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2. Summary 
 
Statements of evidence and statements of policy  
 
DMAG aims to provide an impartial analysis of empirical data. Nothing in this report 
should be interpreted as a statement of GLA policy. 
 
What past research, carried out before the creation of the pan-London pupil 
dataset in 2002, told us 
 
• Raw score education results, which are the main focus of this report, matter. Young 

Londoners without educational qualifications are more likely than others to face 
unemployment. Education is a high stakes game. 

 
• Before the creation of the National Pupil Database (NPD) in 2002, research tended to 

rely on data from sample surveys or was found in reports from a limited number of 
local authorities. The numbers of individuals for whom records of attainment were 
available in sample surveys and local authority reports were generally small. Research 
based on pre-2002 data, sample survey data, and reports from small local authorities 
can be useful, but caution is needed in assuming that findings from studies based on 
that data will apply equally to all schools in all London boroughs.   

 
• A frequently quoted conclusion from past research is that there is a hierarchy of 

educational attainment. At the end of compulsory schooling, Chinese and Indian have 
been seen as having higher levels of attainment than White pupils while Black, 
Bangladeshi and Pakistani children have been seen as having lower levels of 
attainment than White pupils.  

 
• Poverty, measured as pupils’ entitlement to free schools meals, has also been linked to 

inequality in educational outcomes. More recent evidence from the NPD suggests that 
socio-economic differences do not ‘explain away’ differences in the attainment of 
pupils from different ethnic groups. Differences in attainment between pupils from 
different ethnic groups exist amongst pupils who are entitled to free school meals and 
amongst pupils who are not entitled to free school meals.  

 
• Additionally, differences in average attainment exist between boys and girls which can 

override differences associated with entitlement to free school meals. Black Caribbean 
girls who are entitled to free school meals have higher levels of attainment at GCSE on 
standard performance tables measures than Black Caribbean boys who are not entitled 
to free school meals. The same point applies to Bangladeshi girls entitled to free 
school meals and to Bangladeshi boys not entitled to free school meals.  

  
• Nonetheless, inequality in the educational attainment of pupils from different ethnic 

groups is accompanied by a wider economic inequality amongst adults. The proportion 
of Black and ethnic minority pupils in London’s schools has increased. There may be 
implications for social cohesion, and for the global competitiveness of London’s 
economy, if inequalities are seen as persisting and adversely affecting an increasing 
proportion of London’s residents.  

 
• More optimistically, past research also provides evidence of change over time. Current 

inequalities are not fixed in stone. That said, evidence in the report indicates that 
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Black Caribbean pupils may not have benefited to date from wider changes in 
attainment in London to the extent that might be expected.  

 
• Pre-NPD research also indicates that socio-economic factors have a bearing on 

attainment. When socio-economic differences are taken into account, inequalities of 
attainment within ethnic groups may be as great as or greater than inequality between 
ethnic groups.    

 
• Data from individual local authority research and statistics units in the 1990s 

confirmed that in some authorities Black pupils had higher levels of attainment than 
White pupils, and that in others Bangladeshi and White pupils had similar levels of 
attainment. Additionally, in at least one local authority outside London, Black 
Caribbean pupils were found to have high levels of attainment in the early years of 
primary schooling. 

 
• On balance, past research points to inequality in the educational attainment of 

children from different ethnic groups, which nonetheless can change over time and 
which is likely to be influenced in part, though not totally, by the child’s level of 
socio-economic advantage (and quite possibly by the quality of education).   

 
 
What the pan-London and National Pupil Datasets tell us now 
 
• DfES Analytical Services provide an annually updated subset of London data from the 

NPD. This London Pupil Dataset (LPD) is not a sample survey. It contains individual 
pupil records of all young people in the maintained sector who attend London schools 
(regardless of where they live) or who live in London (regardless of where they attend 
school).  Individual pupil records include information on ethnicity and educational 
attainment.  

 
• Analysis of this data confirms that positive change can take place during the individual 

child’s educational career. In London, Bangladeshi pupils have particularly low levels 
of attainment at key stage 1 in the early years of primary schooling, have one of the 
highest levels of entitlement to free school meals of any group of pupils, but 
nonetheless show improved performance in later key stages. In public examinations at 
the end of compulsory schooling the attainment of Bangladeshi pupils in London is 
close to that of White pupils. Similarly, data from the LPD indicate that the average 
attainment of Pakistani pupils in public examinations at the end of compulsory 
schooling is close to that of White pupils. 

 
• In London, pupils in each of the Asian groups tend not only to ‘catch up’ with, or 

overtake, White pupils by the end of compulsory schooling, but also tend to have 
higher levels of attainment than their counterparts in England as a whole. 

 
• Analyses of NPD data published by the DfES show that, in more than two out of three 

London boroughs and on standard performance measures, the average level of 
attainment in all Asian groups at GCSE exceeds that of White British pupils in the 
same local authority, exceeds the London average, and exceeds the average for 
England.  
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• The same published tables show that Black African pupils outperform their White 
British counterparts in a little under half of London boroughs, that their attainment 
exceeds the average for London in four boroughs, and that it exceeds the national 
average in six London boroughs. 

 
• Progress in attainment throughout the course of schooling is not spread equally 

amongst all groups. The gap between Black Caribbean pupils and White pupils as a 
whole in London tends to increase as pupils move through the school system. Black 
Caribbean attainment at GCSE exceeds that of White British pupils in five London 
boroughs, and exceeds the national average in four London authorities. As a group, 
Black Caribbean pupils are least likely to exceed the regional and national average. 

 
• Nonetheless, there is evidence of high levels of attainment by Black Caribbean pupils 

in individual secondary schools. Some schools and some pupils may be succeeding 
against the odds, and data from those schools may warrant further analysis. However, 
as in any other research, what the evidence will tell us should not be assumed in 
advance of investigation. High levels of success in some schools may be a 
consequence of schools selecting pupils who already have high levels of attainment 
before being admitted, rather than being the consequence of an educational 
breakthrough. 

 
• The report uses GCSE point scores, which are also reported in national (as a single 

average point score figure for each school) performance tables. Analysing each pupil’s 
total point scores identifies the full range of pupil attainment in a way that threshold 
measures, such as the percentage of pupils who do or who do not achieve five or more 
higher grade passes at GCSE, cannot. The full range of point scores are used to 
measure how far the range of BME pupils’ attainment overlaps with, i.e. is similar to, 
the range of attainment of White pupils. On this measure, the attainment of Chinese 
pupils, followed by that of Black Caribbean pupils, shows the least overlap, i.e. the 
least similarity, with that of White pupils.  

