8 levels which are still subject to moderation and increased expectations for achievement at what 

was previously level. The nature of the percentile graphs also means that it will be more difficult for 

both the more and less able students to change categories.  

Overall Figures 

Overall progress has been Outstanding. Using an average of core subjects (Literacy, Numeracy and 

Science) the vast majority of students have made at least expected progress, with 25 students, from 

the 73 in the data set making significantly above expected progress. This is double the amount from 

last year. 3 students made significantly below expected progress and they will be discussed below. 

This is the same percentage as last year.  

Above Expected Progress 25 (out of 73) 34% 

Expected Progress 45 (out of 73) 62% 

Below Expected Progress 3 (out of 73) 4% 

 

 

 

 



Deeper analysis 

In April, we retrospectively looked at last year’s assessment data, breaking the figures down into 5 

sections rather than 3. This still defines significantly above expected progress as a rise of 5 percentile 

points or and significantly below expected progress as a drop of more than 5 percentile points. This 

tends to lead to a large expected progress in the middle. To address this, we will break this group 

into 3 sections, so that a fall of more than 2 percentile points is now defined as slightly below 

expected progress and a rise of 2 or 2 more percentile points is defined as slightly above expected 

progress. 

This gives the following table; 

Significantly Above Expected 
Progress 

25 (out of 73) 34% 

Slightly Above Expected 
Progress 

14 (out of 73) 19% 

Expected Progress 17 (out of 73) 23% 

Slightly Below Expected 
Progress 

14 (out of 73) 19% 

Below Expected Progress 3 (out of 73) 4% 
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Below Expected Progress students 

In March, 13 students were identified as being in danger of making below expected progress. Class 

teachers were given details on any of these students who were in their class and asked to create an 

action plan if any interventions were required.  We also worked with these teachers to predict 

whether their students would achieve the levels required to move at least into the expected 

progress group and these predications proved largely accurate. Following these steps, only 3 

students were left in the below expected progress group.   

Last year, this group only consisted of three students, who were all in Key Stage 1. We are aware 

that children in Key Stage 1 often fall into this group as the assessment criteria is often harshest on 

these pupils and expect a lot from them. This year only one of the 3 pupils are in Key Stage 1, Harley 

Johnson, was moved from a PMLD class at the start of year 1 and has made very good progress 

considering this. We are already aware that historically data is harsh on KS1 children and due to him 

changing from being classed as a PMLD child to an SLD child the data expects SLD levels of progress 

from him whereas he naturally learns at a slower pace. One of the other three students is Parys 

Carey, currently in year 4 and has had a series of medical issues this year and is losing skills as a 

result, especially within the last 6 months, this will be monitored and we might want to consider 

rebasing her in the autumn term to give a more accurate portrayal of what she can do now. The final 

student is Mathew Linen, who is in his final year of college and as well as having difficulties 

transferring his data over to the new levels he has also really struggled with the transition of leaving 

the Ridgeway this year and as a result has gone in on himself over the past 6 months. We know as a 

school that transitions can prove very difficult for our students and teachers do try to ease this 

worry, working with the pupils and talking openly about the transition and their worries, however it 

is still understandable very difficult for some students. 
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Two year period 

 2015-2016 2016-2017 Overall 

Above Expected Progress 13 out of 68 = 19% 25 out of 73 = 34% 22 out of 58 = 38% 

Expected Progress 52 out of 68 = 76% 45 out of 73 = 62% 30 out of 58 =52% 

Below Expected Progress 3 out of 68 = 4% 3 out of 73 = 4% 6 out of 58 = 10% 

Looking at the figures over a two year period, the below expected progress group remains the same, 

but the above expected progress group grows significantly, with more than 1 third of the students 

making significantly above expected progress.  The figures used above for 2015-16 are the figures 

used at the time, i.e. using the percentiles available in 2016. They would look slightly different now. 

The overall figures are the results of using this year’s percentiles, looking back over 2 years.  These 

figures reinforce the idea that progress is outstanding throughout the school, as above average 

amounts of progress add up over the years.   

