	Year 1 Phonics Screening Check Consultation
Consultation Response Form
The closing date for this consultation is: 14 February 2011
Your comments must reach us by that date.
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THIS FORM IS NOT INTERACTIVE. If you wish to respond electronically please use the online or offline response facility available on the Department for Education e-consultation website (www.education.gov.uk/consultations).  
Information provided in response to this consultation, including personal information, may be subject to publication or disclosure in accordance with the access to information regimes, primarily the Freedom of Information Act 2000 and the Data Protection Act 1998.
If you want all, or any part, of your response to be treated as confidential, please explain why you consider it to be confidential.
If a request for disclosure of the information you have provided is received, your explanation about why you consider it to be confidential will be taken into account, but no assurance can be given that confidentiality can be maintained. An automatic confidentiality disclaimer generated by your IT system will not, of itself, be regarded as binding on the Department.
The Department will process your personal data (name and address and any other identifying material) in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, and in the majority of circumstances, this will mean that your personal data will not be disclosed to third parties.
	Please tick if you want us to keep your response confidential.
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	Reason for confidentiality:
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	Name
	Lorraine Petersen

	Organisation (if applicable)
	Nasen (The National Association of Special Educational Needs

	Address:
	Nasen House, 4/5 Amber Business Village, Amber Close, Tamworth, Staffs B77 4RP


If your enquiry is related to the policy content of the consultation you can contact the Department on 0370 000 2288. 
 By e-mail: year1phonics.consultation@education.gsi.gov.uk 
If you have a query relating to the consultation process you can contact the Consultation Unit on 0370 000 2288 or via email  consultation.unit@education.gsi.gov.uk
 
Please mark an X in one box below that best describes you as a respondent.
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	Parent / Carer
	[image: optionBox]
	Teacher
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	Headteacher

	[image: optionBox]
	Other School Staff
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	Local Authority(Please specify role)
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	Child / Young person

	X
	Professional Body / Association
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	Other
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	Please Specify: nasen is a professional association supporting anyone working with or caring for children and young people with special educational needs and/or disability






Q1)	Do you agree that this screening check should be focused on phonic decoding as described in paragraph 3.2?
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	Yes
	x
	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments: This questions pre-supposes that the phonics and phonics screening is the way forward for all children. There are many children who will not be able to master systematic synthetic phonics for a number of reasons and a screening test at age 6 will only add to their difficulties. We are also concerned about the professional development of Reception/Year 1 teachers to ensure they have been fully trained in the correct methodology to teach phonics. 





Q2)	Do you agree that the screening check should be a maximum of 40 items?
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	Yes
	x
	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments: For some children this may be too many – it will depend on the age, ability, individual needs etc. For others they may need more – many will already be reading so do they still need to have a phonics screening. If this is a mandatory requirement for all children then does it not have to be standardised to take into account all of these factors? 

There is also the issue of who is administering the screening – if it is a familiar person a child may be able to concentrate to decode 40 items but they may need a great deal of encouragement and support and this could take longer than one session, especially if the administrator is an unfamiliar adult.

We acknowledge that the administrator will be able to disengage the child at any point during the screening check but this could still result in  a negatrive experience for some vulnerable children.








Q3)	Do you agree that the screening check should contain a mixture of words and non-words?
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	Yes
	x
	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments: No, we do not see the necessity to add non-words – this will just confuse some children. Again, this is an assumption that all children will learn to read by decoding – memorising individual words, using visual clues, looking at word shapes etc are all a vital part of those early reading stages and phonics and decoding needs to be taught alongside all of these. Only testing the decoding element is discriminating against those children who need other support mechanisms. 
We are also concerned that the screener does not start ‘low’ enough which may mean that some children will not score at all leading to a negative  experience at  a very early age.






Q4)	Are the different elements of phonic decoding knowledge introduced in	the right section of the screening check?
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	Yes
	x
	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments: It is really important that the introduction of each element of phonic decoding is based on where the child is at any time. Therefore early year’s documentation and EYFS assessment documentation must feed into the process for each individual child. It is not going to be possible to have every child on day one in Reception starting at the same point nor will they progress at the same rate through the programme. 








Q5)	Is mid-June the most appropriate time for this screening check to be administered?
If you answered no to this question, please suggest when you think the screening check should take place 
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	Yes
	x
	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure

	
	
	
	
	
	

		[image: commentsSpacer]


	Comments: Some children may still be five if the test takes place in mid-June whilst others may be nearly 7. There also needs to be consideration of when the child started school – some may have been in school six terms others only four – this will have an impact on the development of the individual. 