 
• GCSE point scores are also used in the report to review similarities and dissimilarities 

of attainment taking socio-economic factors into account. The socio-economic 
context is provided by information from the 2001 national census at census output 
area level. Differences in attainment within ethnic groups, when social advantage and 
disadvantage are taken into account, tend to be larger than the general differences 
between White pupils and BME pupils.  

 
• Nonetheless, differences in attainment between White and ethnic minority pupils 

continue to exist when the socio-economic context is taken into account, albeit at a 
reduced level. The attainment of Black Caribbean pupils tends to vary least when the 
socio-economic context is taken into account. There is considerable similarity in the 
attainment of White pupils and Black Caribbean pupils in neighbourhoods with a high 
level of social disadvantage.   

• The report provides evidence that differences of attainment within the White group 
are a major feature of educational inequality in London. This particularly applies to 
differences in the attainment of White pupils living in socially advantaged areas on the 
one hand and of White pupils living in socially disadvantaged areas on the other. 
Continuing progress on school improvement in the capital will not realise its full 
potential if that gap is not closed or at least reduced. 
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• The report also provides a range of evidence that the attainment of Black Caribbean 
pupils is a particular issue in London. On the available evidence, pupils in this group 
are most likely to fall behind others as they move through the education system, 
leading to what appears to be a near collapse in attainment at the end of compulsory 
schooling for far too many (though not all) Black Caribbean pupils. This collapse 
cannot wholly be explained by economic disadvantage, but it is a near certainty that it 
will lead to economic disadvantage for too many pupils in this group when they leave 
the school system.   
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3. Introduction  
 
Education and learning in the broadest sense are, arguably, central to the well being of 
the individual and of society. In ethnic terms, London is perhaps the most diverse city in 
the United Kingdom, and an interest in ethnicity and in educational experiences and 
outcomes can be expected. However, education is not separate from “society”. Education 
will reflect wider social values and the structure of society, and will in turn have an impact 
on wider social structure and values. What we see, as far as the evidence on education is 
concerned, adds to and is informed by our understanding of wider society. Evidence from 
the 2001 national census, and from past research, is included in this report partly with the 
latter point in mind. Differences in education outcomes for pupils in different ethnic 
groups reflect differences in that ‘other’, adult, world. 
 
The present report uses pan-London information from the 2002 and 2003 London Pupil 
Dataset. The 2002 LPD was the first pupil-by-pupil pan-London dataset. As such it can 
provide answers to questions about schooling in London, which could only have been 
guessed at from previous research, and then without any certainty that the answers 
provided applied across London. The report focuses on test results at key stages 1 to 3, 
and on results in public examinations in maintained (state) schools. For those new to the 
field, Appendix B gives a summary of the structure of educational assessment in England.  
 
Some will see in this a ‘commitment’ to what is sometimes called “quantitative analysis”, 
reflecting an assumption that if it cannot be measured then it does not count, which is to 
be distinguished from an alternative (and better) “qualitative” approach. In practice, 
policy makers and the public in London have access to a range of work reflecting different 
ways of working with evidence. This includes work which draws on individuals’ own 
accounts of their daily experiences. These date back to the reports of the Institute of 
Community Studies, to the daily diary accounts and other comments from the wider 
population reported by Mass Observation (including an account of the development of 
the song ‘the Lambeth Walk’) and to the writing of commentators from earlier periods. 
Today, attitude surveys, carried out by agencies such as MORI, and in ubiquitous focus 
groups, are a part of the “knowledge” landscape. All of this has a value (and at times, 
comes with a very high price tag). 
 
The view taken here, and based on the available evidence, is that education is a high 
stakes game. A report which sets out evidence on education results for pupils in different 
ethnic groups, which provides unequivocal answers to questions about who gets what, 
where and when, needs no apology. However, the report does not claim to provide insight 
into all aspects of education. Appendix B in the report refers to some of the other 
approaches used to evaluate educational outcomes; it also points to some of the 
limitations of those approaches. Where the story goes next, and which research methods 
are used in the GLA’s Data Management and Analysis Group, will in part reflect decisions 
about which remaining or new questions need to be answered and what the most 
appropriate methods are for doing that.  
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4.  Data on the context of ethnicity and attainment in schools  
 
In essence this section makes the points that London is an ethnically diverse city, that it is 
set to become more diverse, that this diversity is accompanied by inequality, and that 
expanding inequality may be unsustainable.  
 
London is, arguably, one of the most ethnically diverse cities in the world. The 2001 
national census, which is analysed in detail by the DMAG Census Team, gathered 
information on ethnicity, occupation and educational qualifications. That information, and 
information based on data in the London Pupil Dataset, provide context to pupil 
attainment. Section 4 of this report makes extensive use of Briefings written by DMAG’s 
Census Team. These, and other relevant, Briefings and reports are listed in Appendix D.  
 
4.1 London as an ethnically diverse city 
 
Table 1 is based on Eileen Howes’ DMAG Briefing 2001 Census Key Statistics: Ethnicity, 
religion and country of birth1 and provides summary information on diversity in London 
and in England as a whole. It confirms the observation that London is both ethnically 
diverse in itself, and more so than the rest of the country. 
 
 
Table 1. Ethnic group of residents. Numbers and percentages, 2001 

 All White Mixed
Asian or Asian

British
Black or Black

British
Number 
Inner London 2,766,114 1,816,605 107,706 294,361 454,450
Outer London 4,405,977 3,286,598 118,405 572,332 328,399
      
Greater London 7,172,091 5,103,203 226,111 866,693 782,849
      
England and Wales 52,041,916 47,520,866 661,034 2,273,737 1,139,577
      
Percentage      
Inner London 100.0 65.7 3.9 10.6 16.4
Outer London 100.0 74.6 2.7 13.0 7.5
      
Greater London 100.0 71.2 3.2 12.1 10.9
      
England and Wales 100.0 91.3 1.3 4.4 2.2
      Census data are Crown Copyright 
 

     
 

 
While London’s adult population is ethnically diverse, the roll in its maintained schools is 
more so, as Figures 1 and 2 show. Twenty seven per cent of pupils who live in inner 
London and attend maintained schools are White British, compared with 53 per cent in 
outer London. By contrast, the 2001 census recorded 91.3 per cent of the population of 
England and Wales as a whole, and 60 per cent of the population of London were listed as 
being White British (see tables A1 to A6). 
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Figure 1. Ethnic background of pupils aged 5-15 living in inner 
London who attend maintained schools, January 2003
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Source: 2003 LPD 

dividuals with an ethnic heritage form a higher percentage of the population in London 

Figure 2. Ethnic background of pupils aged 5-15 living in outer 
London who attend maintained schools, January 2003
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than is the case nationally. On present trends, that percentage is likely to increase. 
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Differences in the age structure of the ethnic minority and White populations, the 
emergence of new ethnic identities, including those associated with dual or multiple 
ethnic heritage, and the movement of population to and from London, are all associated 
with this. Sections 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4 briefly review each of these in turn.  
  