 

 

Three year period 

 2014-2015 2015-2016 2016-2017 Overall 

Above Expected 
Progress 

16 out of 72 = 
22% 

13 out of 68 = 
19% 

25 out of 73 = 
34% 

23 out of 49 =  
47% 

Expected Progress 55 out of 72 = 
71% 

52 out of 68 = 
76% 

45 out of 73 = 
62% 

20 out of 49 = 
41%  

Below Expected 
Progress 

1 out of 72 = 
1% 

3 out of 68 = 4% 3 out of 73 = 4% 6 out of 49 =  
12% 

As you can see, progress is once again outstanding over this three year period.  

Comparison between cohorts 

As in previous reports, we will compare the progress of various cohorts throughout the school. As 

very few significant differences between cohorts have ever been detected at these times, we will 

start our comparisons by only using significantly above and below expected progress. If any 

differences between cohorts seem to be out of place, we will dig deeper, by also looking at the five 

different levels of progress.  

Comparing progress of boys and girls 

 Boys Girls 

Above Expected Progress 13 out of 43 = 30% 12 out of 30 = 40% 

Expected Progress 28 out of 43 = 65% 17 out of 30 = 57% 

Below Expected Progress 2 out of 43= 5% 1 out of 30 = 3% 

 

The groups are similar, with the above expected progress percentages being slightly higher for girls. 

This is not a significant trend at this point, but is worth watching in future years. Last year, the 

groups were very similar, so we will not analyse any more. 

 



Comparison of Different Learning Difficulties 

 PMLD SLD 

Above Expected Progress 3 out of 18 = 17% 22 out of 55 = 40% 

Expected Progress 15 out of 18 =83% 30 out of 55 = 55% 

Below Expected Progress 0 3 out of 55 = 5% 

 This is once again a significant difference in progress. Students in the Complex Needs department 

have continued to make expected progress.  SLD students have outstandingly well, with over 1 third 

in the Above Expected Progress group. For more analysis on these students, please see a separate 

More Able and Talented report, which will be written in July.  

 PMLD SLD 

Significantly Above 
Expected Progress 

3 out of 18 = 17% 22 out of 47 = 40% 

Slightly Above Expected 
Progress 

4 out of 18 = 22% 10 out of 47 = 18%  

Expected Progress 5 out of 18 =28% 12 out of 55 = 22% 

Slightly Below Expected 
Progress 

6 out of 18 = 33% 8 out of 55 = 15% 

Below Expected Progress 0 3 out of 55 = 5% 

With this split, it can be seen that the progress of both groups is Outstanding, but especially so for 

SLD students.  

Comparison of Looked After Care Status 

There is now no LAC within the school to take a data set from. 

Comparison of Free School Meals Status 

This group has grown in size and comparison is possible for 15 students, all of whom made expected 

progress or higher bar one who has been discussed above. Once again, there is not a great deal of 

information we can gain from this group, but they do not seem to be falling behind.  

Comparison of Ethnicity 

For this analysis, I am simply going to group students into White British, or ethnic minorities 

 White British Ethnic Minorities 

Above Expected Progress 23 out of 60 = 38% 2 out of 13= 15% 

Expected Progress 34 out of 60 = 57% 11 out of 13 = 85% 

Below Expected Progress 3 out of 60 = 5% 0  

Students from white British backgrounds do seem to do better, but I suspect this is caused by a large 

sample size. Groups from ethnic minorities are certainly not falling behind their peers.   

Comparison of Students whose parents are in The Forces. 

There are only three students we are aware of in school who have a parent in The Forces and they 

have once again made expected progress. It is difficult to draw any more conclusions from such a 

small sample size. 

 



Students eligible for Pupil Premium 

 Eligible for Pupil Premium Not eligible for Pupil Premium 

Above Expected Progress 5 out of 21 = 24% 20 out of 52 = 38% 

Expected Progress 16 out of 21 =76% 29 out of 52 = 56% 

Below Expected Progress 0  3 out of 52 = 6% 

Students eligible for Pupil Premium have done very well this year, with none making below expected 

progress.  