Consideration also needs to be made in regard to the pre-school provision that each child has experienced – children may have been taught pre-reading skills in early years or by parents that does not lay strong foundations for the systematic synthetic phonics programme that they will encounter in Reception and Year 1. 

This could see some children regressing rather than progressing whilst mistakes are rectified.

It is our opinion that the screening should take place in the Spring Term of Year 2 – this would enable teachers to have an additional term to reinforce the programme (especially after a six week summer break).

If the screening test is standardised then this should take into account the child’s age and the date at which it is taken is not so relevant.






Q6)	Is it correct that this screening check should be administered by teachers?
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	Yes
	[image: optionBox]
	No
	x
	Not Sure
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	Comments: It should be the most appropriate person for that school. The main consideration should be that the person who administers the test is known to the children and they are comfortable when working with them. They also need to be trained in the administration alongside the teacher who is teaching the synthetic phonics programme.

There also needs to be consideration made for accents and dialects – some children will use different sounds because of their spoken language. This will also be an issue for those children with English as a second language.

If the screening is to inform the next stage in a child’s learning then it must be administered by teachers – they can use the results to plan the next stage of learning.






Q7)	Should only one teacher in each school administer the screening check?
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	Yes
	[image: optionBox]
	No
	x
	Not Sure
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	Comments: This will depend on a number of factors – school size, availability of staff, number of pupils to be screened etc. Ideally it would be best to be the teacher who has taught them or someone who knows them well.








Q8)	Is providing video guidance to screening check administrators appropriate?
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	Yes
	[image: optionBox]
	No
	x
	Not Sure
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	Comments: If the video is high quality and offering a complete professional development opportunity then this will be fine.

What about training for the teachers who are delivering the synthetic phonics programmes during reception and year 1 – will they be adequately trained?

Will the teaching of reading form part of the ITT programmes offered to all students?  Will this offer an exposure to the many other elements and approaches to the teaching of reading?








Q9)	 How long do you think the administration window should be?
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	1 day
	[image: optionBox]
	2 - 3 days
	x
	4 - 5 days
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	Other
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
	
	



		[image: commentsSpacer]
	Comments:  This needs to take into account factors like holidays – if it is just after half term some children may be absent others may be ill. There should be an opportunity for on-going assessment 






Q10)	Is it necessary to have a different screening check for each day of the administration window?
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	Yes
	x
	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments: We do not think that this is an issue at this stage in a child’s development







Q11)	Do you agree that schools should decide on the appropriate catch-up support for each child?
	x
	Yes
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	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments: It is the professionals in the school who know the children and we need to give them the trust that they deserve. If the screening is going to be helpful it  needs to inform the next stage of teaching and learning and therefore the school is best placed to offer the appropriate interventions to support the individual needs of the children.






Q12)	Is it right that the repeat administration of the screening check should take place in the Autumn term?

If you answered no to this question, please suggest when you think the screening check should be repeated.
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	Yes
	x
	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments: If the screening was moved to the beginning of the Spring Term in Year 2 as suggested in our response to Q5. Then a re-test at the end of Year 2 would offer teachers an term for a follow up intervention programme tailored to meet the child’s needs.

Are teachers going to be encouraged to assess reading  readiness by looking at :
· Speaking and listening development
· Auditory/visual memory
· Auditory/visual discrimination
· Phonological awareness







Q13)	Is 10 seconds long enough to be able to conclude that the child could not read the word?
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	Yes
	x
	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments: The length of time needed to make a response will depend on each individual child. 10 secs may be appropriate for many children but for those with speech, language and communication difficulties, auditory difficulties or processing difficulties they may need longer to formulate and read the words. It is inappropriate to put a time limit on for all children.





Q14)	Should some element of self-correction be allowed as part of this screening check?
	x
	Yes
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	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments: Self correction should be encouraged





Graphemes with alternative pronunciations will be included in the screening check. We propose that real words should be pronounced correctly for pupils to receive a mark (for example, ‘cow' could not be pronounced to rhyme with ‘blow' even though this would be a plausible attempt phonically). 

This approach would help to ensure that children learn accepted pronunciations of words. For the non-words in the screening check, we propose that graphemes could be pronounced in any way which is phonemically accurate (so, a non-word ending in the ‘ow' vowel digraph could be pronounced to rhyme with ‘blow' or ‘cow').
Q15)	Is this approach to scoring alternative pronunciations of graphemes appropriate?
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	Yes
	[image: optionBox]
	No
	x
	Not Sure
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	Comments: This pre-supposes that the use of non-words is acceptable which we do not. The English language is hard enough to understand without adding the complication of non-words





When determining how to make the screening check accessible for as many pupils as possible we will consider the best approach for children with visual or hearing impairments, children with dyslexia, children with speech, language and communication difficulties, and children with autism. 
Q16)	 Are there any other groups we should consider in particular?
	Comments There are many groups who will need to be considered when looking at accessibility – need to consider:
· Challenging behaviour and ability to sit and concentrate 
· ADHD
· Speech, language and communication difficulties
· Auditory processing difficulties
· Autistic Spectrum
· Mental Health Issues – low self esteem
· High mobility
· Poor attendees
· Excluded children

Also need to consider gifted and talented who are already reading well – will they be expected to do the screening as they may not have learnt to read using only synthetic phonics.