 
4.2. Change - population age structures 
 
In 2003, the average age of the mother at first birth was 29.42. Table 2 gives a summary, 
based on the 2001 national census, of the national population by age and ethnicity. 
Those with an ethnic heritage were more likely than White individuals to be of 
childbearing age in 2001, and children aged 0 to 15 formed a higher proportion of the 
BME than the White population. The White population had the highest proportion of 
individuals aged 40 years and above.  
 
The average age of childbirth, and the age range within which childbirth takes place, can 
change. However, all other things being equal, the comparatively greater ethnic diversity 
of London’s school children today, compared with the adult population in the capital, will 
result in an even more diverse adult population in London in the future as these young 
people age.  
 
 
Table 2. Age structure by ethnicity, the national population, 2001 
       
Age 
range All White Mixed

Asian or Asian
British

Black or Black
British Chinese or other

Number 
0-4 3,094,141 2,650,843 116,197 208,557 94,713 23,831
5-15 7,394,595 6,475,318 214,406 443,489 201,275 60,107
16-19 2,555,590 2,224,345 55,087 173,202 68,842 34,114
20-39 14,634,325 13,029,414 181,662 800,359 433,208 189,682
40+ 24,363,265 23,140,946 93,682 648,130 341,539 138,968
Totals 52,041,916 47,520,866 661,034 2,273,737 1,139,577 446,702
      
Percentage      
0-4 5.9 5.6 17.6 9.2 8.3 5.3
5-15 14.2 13.6 32.4 19.5 17.7 13.5
16-19 4.9 4.7 8.3 7.6 6.0 7.6
20-39 28.1 27.4 27.5 35.2 38.0 42.5
40+ 46.8 48.7 14.2 28.5 30.0 31.1
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0                  
Source: ONS census 2001 table S101. Figures are Crown copyright. See tables A1 to A6 for further details for London             

 
 
4.3 Change - the development of dual ethnic heritage 
 
Some BME communities have been present in London for several generations. This 
provides scope for new identities to be forged, for example where children are born to 
couples with different ethnic backgrounds. Table 1, based on 2001 national census data 
shows that 226,111 of London’s 7,172,091 resident population had more than one ethnic 
heritage. The largest group with dual heritage has a mixed White and Black Caribbean 
heritage (70,928). The second largest has a mixed White and Asian heritage (59,944).3  
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Figure 3 provides provisional information on the number of children attending maintained 
schools who have more than one heritage, and is consistent with information from the 
2001 national census. ‘White and Black Caribbean’ is the most common dual heritage, 
with ‘White and Asian’ and ‘White and African’ falling some way behind. There are 
virtually no cases of pupils with a dual Black and Asian heritage. Because of the very 
limited numbers involved, figures for those with a Black and Chinese heritage, have been 
excluded from Figure 3.  
 
 

ource: 2003 LPD 
pupils who attend maintained schools, (City) Academies or City Technology Colleges in London, regardless 

espite being consistent with information from the 2001 national census, Figure 3 still 

use 

 

e 
 

Figure 3. Provisional numbers pupils with a mixed ethnic 
heritage groups, 2003 London Pupil Dataset*
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D
needs to be read with caution. It includes categories which schools could, but did not 
necessarily have to use to record pupil ethnicity. The 2003 DfES pupil survey allowed 
individual local authorities to negotiate agreements with the Department on the local 
of detailed ‘extended’ ethnic categories. These could be used instead of more general 
ethnic ‘subcategories’. Local authorities differed in their choice of extended categories,
and schools within authorities also differed in the categories they used. Differences in 
recording practice mean that some pupils with, for example, a White and Indian heritag
were recorded under this extended category heading in some schools, but elsewhere were
recorded under the broader White and Asian heading. The existence of optional extended 
ethnic categories means that Figure 3 can only indicate the types of dual ethnic heritage 
which exist amongst people attending maintained schools.4  
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4.4 Change – pupil mobility to and from London 

 addition to change resulting from children born to parents from different ethnic groups, 

 

n 

able 3. Change in the ethnic composition of London’s population, 1991 and 2001  

 
In
there is also change caused by the movement of people to London from elsewhere, and 
from London to elsewhere. The 2001 national census records 1,940,390 people living in 
London as having been born outside the United Kingdom (see Eileen Howes, DMAG 
Briefing 2003/9).  These include 142,499 born in the Caribbean and 454,536 born in 
Africa. In the 10 years up to 2001, the capital’s population grew, as did the numbers in
the population with an ethnic heritage. Table 3 provides a summary of that change.  
Numerically, the two major changes have been a fall in the White population in Londo
and an increase in the Black African population.  
 
 
T
      1991 census 2001 census Change (N) Change (%) 
     
Total residents 
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6,679,699 7,172,091 492,392 4 
White 5,333,580 5,103,203 230,377 
Black C 290,968 343,567 52,599 14 
Black African 163,635 378,933 15,298 20 
Black Other 80,613 165,459 84,846 96 
Indian 47,091 436,993 89,902 22 
Pakista 87,816 142,749 54,933 57 
Banglades 85,738 153,893 68,155 72 
Chinese 56,579 80,201 23,622 36 
Other Asi 12,807 93,002 80,195 65 
Other groups 120,872 174,091 53,219 38 
 Source: Eileen Howes, 2001 Census Key S nicity, religion a f birth, DMAG B 3/9.5   
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 practice, some of the movement to and from London’s maintained schools will have 
s 

hools 
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T
for pupils who were on roll in both years, as well as for pupils who were only on roll for 
one of the two years. This allows for an analysis of stability and change amongst childre
attending maintained schools. The number of pupils who were of an age to be in the 
school system in both years, but who only had a LPD record in 2002, is taken as an 
indicator of outward mobility from London to elsewhere. Similarly, the number of pu
who were of an age to be in the school system in both years, but who only had a LPD 
record in 2003, is taken as an indicator of inwards mobility to London from elsewhere. 
‘Mobility’ here involves both to movement within the UK and movement across 
international borders. To avoid including pupils who were too young to attend sc
2002, or who had reached school leaving age in 2003, the analysis focuses on pupils aged
4-14 in 2002 and on the same cohort aged one year older, one year later; that is pupils 
aged 5-15 in 2003. These pupils could, potentially, have been on roll in a maintained 
school in 2002 and again in 2003. 
 
