	Review of Mathematics Teaching in Early Years Settings and Primary Schools:

INTERIM REPORT

Consultation Response Form

The closing date for this consultation is: 30 April 2008
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 Children, Schools and Families e-consultation website (http://www.dcsf.gov.uk/consultations).
The information you provide in your response will be subject to the Freedom of Information Act 2000 and Environmental Information Regulations, which allow public access to information held by the Department. This does not necessarily mean that your response can be made available to the public as there are exemptions relating to information provided in confidence and information to which the Data Protection Act 1998 applies. You may request confidentiality by ticking the box provided, but you should note that neither this, nor an automatically-generated e-mail confidentiality statement, will necessarily exclude the public right of access.

	Please tick if you want us to keep your response confidential.
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	Name
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	Organisation (if applicable)
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	Address:
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If your enquiry is related to the policy content of the consultation you can contact Sarah Amer on:

Telephone: 0207 925 6016

e-mail: sarah.amer@dcsf.gsi.gov.uk
If you have a query relating to the consultation process you can contact the Consultation Unit on:

Telephone: 01928 794888

Fax: 01928 794113

e-mail: consultation.unit@dcsf.gsi.gov.uk
Please tick the box that best describes you as a respondent
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	Teacher
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	School Governor
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	Local Authority Official

	[image: image10.png]



	Teacher Trainer
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	Early Years Practitioner
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	Headteacher

	[image: image13.png]



	Researcher
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	Other, please specify
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	Please Specify:



	


Are you currently involved in mathematics education? If so, please specify how.
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	Yes
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	No
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	Please Specify:



	


How did you hear about the consultation for the Williams Review?

	[image: image19.png]



	visited by the review team
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	DCSF website
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	word of mouth
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	through a mathematics organisation (please say which one)
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	Other, please specify
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	Please Specify:



	


The following 8 statements are the principal recommendations of the review. Please state how far you agree/disagree with these:

1 Recommendation 1: The potential for an ITT entry requirement of grade ‘C’ GCSEs in  mathematics I and II, when they are firmly established, should be closely examined. For students who have taken or will take GCSEs before then, a grade ‘C’ in single award mathematics should remain the requirement. This should apply to the QTS in all phases.
(Chapter 6: The teacher – Initial Teacher Training and continuing professional development, paragraph 20)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


2 Recommendation 2: A renewed emphasis on CPD is required by practitioners, head teachers, local authorities and Government, focused on both in-school activities and third party ‘market’ provision (including HEIs), with the clear delegation to school level of the responsibility for CPD undertaken. 
(Chapter 6: The teacher – Initial Teacher Training and continuing professional development, paragraph 38)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


3  Recommendation 3: Local authorities should strengthen the field force of mathematics consultants. The National Strategies, in partnership with the National Centre of Excellence in the Teaching of Mathematics, should develop ‘refresher’ CPD for all mathematics consultants.
(Chapter 6: The teacher – Initial Teacher Training and continuing professional development, paragraph 42)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


4 Recommendation 4: Within five years, there should be in post at least one Mathematics Specialist in each primary school, with deep mathematical subject and pedagogical knowledge, making appropriate arrangements for small and rural schools. 
(Chapter 6: The teacher – Initial Teacher Training and continuing professional development, paragraph 55)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


5 Recommendation 5: The review endorses the Government’s goal of increasing the proportion of graduate practitioners in early years settings. 
(Chapter 7: The Early Years Foundation Stage, paragraph 77)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
	
	


	[image: image54.png]



	Comments:



	


6 Recommendation 6: Intervention in Every Child Counts should be led by a qualified teacher, normally with a single child, but in the research and development phase, there should also be investigation of the potential benefits of working with small groups of up to three children.
(Chapter 8: Under-attainment and intervention – Every Child Counts, paragraph 131)

	[image: image55.png]



	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


7 Recommendation 7: Before any intervention programme is implemented, it is vital that the child is fully committed and that the parents or carers are involved and understand the nature of the programme. These issues and the question around the integration of intervention teaching and classroom teaching for pupils should be considered carefully in the research and development phases of Every Child Counts.
(Chapter 8: Under-attainment and intervention – Every Child Counts, paragraph 142)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


8 Recommendation 8: The primary National Curriculum in mathematics should continue as currently prescribed, subject to any changes which may result from Sir Jim Rose’s forthcoming review of the primary curriculum; the latter should examine the concept of ‘use and application’ more generally across subjects to assess whether the mathematical or other aspects of the curriculum need to be amended.
(Chapter 9: Curriculum and pedagogy, paragraph 163)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


Question 9 is in three parts, 

9 a) Proposal for consultation : Should the example be followed of other professions and a National Register of Professional Development for teachers be established? 
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	Yes
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	No
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	No view
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	Comments:



	


9 b) if so, who should be responsible for keeping it?
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	Comments:



	


9 c) and if so, what would be the relative benefits, disadvantages and costs? (Chapter 6: ITT and CPD for Teachers, Paragraph 33)
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	Comments:



	


Question 10 is in 3 parts.

