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Further to consideration of this issue by board members, the following additional 

points have been received. 

 

The end of Key Stage data is a highly unreliable indicator of school performance. 

At primary level, tests are internally administered and marked. As principals 

have become cognisant of their centrality to inspection, the integrity of the data 

has become increasingly dubious.  

 

Principals, out of fear of inspection, are in some cases, setting about designing 

'inspection-proof curricula', potentially causing extreme stress and workloads for 

staff, and at risk of delivering a very narrow range of test-led learning 

experiences for pupils.  

 

Many report a marked dichotomy between the ETI's rhetoric of 'collaboration and 

professional discussion', and the interrogative, data-driven, mechanical and 

perceived demoralising nature of the actual process.  

 

There is a view that a 'call-back' to schools judged as 'very good' or 'outstanding', 

is an appropriate strategy.  The rationale underpinning this approach is unclear.  

In the primary sector, it would be entirely possible for a school to be unable to 

replicate or improve on a previous year's KS2 results, due to a weaker year group 

having reached P7. Under the current inspection system, such a school would be 

judged as having failed to maintain its standards.  

 

 

 