In
involved children who left or joined independent schools. There are no records for pupil
attending independent schools in the LPD, other than for those attending (City) 
Academies and City Technology Colleges. Pupils joining or leaving independent sc
are not necessarily “mobile” in the sense of having moved to or from London. Similarly, 
some children attending London schools in 2002 lived outside London. If they continued
to live outside London in 2003, but changed to a school outside the capital in that year, 
they would have a 2002 record in the LPD but no 2003 record. They too would not be 
mobile in the sense used here. Some pupils who had a record in only one year may have
been in London in both years, but were missed because of school record keeping 
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practices.6 Bearing these points in mind, the figures shown in this section should b
as indicators, rather than precise measures, of pupil mobility to and from London. 
 

e seen 

igure 4 shows the ethnic heritage of pupils in this restricted age range who had a 2003 

Table 4. Inwards mobility to London. Pupils aged 5-15 on roll in 2003 with and without a 

F
LPD record, but had no record for 2002. Black Africans pupils form the single largest 
mobile group on this measure, and White British pupils the second largest group.    
 
 

matching 2002 record 
       

 

Inwards
m

num

 Record

Number with
a record in
both 2002
and 2003

obility -
ber with a

2003
, b Total

Propensity
towa

m

Inwards
mobi

ut no

rds inwards
obility - % 2003
records with no

2002

lity from
each group as

% of total
inwards

        
White British 386,56 7,61 394,18 1. 19.

ller of Irish heritage 1
56 4 6 1

1
Caribbean 18 18

 heritage 2 2
1

i 
hi 

an heritage 1

2
k heritage 

r ethnic group 2 3, 3 1
 information 

8 38 8 10
erged 2002 and 2003 LPDs 

9 2 1 9 6
Irish 10,423 298 10,721 2.8 0.8
Trave 933 190 1,123 6.9 0.5
Any other White ,342 ,068 0,410 6.7 0.4
Gypsy/Roma 586 133 719 8.5 0.3
White & Black ,004 473 ,477 2.6 1.2
White & Black African 5,358 371 5,729 6.5 1.0
White & Asian 7,737 342 8,079 4.2 0.9
Any other mixed 0,995 866 1,861 4.0 2.2
Indian 52,153 ,781 53,934 3.3 4.6
Pakistan 27,665 1,515 29,180 5.2 3.9
Banglades 34,484 1,757 36,241 4.8 4.5
Any other Asi 18,647 2,141 20,788 0.3 5.5
Black Caribbean 59,412 3,819 63,231 6.0 9.8
Black African 75,449 7,772 83,221 9.3 0.0
Any other Blac 15,474 820 16,294 5.0 2.1
Chinese 6,383 369 6,752 5.5 0.9
Any othe 8,513 355 1,868 0.5 8.6
Parent refused to supply 12,707 478 13,185 3.6 1.2
Information not yet obtained 13,294 774 14,068 5.5 2.0
Totals 51,128 ,934 90,062 4.4 0.0
Source: m     
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Figure 4. Inwards mobility to London. Percentage in each 
ethnic group with a 2003 record but no matching 2002 record. 
Pupils aged 5-15 at start of 2002/3 school year
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  Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs 
 
 
Table 5 and Figure 5 provide the reverse picture, and show ‘outflow’ from London. The 
ethnic categories are different, reflecting a change in reporting arrangements in 2003. 
White pupils formed the single largest outflow group, and constituted 59 per cent of all 
outflows. 
 
 
Table 5. Outwards mobility from London. Pupils aged 4-14 on roll in 2002 with and without a 
matching 2003 record 
      

 

Number of 2002
records with a

matching 2003
record

Outward
Mobility

 - number
of 2002
 records

 without a
matching

 2003 record

total
2002

records

Propensity towards
outward mobility %

2002
records in each

group                with
no

 2003
match

Outward
mobility from

each group
 as % of total

outwards mobility
       
White 460,279 28,733 489,012 5.9 59.1
Black Caribbean 56,274 2,115 58,389 3.6 4.4
Black African 75,792 4,328 80,120 5.4 8.9
Black Other 30,454 1,419 31,873 4.5 2.9
Indian 55,038 1,988 57,026 3.5 4.1
Pakistani 27,780 1,346 29,126 4.6 2.8
Bangladeshi 34,053 1,506 35,559 4.2 3.1
Chinese 6,159 390 6,549 6.0 0.8
Other Ethnic Group 67,360 4,212 71,572 5.9 8.7
Unclassified 17,074 1,209 18,283 6.6 2.5
New (2003) categories 20,844 1,345 22,189 6.1 2.8
Total 851,107 48,591 899,698 5.4 100.0
            Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs     
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Figure 5. Outwards mobility from London. Percentage of pupils 
in each ethnic group with a 2002 but no 2003 record in the LPD. 
Pupils aged 4 -14 at start of 2001/2 school year
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   Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPD 

 
 
A key point is whether the pattern of change points to a need for additional educational 
support in the capital which, if not met, could lead to increased levels of under- 
achievement.  
 
London Challenge is a major central government initiative aimed at improving London’s 
schools. It reviews have taken account of pupil mobility, but not necessarily pupil mobility 
to and from London. As a case in point, DfES London Challenge has pointed to parental 
dissatisfaction with local schools as a factor in the choice of an “out-borough” school.7 

This form of mobility, where a pupil lives in one local authority area and travels to attend a 
school in another local authority area, is referred to as cross-border mobility, and the level 
of cross-border mobility in some London local authorities is high.8 Nonetheless, London 
Challenge’s focus on short range cross-border pupil mobility within London should not 
lead us to ignore longer-range pupil mobility to and from London as a whole, or the 
implications this has for the level and type of educational support needed in the capital.  
 
Tables A8 to A21 in appendix 2 provide evidence of whether pupils joining or leaving the 
London school system are statistically significantly different from London pupils of the 
same age generally. Table 6 illustrates how that point has been approached. The table 
shows the number and percentage of pupils aged 5 to 15 with records in the 2003 LPD, in 
terms of their first language.  
 
Of the pupils in this age range, 288,500, 32.97 per cent of the total, had a language other 
than English as their first language. In 2003, 37,254 pupils in the age range in 2003 had 
no record in the 2002 LPD. All other things being equal, the percentage of pupils for 
whom English is not the first language will be the same for both the inwardly mobile 
group and for all pupils with a 2003 LPD record, i.e. 32.97 per cent.  
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Table 6. Pupils aged 5-15 at the start of the 2002/3 school year and attending schools 
maintained by London authorities, by first language 
     

 
Pupils’ first 

language is English 

Pupils’ first 
language is other 

than English 

Language 
situation not 

recorded Total* 
Number 585,045 288,500 1,551 875,096 
Percentage 66.85 32.97 0.18 100.00 
     Percentages do not add up to 100 because of rounding. Source: 2002 and 2003 merged LPDs 

 
  
If that were so, then the expected number of inwardly mobile pupils for whom English was 
not the first language would be 12,283. The actual number is 21,233, which is 8,950 
above the expected number. In statistical terms, that difference is referred to as the 
residual. The likelihood, based on the chi-square test, of that difference existing by 
chance alone is less than one in 1,000. The inwardly mobile group is statistically 
significantly different from the total pupil group in terms of language spoken.  
 