Also new arrivals who have missed pre-school or Reception education



Q17)	Should the minimum requirement for reporting the results to parents be a simple recognition of whether the pupil has reached the expected level?
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	Yes
	x
	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments: Parents need to know far more than just pass or fail. We would hope that schools are working with parents throughout the teaching in reception and year 1 and so should know where their child is without a screening test.

Schools need to think carefully about the purpose of assessment and see this screening as just one element of on-going formative and summative assessment on a regular basis.






Q18)	Should parents be told whether the pupil had reached the standard on each section of the screening check, even if this makes it longer?
	[image: optionBox]
	Yes
	x
	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments: What is the standard? Parents need to be informed of the progress their child is making not just about if they have reached the standard. This depends on where the child started from.







Q19)	Do you agree that it is reasonable to include the results in RAISEOnline?
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	Yes
	x
	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments: What for? Why?

Is this just another stick to beat schools with?

RAISEonline will not show progress just a score on a given day.







Q20 a)	Do you agree that parents should be informed about their school's performance?
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	Yes
	x
	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments: Parent’s need to be informed about all aspects of a school’s work not just about their performance on a test.

Parents who are kept informed and where two-way communication is encouraged should not find out anything they do not know about their child from a test result.







20 b)	Do you agree that school by school results should not be published in t	he Achievement and Attainment Tables?
	x
	Yes
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	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments:






Q20 c)	Do you have any comments about how best to make data available?
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	Comments: Don’t 

Trust the schools to offer the best educational opportunities for each individual









Q21)	Do you agree that national, regional and local authority level results should be published from this screening check?
	 [image: optionBox]
	Yes
	x
	No
	[image: optionBox]
	Not Sure
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	Comments: This should be for school’s to plan the next stages of teaching and therefore it is not necessary for results to be published.






Q22)	Do you have any further comments about the proposal for this screening check?
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	Comments:  Think very carefully about a national one-size fits all approach – all children are individuals – trust schools to meet their needs in the most appropriate way.

We would like to know if there is any additional funding to support the implementation of this – especially for professional development of teachers.

We need to ensure that we are encouraging children to read fluently with expression, for enjoyment and with meaning and not just ‘barking at print’






Thank you for taking the time to let us have your views. We do not intend to acknowledge individual responses unless you place an 'X' in the box below.
Please acknowledge this reply YES
Email address for acknowledgement_lorrainep@nasen.org.uk
Here at the Department for Education we carry out our research on many different topics and consultations. As your views are valuable to us, would it be alright if we were to contact you again from time to time either for research or to send through consultation documents?
	X Yes
	[image: optionBox]No



All DfE public consultations are required to conform to the following criteria within the Government Code of Practice on Consultation:

Criterion 1: Formal consultation should take place at a stage when there is scope to influence the policy outcome.

Criterion 2: Consultations should normally last for at least 12 weeks with consideration given to longer timescales where feasible and sensible.

Criterion 3: Consultation documents should be clear about the consultation process, what is being proposed, the scope to influence and the expected costs and benefits of the proposals.

Criterion 4: Consultation exercises should be designed to be accessible to, and clearly targeted at, those people the exercise is intended to reach.

Criterion 5: Keeping the burden of consultation to a minimum is essential if consultations are to be effective and if consultees’ buy-in to the process is to be obtained.

Criterion 6: Consultation responses should be analysed carefully and clear feedback should be provided to participants following the consultation.

Criterion 7: Officials running consultations should seek guidance in how to run an effective consultation exercise and share what they have learned from the experience.

If you have any comments on how DfE consultations are conducted, please contact Donna Harrison, DfE Consultation Co-ordinator, tel: 01928 438212 email: donna.harrison@education.gsi.gov.uk
Thank you for taking time to respond to this consultation.
Completed questionnaires and other responses should be sent to the address shown below by 14 February 2011
Send by post to: 

Phil Elks
School Standards Group
Department for Education
Sanctuary Buildings
Great Smith Street
London
SW1P 3BT

Send by e-mail to: year1phonics.consultation@education.gsi.gov.uk 
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