10 a) Proposal for consultation : What form of incentive, if any, should there be for all practitioners to undertake CPD and what difference would it make to uptake? 
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	Comments:



	


10 b) are there any aspects of this question specific to mathematics?
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	Yes
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	No
	[image: image82.png]



	Not Sure
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	Comments:



	


10 c) in the case of any long term CPD programmes leading to formal Masters-level qualifications, what additional incentives should there be? (Chapter 6: ITT and CPD for Teachers, Paragraph 61)
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	Comments:



	


For the following proposals, section please state how far you agree/disagree with the proposals and add any comments below

11  Proposal for consultation: The review acknowledges the change in the statutory QTS-to-pupil ratio from reception class onwards, but stresses the subject-specific need in mathematics for the presence of at least one additional suitably qualified adult, for example a teaching assistant with level 3 qualifications. Views are sought during consultation on how this might best be accomplished. (Chapter 7: Early Years Settings, Paragraph 96)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


12 Proposal for consultation: The review sees considerable potential for more effective use to be made by primary practitioners of the Foundation Stage Profile, analysed at the scale point level, not just on total scores. Views are sought on best practice and experience on this, especially from primary and EYFS practitioners. (Chapter 6: Early Years Settings, Paragraph 99)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


13  Proposal for consultation : Careful selection of the child who will benefit from intervention is of critical importance and should be based on robust research evidence and on a fine-grained assessment of the child’s current level of competence. How can that best be achieved? (Chapter 8: Intervention and 'Every Child Counts',  Paragraph 121)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
	[image: image99.png]



	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


14  Proposal for consultation: The review seeks confirmation on whether the intervention programme in Every Child Counts should, wherever possible, be completed by the end of Key Stage 1, i.e. around seven years of age?
(Chapter 8: Intervention and 'Every Child Counts' , Paragraph 124)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


15  Proposal for consultation : Where a child is in need of intervention support in both literacy and mathematics, is there a logical sequence in the literacy  and mathematics intervention programmes? (Chapter 8: Intervention and 'Every Child Counts' , Paragraph 128)
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	Literacy first, maths second
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	Maths first, literacy second
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	Both at the same time
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	Leave it to the discretion of the school
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	Other-please specify below
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	Comments:



	


16  Proposal for consultation : Whatever intervention programme or programmes are advocated as part of Every Child Counts, what resources and equipment are required and how can schools be adequately funded to provide them? (Chapter 8: Intervention and 'Every Child Counts' , Paragraph 138)
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	Comments:



	


17  Proposal for consultation: Issues of transition between EYFS and Primary remain a concern to this review. It is therefore suggested that there should be greater coherence between ‘Problem solving, reasoning and numeracy’ in EYFS and ‘mathematics’ in Key Stage 1 to ensure continuity in learning. The review seeks views on how this might best be accomplished. (Chapter 9: Curriculum and Pedagogy, Paragraph 166)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


18 Proposal for consultation: The review seeks inputs on how best to encourage children to improve their mental calculation strategies and develop high-quality classroom discussion of the subject. (Chapter 9: Curriculum and Pedagogy,  Paragraph 179)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


19  Proposal for consultation: How can ITT and CPD give adequate priority to the development of pedagogies linked directly to the mathematics curriculum and appropriate to the unique needs of teaching mathematics, as well as to more general schemes of pedagogy which seek to address all subjects? (Chapter 9: Curriculum and Pedagogy,  Paragraph 182)
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	Comments:



	


20  Proposal for consultation: It is important that practitioners are encouraged to work with parents to bring them up to date with the methods used to teach mathematics currently, in order that parents can support their children effectively. The review seeks views on how this might best be accomplished (Chapter 10, Parents and Families, Paragraph 195)
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	Strongly agree
	[image: image130.png]



	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


21 Proposal for consultation: The review would welcome inputs from practitioners regarding innovative ways of actively involving parents in their child’s maths education, for example, through workshops, games and joint parent / child sessions within the setting or school. (Chapter 10, Parents and Families, Paragraph 199)
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	Strongly agree
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	Agree
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	Neither agree nor disagree
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	Disagree
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	Strongly disagree
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	Comments:



	


22 Do you have any further comments on any other aspects of the review NOT covered above?
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	Comments:



	


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 [image: image142.png]



Here at the Department for Children, Schools and Families, 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?
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Yes
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No


Thank you for taking time to respond to this review.
Completed questionnaires and other responses should be sent to the address shown below by 30 April 2008

Send by post to: Consultation Unit, Department for Children, Schools and Families, Area 1A, Castle View House, East Lane, Runcorn, WA7 2GJ. 

Send by e-mail to: wmr.consultation@dcsf.gsi.gov.uk