The same approach is used to assess whether pupils who move to or from London are 
statistically significantly different from the generality of pupils with records in the LPD in 
terms of ethnicity and in terms of entitlement to free school meals. Pupil who were 
inwardly mobile to London between January 2002 and January 2003 were statistically 
significantly different from the generality of pupils aged 5 to 15 in all boroughs in terms 
of ethnicity, first language and free school meal entitlement. 
 
In all local authorities, there are more inwardly mobile pupils classified as ‘Other White’ 
and Black African than would be expected from their proportion in the pupil body 
generally, and in all London boroughs the number of inwardly mobile White pupils is less 
than would be expected from their proportion in the pupil body generally.  
 
In all London boroughs, the inflow of pupils for whom English is not the first language is 
greater than would be expected given the proportion of such pupils in the pupil body 
generally. As far as free school meal entitlement is concerned, the picture varies in 
different boroughs. In inner London authorities, there are fewer inwardly mobile pupils 
entitled to free schools than would be expected statistically. By contrast, in outer London 
the number of inwardly mobile pupils entitled to free school meals is generally above what 
might be expected.  
 
Pupils aged 4 to 14 in 2002 who had no record in 2003 have been taken as indicating 
outward mobility from London. These pupils were statistically significantly different from 
the generality of pupils in the age group in terms of ethnicity in all London boroughs but 
two, and were statistically significantly different in terms of first language spoken in all 
London boroughs but one. They were also statistically different in terms of entitlement to 
free school meals in all but 12 London boroughs.  
 
White pupils were over-represented in the outwardly mobile group in all inner London 
authorities and in 12 of the 19 outer London boroughs. Black Caribbean pupils were 
under represented in the outwardly mobile group in all London boroughs. For other 
groups the picture is mixed, though in each of inner London and outer London as a whole 
Black Other, Indian, Pakistani and Bangladeshi pupils were under represented in the 
outwardly mobile group.  
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Pupils for whom English is the first language were over represented in the outwardly 
mobile group in 20 London boroughs, and pupils not entitled to free school meals were 
over represented in the outwardly mobile group in 26 London boroughs. 
The clear implication is that the level of educational support needed in London increased 
over the period in question, and increased in both inner and outer London. The DfES 
London Challenge concentration on short-range cross-border pupil mobility between 
London boroughs does not capture that situation, and should be reviewed. 
  
 
4.5 Ethnic diversity and inequality  
 
London’s ethnic diversity exists in a context of educational and economic inequality, 
which affects adults and their children. On present trends that inequality will affect 
an increasing proportion of London’s population. That could only be problematic as 
far as equity, social cohesion, and the global competitiveness of London’s the 
economy are concerned.  
 
Analysis of 2001 national census data9 shows that, amongst Londoners who are 
beyond the age of compulsory schooling, those with a Black Caribbean, dual White 
and Black Caribbean, or Bangladeshi heritage are least likely to have a ‘higher level 
qualification’. A higher-level qualification includes a Higher National Diploma, first 
degree and above. Lower level qualifications range from one or more GCSEs, or their 
equivalent, to two or more GCE ‘A’ levels. 
 
Black Caribbean and White British individuals are more likely to have no 
qualifications, or to have lower level qualifications, than is the case for Londoners in 
this age range as a whole. Those with an Indian or Chinese ethnic heritage are 
proportionally more likely than Londoners in the ‘post-compulsory’ age group to 
have higher level qualifications, and are proportionally less likely to have either lower 
level qualifications or no qualifications at all.  
 
To summarise, attainment amongst those in the post-compulsory school age group 
who have an Indian or Chinese heritage is skewed toward higher-level qualifications, 
while Bangladeshi adults are most likely to have no qualifications at all. Black 
Caribbean attainment in this age range is skewed towards lower level qualifications. 
A section of the White adult population has no, or only low level qualifications.  
 
The position of those with an Irish heritage points to the possibility of diversity in 
attainment within an ethnic group. An above average proportion of those with a 
White Irish heritage in the post-compulsory group have no qualifications, and an 
above average proportion have higher-level qualifications. This may reflect a 
generational difference within the White Irish group. Diversity of educational 
attainment within as well as between groups is explored further in later sections of 
this report. 
 
Educational differences between adults in different ethnic groups are accompanied by 
occupational differences. Figure 6 shows the difference between the percentages of 
people in each ethnic group in particular occupations, compared with the percentages of 
Londoners as a whole in the same occupation. On this measure, those with a Black 
heritage of any type are under-represented in the higher status professional and 
managerial occupations, and are over-represented in lower status occupations. Those with 
a White heritage of any type are marginally over-represented in professional, managerial 
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and skilled trades occupations. Those with a Chinese or South Asian heritage are over-
represented in the professions, but not in managerial occupations.  
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Figure 6. Difference, percentage distribution between occupations within ethnic 
groups, and within  London's population as a whole, 2001

 
  Source 2001 national census table S109 

 
 
Occupational differences are associated with differences of income, and those at the low 
end of the income range experience poverty. In England, pupils of compulsory school age 
and above, including pupils aged 16 and 17, are entitled to free school meals (FSM) if the 
parent receives Income Support or Income Based Jobseekers’ Allowance; FSM is one 
standard measure of poverty. Figure 7 shows the percentage of pupils in each ethnic 
group who were entitled to free school meals in 2003. Three groups of pupils, Travellers 
of Irish heritage, Gypsy or Roma and Bangladeshi pupils were most likely to be entitled to 
free school meals. Pupils with a Black African, Black Caribbean, mixed White and Black, 
and Pakistani heritage all had above average levels of entitlement to free school meals. 
Pupils with an Indian, dual White British and Indian, White British, Chinese or Irish 
heritage, tended to have below average levels of entitlement to free school meals. 
 
 
Appendix table A24 and Figure 7 indicates that poverty is a barrier to pupils staying on in 
schooling beyond the final year of compulsory schooling. Table A24 shows this using the 
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more complex classifications used in 2003, while Figure 7 simplifies the picture using 2002 
data and the more restricted 2002 categories.  
 
