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Agenda

• Update on trends in special educational needs

– Including an update on the Cordis Bright SEN ‘stress test’

• Free Schools & Academies

• Serious youth violence and gang involvement: predictors, early 

intervention, identification and assessment

• Analysis of local authority children’s services spending intentions for 

2015-16



News updates

• Quality of assessments for children in need

– https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/children-in-need-and-child-

protection-quality-of-early-help-and-social-work-assessments

• SEND pathfinder final evaluation

– https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/send-pathfinder-programme-

final-report

• Funding for children and young people with SEND

– https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/funding-for-children-and-

young-people-with-send

• Stocktake of Youth Offending Teams

– https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/stocktake-of-youth-offending-

teams

• Seeability: Children in Focus

– https://www.seeability.org/children-in-focus

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/children-in-need-and-child-protection-quality-of-early-help-and-social-work-assessments
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/send-pathfinder-programme-final-report
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/funding-for-children-and-young-people-with-send
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/stocktake-of-youth-offending-teams
https://www.seeability.org/children-in-focus


Update on trends in special educational 

needs

And update to Cordis Bright SEN Stress-Test

October 2015



A note about comparisons with previous 

years

• SEND reforms mean that comparisons with previous years will get 

increasingly difficult.

• This is because:

– Information on primary need now relates to those with SEN Support and 

EHC plans, whereas previously it was School Action Plus and Statements

– A new primary need of Social, Emotional and Mental Health has been 

introduced. The primary need of Behaviour, Emotional and Social Difficulties 

has been removed (but SEMH is not a direct replacement)

• As a result, some comparisons with previous years should be treated 

with caution.



The number and percentage of children 

with statements or EHC plans in England
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Percentage of children by primary need
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Highest prevalence are MLD, SLCN and 

SEMH. The main needs with the greatest 

increase since 2014 are MLD (19% to 24%) 

and SpLD (10% to 13%). Please note, 

however, that this may be due to changes in 

data as a result of SEND reforms.

Note: data for 2015 is based on those with SEN Support or EHC plan. Data prior to 2015 is based on those with School Action Plus or 

Statement. 2015 data is likely to include a wider range of children.



The SEN Stress-Test

The national averages disguise substantial differences 

between local authorities



Seven indicators in the stress-test

• Percentage of children with a statement (2015)

• Percentage change in the number of children with a statement (2010-

15)

• Percentage of children placed in INMSS (2015)

• Percentage change in the number of children placed in INMSS (2010-

15)

• Percentage of children with a statement or school action plus with a 

primary diagnosis of ASD (2015) 

• Percentage change in the number of children with a statement or 

school action plus with a primary diagnosis of ASD (2010-15)

• Percentage of the total school budget spent on INMSS (2015-16)



Local authorities to watch…

• Kensington and Chelsea

• Kingston upon Thames

• Merton

• Plymouth

• Richmond upon Thames

• Rochdale

• Rutland

• Windsor and Maidenhead

• Wokingham



Update: Special Free Schools

October 2015

October 2015



Special free school dashboard 1
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+ 5 special free schools since 
last briefing… 

Open free schools Opening in 2016 and beyond…



Open Special Free Schools

Marchbank – BESD – Primary

St Mary Magdalene – ASD/SLCN – Secondary

NAS Thames Valley – ASD – All through

Churchill – SLCN – All through

St Marylebone Bridge – ASD/SLCN – Secondary

City of Peterborough Academy – SLCN – All through

Lighthouse – ASD/SLCN – Secondary

Rosewood – PMLD – All through

Eden School – BESD – All through

Inspire Special Free School – BESD - Secondary 

NAS Church Lawton School– ASD - All through  

Pentland Special School – MLD & ASD - All through 

The Bridge Integrated Learning Space– SLCN - All through 

The Rise School Hounslow– ASD - All through  

Forest Bridge School – ASD – All through

Wolverhampton Vocational Training Centre – SEN – 16-19

The Mendip School – ASD/SLCN – All through

Grove House School – SLCN – All through

Riverside Bridge School – ASD, SLD, PMLD – All through 

Special free schools – open prior to Sept 2015

Special free schools – opened Sept 2015



Academies and free schools: impact on 

low-income students



Ofsted: Most recent overall effectiveness 

judgement 31 August 2014

Sutton Trust (2015) Chain Effects: The impact of academy chains on low-income 
students.
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Percentage of disadvantaged pupils 

achieving 5A*CEM, 2012 and 2014

Sutton Trust (2015) Chain Effects: The impact of academy chains on low-income 
students.