Disadvantaged Pupils 

 Disadvantaged Pupils Not Disadvantaged Pupils 

Above Expected Progress 7 out of 21 = 33% 18 out of 52 = 34% 

Expected Progress 14 out of 21 =67% 31 out of 52 = 60% 

Below Expected Progress 0  3 out of 52 = 6% 

There are 28 students in the school that are classed as ‘disadvantaged’, although 7 of them have not 

been at the school long enough to appear in progress data (many students are young). You can see 

from this that this cohort of pupils is doing very well and all achieving expected or higher. We will 

not be breaking this group down an further on this report but will break it into the 5 groups in a 

separate report in July.  

Post 16 Students 

 Post 16 2015 - 2016 Post 16 2016 - 2017 

Above Expected Progress 3 out of 13 = 23% 1 out of 14 = 7% 

Expected Progress 10 out of 13 =77% 12 out of 14 = 86% 

Below Expected Progress 0  1 out of 14 = 7% 

As you can see the results for the expected group remain very similar between the two year 

comparisons. We have discussed above the one student in below expected and the issues around 

the new levels and the transfer of this data.  We believe that next years end of year data will give a 

more accurate portrayal of the Post 16 results as the new levels will have been worked on for 2 

years and any data that may have been lost will have been reassessed and added onto SOLAR. 

Students in the ASD department 

Similarly to last year, students in the ASD department did very well. We will also look at students 

with an ASD diagnosis, whichever class they are in. This gives a group of 31 students, although 6 of 

them have not been at the school long enough to appear in progress data (many students are young 

and in Blue class or A1). This group does Include Michael Clark, who is in the ASD department, but 

does not have an ASD diagnosis. It also includes Cariad Bryant and Marie Day, neither of whom has 

an ASD diagnosis, but both of whom closely fit the profile. 

 ASD   Non ASD 

Significantly Above 
Expected Progress 

6 out of 25 = 24% 19 out of 48 = 40% 

Slightly Above Expected 
Progress 

4 out of 25 = 16% 10 out of 48 = 21% 

Expected Progress 4 out of 25 = 16% 13 out of 48 = 27% 



Slightly Below Expected 
Progress 

10 out of 25 = 40% 4 out of 48 = 8% 

Significantly Below 
Expected Progress 

1 out of 25 = 4% 2 out of 48 = 4% 

As you can see the majority of the pupils in the ‘slightly below’ category are ASD and so this might be 

a group worth focusing on in the following academic year. The one child in ‘significantly below’ is the 

boy in college we have discussed above. 

We will now look closer at the ASD pupils within the ASD department and how they compare against 

the whole school. 

 

 

 ASD Department Others 

Significantly Above 
Expected Progress 

1 out of 11 = 9% 24 out of 62 = 39% 

Slightly Above Expected 
Progress 

2 out of 11 = 18% 12 out of 62 = 19%  

Expected Progress 2 out of 11 = 18% 15 out of 62 = 24% 

Slightly Below Expected 
Progress 

6 out of 11 = 55% 8 out of 62 = 13% 

Significantly Below 
Expected Progress 

0 3 out of 62 = 5% 

The groups are similar and the lack of ASD children in the significantly below category shows that the 

ASD department is working so support their needs as almost half are making above or expected 

progress. 

With regard to the 55% slightly below and the 40% slightly below we believe this reflects increasing 

complexity and co-morbidity of needs. This coming year the more able ASD pupils with a single need 

will be integrated further into SLD classes, allowing for an increased focus with smaller group sizes 

for the most complex pupils. These are also those with the most challenging behaviour.  

Overall Conclusions.  

Overall progress remains Outstanding. The numbers of students making significantly above expected 

progress is much higher than last year. The 3 students who have made significantly below expected 

progress have been explained and they will be monitored closely next year.  Progress for SLD 

students is Outstanding. There are no significant differences between other cohorts in school.    

Antonia Gaut and Pippa Fox Data Analysts June 2017 