 

ource: v2 2002 LPD 

here will be more than one reason for the fall in the number of pupils entitled to free 
E 

 

Figure 7. Pupils on roll January 2002. FSM by age and ethnicity
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T
school meals at the ends of compulsory schooling, including levels of attainment in GCS
and the costs to households with low incomes of young people staying on in education. 
Education maintenance allowance may help to reverse that pattern, and analysis of future
versions of the LPD would be able to indicate whether that is happening. 
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5. Key conclusions about ethnicity and attainment based on pre-2002 data 

ey points in this and the next section are that, prior to the creation of the National Pupil 
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K
Dataset in 2002, the evidence available made it difficult to be certain about educational 
attainment amongst different ethnic groups across London, in all boroughs and in all 
schools. The data either simply did not allow an analysis of attainment by ethnicity, wa
based on small samples which may or may not have been representative of London, or 
came from often small London boroughs which may or may not have been typical of oth
parts of the capital. Unsurprisingly, the picture had its ambiguities, with indications of 
possible change over time, and evidence from individual boroughs which did not align 
with the picture drawn from small national sample surveys. 
 
B
central government, were confined to the total number of pupils in different groups in
individual schools. The categories used were those in the 1991 national census. These 
included broad categories such as “Black African”, which encompassed groups that wer
themselves ethnically diverse.10  
 
A
categories used. In the 1990’s the then Department for Education and Employment 
(DfEE) cross-tabulated the percentage of BME pupils in schools with other school lev
variables such as entitlement to free schools, levels of pupil truancy and attainment in 
public examinations.11 Schools with higher levels of unauthorised pupil absence tended
have a lower percentage of pupils gaining five or more higher grade passes at GCSE. 
Those schools also tended to have higher proportions of BME pupils, and higher 
proportions of pupils entitled to free school meals. DfEE bulletins reflected a key 
conclusion from the 1990’s, that social disadvantage, measured as entitlement to 
school meals, was associated with lower levels of educational attainment. Nonetheless,
because the Department was working with school level data, it could not answer questio
such as whether BME pupils were more or less likely to be entitled to free school meals, 
more or less likely to truant, or more or less likely to achieve five or more higher grade 
passes at GCSE.  
 
O
records on a pupil by pupil basis, and that information could be matched with attainm
for example in public examinations. At the same time, a number of national sample 
surveys also collected information on individuals, including ethnicity and other 
characteristics such as educational attainment. The small size of datasets from s
surveys and from at times small LEAs, made it difficult, if not impossible, to reach 
conclusions which were known to apply across London. Given problems with sampl
some studies simply dropped groups from the analysis. In other cases, different ethnic 
groups were conflated under a single broader heading. Nonetheless, by 2002 a number
key reports12 establish a view of the situation in England which may or may not, have 
applied to the capital as a whole, and to all schools in each of its 33 boroughs. 
 
W
was possibly the most widely known observation about ethnicity and attainment in 
England. Indian pupils have higher average levels of attainment on the ‘5+ A*-C’ me
than White pupils, and White pupils tend to have higher average levels of attainment on 
this measure than Pakistani, Bangladeshi and Black pupils. Given the increase in London’s
Black population between the 1991 and 2001 census, the likely further increase in that 
population after 2001, and the costs to the individual and society of low levels of 
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attainment at school, a continuation of low levels of attainment amongst Black and
Bangladeshi pupils could be seen as potentially both socially and economically 
unsustainable.  
 

 

owever, the data used in Figure 8 are from a national sample survey, where the small 

e. 

 

 

Source: Youth Cohort Study.13

igure 8 prompts a further note of caution. The graph shows the percentage of pupils in 

ides 

e 

 reference to income inequality in London illustrates the point. The proportion of the 

is 
es 

H
size of the sample imposes limitations on what analyses can be sustained. Data for the 
‘Other’ ethnic group are not shown for 1992 because of the smallness of the sample siz
Again because of small sample size, figures for Chinese pupils are not shown separately, 
and Black Caribbean, Black African and Black Other pupils have been conflated in a single
‘Black’ category. Problems with small samples made if difficult to provide a detailed view 
of ethnicity and attainment in individual London boroughs and even in London as a whole
during the 1990’s. 

Figure 8. Percentage of pupils achieving 5 or more GCSE A*-C grades, by 
ethnicity. 1992 to 2002, England and Wales.
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F
each ethnic group who achieved five or more higher grade passes. This is a threshold 
measure of attainment. Either pupils have, or have not, crossed that threshold. It prov
no other information on the attainment of pupils who did not reach that threshold. Nor 
does it provide any other information on the range of attainment of those who passed th
“5+ A-C” threshold, but it is precisely that information which is needed in an analysis of 
educational inequality.  
 
A
population in London in the high-income group is above the national average, as is the 
proportion of the population in the low-income group. Those working with income data 
will know that a single measure of income, such as average income, will not provide an 
adequate picture of the situation in London. Where income is distributed unequally, 
information on the number and percentage of individuals in different income groups 
more useful than a single figure of average income. Section 9 of the report uses measur
of attainment which take account of the range of pupil achievement. For the present, this 
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section notes that there is nonetheless evidence of variation in attainment, even in pre-
NPD research using limited threshold measures.  
 
Figures 9 and 10 show the range of qualifications of two different generations, one born 
between 1940 and 1959 and the other born between 1960 and 1979. Those in the older 
generation with an ethnic heritage were less likely than their White counterparts to have a 
degree, and were more likely to have no qualifications, Amongst the generation born 
between 1960 and 1979, some though not all ethnic groups were more likely than their 
White counterparts to have a degree, and were less likely to have no qualifications. While 
the circumstances surrounding that change are of interest, they are not explored here. 
The point being made here is that levels of attainment can, and have, varied over time.  
 

Figure 9.  Men - highest level of qualification. Percentage within 
each group. Great Britain.
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Figure 10. Women - highest level of qualification. Percentage within 
each group. Great Britain.
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  Source for Figures 8 and 9: Tables 3a and 3b Anthony Heath and Soojin Yu Explaining ethnic minority disadvantage.15  
 
 
One of the issues prompting this report concerns the relationship between ethnicity and 
socio-economic status on the one hand, and educational attainment on the other. There 
is a long history of research and statistical analysis in England linking educational 
inequality with pupils’ socio-economic status,16 However, that work rarely gave equal 
billing to ethnicity and, at least during the 1990’s, work on educational attainment and 
socio-economic status became a neglected area. However, there are indications of 
renewed interest including, for example, an interest in education, attainment and social 
mobility.17  The Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA),18 which is 
managed by the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, provides a 
further example and is briefly referred to in appendix C. However, despite the limited 
range of evidence on ethnicity, socio-economic status and educational attainment in 
analyses based on pre-NPD data, such publications as there were raised two key questions 
relevant to this report.  
 
In 1999 the then Department for Education and Employment (DfEE) published work 
based on successive Youth Cohort Surveys. These are national sample surveys carried out 
in England and Wales. The DfEE reported evidence on the gap in the attainment of White 
and Black pupils compared with the attainment of pupils from unskilled manual 
households and pupils from managerial or professional households. Key figures are shown 
in Figure 11.  
 