Disadvantaged pupils in sponsored academies are 
slightly less likely to achieve 5A*CEM than those in 

mainstream schools



Future direction

• The Conservatives have pledged to:

– Open at least 500 new Free schools over the next Parliament, resulting in 270,000 

new school places. 

• The Education and Adoption Bill currently going through Parliament makes it clear that 

in future every school rated Inadequate will be turned into an academy. This is justified 

by the claim that

‘Hundreds of schools, often in disadvantaged areas, are already being turned around 

thanks to the help of strong academy sponsors - education experts who know exactly 

what they have to do to make a failing school outstanding’.49

• And yet only 52 free schools were opened in September 2015… the rate of free schools 

opening will need to drastically increase for the Government to achieve its target.

*House of Commons Education Committee, “Academies and free schools”, Fourth Report of Session 2014–15, p. 60.



Serious youth violence and gang 

involvement: predictors, early 

intervention, identification and 

assessment

Dr Stephen Boxford

15th October, 2015



Overview

• The slides:

– Present a review of the existing quantitative academic evidence in relation to 

risk / protective factors associated with:

• Youth violence

• Gang involvement

– Link this evidence base to things to consider when developing risk 

assessment tools

– Provide an outline as to how information can be captured to help identify and 

assess risk for young people

• The following outlines some key messages from our rapid evidence 

assessment



The approach & key definitions

• Literature review focussed on major prospective longitudinal studies 

that are community based.

• These studies are able to measure risk and protective factors  before 

youth violence or gang involvement has taken place. 

– Risk factors are variables which can usefully predict an increased 

probability of serious youth violence and/or gang involvement. 

– Protective factors are variables that reduce the probability of youth violence 

and/or gang membership. 



Risk / Protective Factor Domains

Risk and 
Protective 

Factors

Individual

Peer Group

CommunitySchool

Family



Individual domain

Risk factors strongly 

associated with youth 

violence  (age group)

Risk factors strongly 

associated with gang 

membership  (age group)

Overlapping factors

 Troublesome (7-9; 10-12)

 High daring (10-12)

 Positive attitude towards 

delinquency (10-12)

 Previously committed 

offences (7-9)

 Involved in anti-social 

behaviour (10-12)

 Substance use (7-9)

 Aggression (7-9)

 Running away and 

truancy (7-9; 10-12; 13-

15; 16-25)

 Gang membership (13-15; 

16-25)

 Low self-esteem (13-15)

 High psychopathic 

features (13-15)

 Marijuana use (10-12)

 Displaced aggression 

traits (13-15)

 Anger traits (13-15)

 Aggression traits (13-15)

 Hyperactivity

 Lack of guilt and empathy

 Physical 

violence/aggression

 Positive attitude towards 

delinquency

 Previous criminal activity



Planned expenditure in children & 

young people’s services

2015-16



The national trend
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The national trend
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Main national pressure points (net spend)

0

500,000

1,000,000

1,500,000

2,000,000

2,500,000

3,000,000

3,500,000

Other children
and family
services

Youth justice Services for
young people

Family
support
services

Children's
centres and
early years

Safeguarding Children
looked after

£
0

0
0

s

2014-15 2015-16

-19% -3% -11% +1% -15% +2%+2%



Ones to watch…

City of London

Isles of Scilly

Camden

Tower Hamlets

Bournemouth

Ealing

Swindon

Northamptonshire

Buckinghamshire

Derby




