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Independent Review of Key Stage 2 testing, assessment and accountability
Final Report - 2011

The Final Report of the Review of KS2 testing contains some recommendations which will be of particular interest to middle schools.

A key concern for the report is that accountability should focus on progress made, as well raw attainment and proposes a number of measures to strengthen the usefulness and reliability of progress measures. Two of these will be particularly welcome in middle schools.

A key proposal in the final report could be particularly beneficial if developed.  In the context of a discussion on the effects of mobility on Key Stage 2 results in primary schools the report recommends the development of a measure of progress made during  Years 5 & 6:

We appreciate that schools are held accountable for pupils who arrive late in a Key Stage, and so the results of those pupils only partly reflect the contribution to their learning that their new schools make. We do not believe this is always fair on schools, particularly those with relatively high proportions of ‘mobile’ pupils. 

We recommend the introduction of additional attainment and progress measures for pupils who have completed the whole of Years 5 and 6 within the school.

(Page 33)
A nationally recognised measure of progress during the final two years of KS2 would make issues of accountability in three tier systems much clearer and provide useful data for Ofsted inspections.

The other key issue the report, which goes hand in hand with the first suggestion, addresses is the reliability of KS1 data:

A greater focus on progress will make it even more important that there is a robust baseline at Key Stage 1. At present schools are required to administer internally-marked statutory tests and tasks during the course of Year 2, which should inform the teacher assessment judgements reported at the end of the year. Local authorities are required to moderate summative teacher assessment in at least 25% of their schools. (page 27)
In support of these concerns they quote from some of the evidence they have received which echoes concerns expressed by middle school staff:

“KS2 teachers often feel the KS1 results are over assessed which leads to impossible targets for KS2 teachers. This is a particular problem in areas with middle schools… If KS1 and KS2 are in the same school it is less likely that a teacher would over assess a pupil as they would soon be found out by their colleagues. We have complained for years about this problem but nothing has ever been done.” 

“The most flawed part [of Key Stage 2 tests] is the measure of progress. We find ourselves in a situation where our main feeder Infant School is sending us KS1 results which can be at literally twice the national rates for L3 which we are then judged against.” (Page 27)

The report, therefore, recommends a greater scrutiny of KS1 and the moderations of KS1 results to give increased confidence to measures of progress to KS2:

As a result of the greater focus on progress and, given that Key Stage 1 results count towards the baseline for progress measures, we recommend the moderation process at Key Stage 1 is developed further to be more consistently rigorous. We suggest moderation at Key Stage 1 is better targeted so that schools where attainment and progress at Key Stages 1 and 2 are inconsistent are prioritised and moderated more frequently. We realise that many local authorities already target their moderation very carefully and we believe this should consistently be the case and made a formal requirement. (page 28)
The full report is available on the DfE website at this link:
http://www.education.gov.uk/ks2review
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