While the Figure shows a difference in the attainment of White and Black pupils, this is 
less than the difference between the attainment of pupils from managerial or professional 
households on the one hand, and pupils from unskilled manual households on the other. 
That said the data in Figure 11 do not provide comparative information on the attainment 
of, for example, Black and White pupils from unskilled manual households, or Black and 
White pupils from managerial/professional households. We do not know from Figure 11 
whether ethnic differences in attainment remain or disappear when socio-economic status 
is taken into account. 
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Figure 11. Youth Cohort Study 1999. Percentage in Year 11 gaining 5+ 
GCSE A*-C grades 1989-1998, England and Wales
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  Source: DFEE (19)   

 
 
Figure 12 is based on an analysis of Youth Cohort Survey data, published one year later in 
2000. This Figure shows differences in educational attainment within as well as between 
ethnic groups, taking account of socio-economic status. Figure 12 is based on one year’s 
data from the same national sample survey referred to in Figure 11.  
 
The data in Figure 12 show that, on the measure of educational attainment used, 
inequalities exist between and within ethnic groups. In some cases the differences within 
ethnic groups are greater than differences between ethnic groups. In other cases they are 
not.  For example, the graph shows a 45 percentage point difference in the attainment of 
Indian pupils from non-manual households compared with Indian pupils from unskilled 
households. This is considerably greater than the two percentage point difference 
between Indian and White pupils overall.  
 
On the other hand, there is an 18 percentage point difference between the attainment of 
Black pupils from non-manual households compared with Black pupils from non-manual 
households. However, this is less than the 21 percentage point difference between Black 
and White pupils overall. Despite this, Black pupils from non-manual households 
nonetheless typically have higher levels of attainment than White pupils from unskilled 
households. 
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Figure 12. Percentage of pupils in maintained schools achieving 5 or 
more higher grade GCSE passes in 1995, England and Wales

55

63

41

64

30

55

28

41

25

40

25

27

19

25

17

19

19

41

45

22

44

21

42

12

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 7

All

Other

Pakistani-Bangladeshi

Indian

Black

White

0

All

Unskilled

Skilled manual

Non-manual

  Source: Sean Demack, David Drew and Mike Grimsley Minding the Gap: ethnic, gender and social class differences in  
  attainment at 16, 1988-95.(20)  

 
 
In Figure 12 differential attainment amongst pupils from different socio-economic groups 
is least pronounced amongst Black pupils, It is not clear why this is so, though it may be 
that higher status Black households differ from other higher status households. Table 7 
shows that a comparatively high proportion of Black Caribbean adults are in lower, rather 
than higher status white-collar jobs. While not necessarily disadvantaged to the extent 
that households experiencing poverty are disadvantaged, Figure 12 shows that groups 
with an intermediate socio-economic status nonetheless tend of have lower levels of 
attainment than higher status groups. That said, the apparently atypical relationship 
between educational attainment and socio-economic status for Black pupils clearly 
warrants particular investigation. 
 
However, while Figures 11 and 12 point to questions which can be tested against the 
evidence for London, it would be unwise to prejudge what the outcome of that analysis 
might be. The Youth Cohort Surveys are sample surveys, and the number or respondents 
from some ethnic groups is small. At less than 100, though more than 30, the number of 
young Black people in each occupational group is particularly small. Conclusions based on 
small numbers such as this need to be made cautiously.  
 
Two points are nonetheless clear from the data shown in Figure 12. There is a hierarchy of 
attainment. Pupils from non-manual households are most likely to have the highest levels 
of educational attainment on the measure used, and pupils from unskilled manual 
households are least likely to have high levels of attainment. Pupils from skilled manual 
households fall in between the two. Secondly, in all ethnic groups, pupils from lower 
status households, are least likely to have high levels of attainment. Pupils in this group 
are perhaps most likely to experience poverty. The effects of child poverty in London cut 
across ethnic classifications.  
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Table 7. Numbers of White and Black Caribbean Londoners, aged 16 to 74, in 
managerial, professional, associate professional and technical occupations, 2001 
 
  White  Black Caribbean
  
 ALL PEOPLE     2,528,468              150,215
 Group 1. Managers and Senior Officials        473,867                 15,257
 Group 2. Professional Occupations        385,188                 13,960
 Group 3. Associate Professional and Technical Occupations        477,227                 25,369
 Group 4. Administrative and Secretarial Occupations 190,130 31,246
 Groups 1, 2, 3 and 4 total    1,721,147                85,832
 
 Group 1 as percentage of Group 1-4 total  27.5 17.8
 Group 2 as percentage of Group 1-4 total 22.4 16.3
 Group 3 as percentage of Group 1-4 total 27.7 36.4
 Group 4 as percentage of Group 1-4 total 22.4 36.4
 Source: 2001 Census, table S109 
 
 
The pupil attainment data discussed so far has mainly, though not exclusively, been for 
achievement in public examinations taken at the end of compulsory schooling. Appendix 
B, which outlines the system of pupil assessment in England, indicates that pupils are also 
assessed nationally at ages seven, 11 and 14. These assessments are intended to measure 
pupil progress through the national curriculum, from the early years of primary schooling 
and on towards the end of compulsory schooling. A picture of change in pupils’ level of 
attainment as they move through the school system can be developed if each pupil’s 
assessments at each key stage can be linked.  
 
National key stage assessments have been in place for a sufficient length of time for those 
pupils who were aged 7 in either 1991 or 1992 to have been assessed at each of key 
stages 1, 2, 3 and 4. During the 1990’s, analysis of this emerging national assessment 
dataset led to the conclusion that, statistically, the single best predictor of pupil 
attainment is a child’s attainment at an earlier key stage21, i.e. his or her prior attainment. 
Does this ‘explain’ the unequal outcomes we see at the end of compulsory schooling? 
 
In any one year throughout the 1990’s, a far higher proportion of pupils reached 
nationally expected levels of attainment at key stage 1 in the early years of primary 
schooling than in key stage assessments for older groups of pupils. This raises the 
possibility that some pupils who had reached nationally expected levels of attainment at 
key stage 1 went on to reach nationally expected levels of attainment at later key stages, 
but that other similarly successful pupils at key stage 1 did not.  
 
Figure 13 confirms that some, but not all, pupils who reached nationally expected levels at 
key stage 1 failed to reach nationally expected levels in subsequent key stages. The Figure 
provides information on the attainment of two national cohorts of pupils as these moved 
through the school system, beginning in 1991 and 1992 respectively. A high proportion of 
children reach nationally expected levels of attainment in the early years of primary 
schooling. However, we can infer from Figure 13 that some pupils who reached nationally 
expected levels of attainment at key stage 1 did not go on to reach nationally expected 
levels at key stages 2, 3 or 4. 
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The London Education Research Network (LERN) London Benchmarking Project of the 
late 1990’s gathered school level data on pupil attainment and characteristics at each key 
stage. Z-scores23 were used to create an index of social disadvantage for individual 
 

DfEE (22) 

aintained schools, and level of attainment in those schools was then compared with their 

ties 

e 4. 

lthough the data only provided a cross-sectional, rather than a longitudinal view, it 
 

istinct 
 

owever, the LERN project used school level data24, and was not able to show whether 
f 

t 

Figure 13. National cohort achievement at KS1 in 1991 and 
1992, with subsequent attainment at KS2-4. Percentage of 
pupils achieving nationally expected levels and gaining 5+ 
GCSE A*-C grades, England
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m
level of disadvantage. Figure 14 gives summary graphs from the 1999 round of the 
London Benchmarking Project. In that year data were available from 17 local authori
for 748 London schools at key stage 1, and 762 schools at key stage 2. Data were 
available from 15 authorities for 175 schools at key stage 3 and 172 schools at stag
 
A
appears from the London benchmarking project that the impact of social disadvantage
may increase as young people move through the school system. Despite the conclusion 
that a pupil’s prior attainment was the single best predictor of his or her subsequent 
attainment, it was clear during the 1990’s that pupils with the same level of prior 
attainment did not have the same rates of subsequent progress, and there was a d
suspicion that those failing to make expected progress came from disadvantaged groups. 
 
H
pupils in different ethnic groups had different rates of progress. More recent evidence o
the progress made by pupils from different ethnic groups in the school system is reviewed 
briefly in section 11. Pupil progress from key stage 1 onwards is, like the raw score GCSE 
results at the end of compulsory schooling, ‘socially distributed’. Differences in prior 
attainment do not ‘explain away’ differences in the attainment of pupils from differen
ethnic groups.  
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Figure 14. Social disadvantage in London and attainment at key stages 1-4, 1999 

y = 66.222e-0.2887x

R2 = 0.3839
.00

10.00

20.00

30.00

40.00

50.00

60.00

70.00

80.00

90.00

100.00

-2.00 -1.00 .00 1.00 2.00
School social disadvantage index

A
ve

ra
ge

 %
 in

 E
ac

h 
S

ch
oo

l A
ch

ie
vi

ng
 K

S
2 

Le
ve

l 4
+

KS2

 

y = 46.073e-0.6575x

R2 = 0.6931
.00

10.00

20.00

30.00

40.00

50.00

60.00

70.00

80.00

90.00

100.00

-2.00 -1.00 .00 1.00 2.00
School social disadvantage index

A
ve

ra
ge

 %
 in

 E
ac

h 
S

ch
oo

l A
ch

ie
vi

ng
 K

S
3 

Le
ve

ls
 5

+

KS3

 

 

y = 32.996e-0.7282x

R2 = 0.625
.0

10.0

20.0

30.0

40.0

50.0

60.0

70.0

80.0

90.0

100.0

-2.00 -1.00 .00 1.00 2.00
School social disadvantage index

%
 in

 E
ac

h 
S

ch
oo

l A
ch

ie
vi

ng
 5

+ 
G

C
S

E
 A

-C
 g

ra
de

s

GCSE

y = 78.439e-0.1821x

R2 = 0.387

.00

10.00

20.00

30.00

40.00

50.00

60.00

70.00

80.00

90.00

100.00

-2.00 -1.00 .00 1.00 2.00
School social disadvantage index

A
ve

ra
ge

 %
 in

 E
ac

h 
S

ch
oo

l A
ch

ie
vi

ng
 K

S
1 

le
ve

ls
 2

+
KS1

Source: David Ewens, unpublished paper presented to the 2000 Annual conference of the British Educational Research Association 
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A key point in the present section, and stressed elsewhere in the report, is that an analysis 

e 
or 

 
 

 
t 

of inequality in education requires measures which take account of the full range of 
attainment. Analyses of that type are given in sections 9 and 10 of the report, and th
reader with a particular interest in that area may wish to skip the intervening sections. F
the present, past research which relies on single measures of attainment, such as the 
percentage of pupils gaining five of more higher grade passes at GCSE, also points to 
variations in attainment over time, and to variations in attainment within ethnic groups
which reflect differences in socio-economic status. We have good reason to suspect that
social disadvantage may have less effect on attainment in the early years of schooling 
than in the later years of schooling. Maintaining that position as children move through
the education system suggests that continuing attention needs to be given to attainmen
at key stages 1, 2 and 3.  
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6. A further note of caution. The relevance to London of conclusions based on 

hile much of the evidence available before the creation of the NPD was national in 

led 

count, 

  “Pupils of Chinese, Indian, Pakistani and Bangladeshi origin  
k 

 

pt 

 
avid Gillborn and Caroline Gipps’ 1996 report for the Office for Standards in Education 

s.27 

 

nt by 

hether these variations in London in the 1990’s could be ‘explained’ in terms of socio-

those 

he 1997 White paper Excellence in Schools pointed to variations in attainment at key 
 
se 

nt 

he authors of the two White Papers should have been aware that schools with similar 

al 

pre-2002 data 
 
W
scope there was, as Figure 14 shows, at least some work which was oriented towards 
London. During the 1990’s, LERN’s Examination Results in Context (ERIC) project poo
pupil level public examination results from London local authorities for subsequent 
analysis by the National Foundation for Educational Research. That analysis took ac
at the same time, of school-level factors, such as whether a school was a church school, 
and also took account of pupil-level factors, such as ethnicity. Analysis of 1996 results, 
based on data from 12 London authorities, led to the conclusion that 
 

performed better than those classified as White. Pupils of Blac
Caribbean origin did slightly less well than White pupils for total 
GCSE score, Mathematics and Science. Black African pupils 
outperformed White pupils in all performance indicators exce
Mathematics.”25 

D
(OfSTED)26 also contained evidence on ethnicity and attainment from local authorities in 
London. In Tower Hamlets in the early 1990’s, Caribbean pupils tended to have higher 
average public examination scores at the end of compulsory schooling than White pupil
Similarly in Lambeth in 1993, African male pupils had higher average GCSE scores than 
their White male counterparts.28 In their later OfSTED report on educational inequality, 
David Gillborn and Heidi Safia Mirrza, reported data from an unnamed LEA, possibly 
outside London, showing higher than average levels of attainment by Black Caribbean
pupils at key stage 1.29 Similar evidence was available from Haringey. This evidence 
pointed to variations in attainment, rather than to uniform over- or under-achieveme
particular groups, and to the possibility that attainment in London, or in parts of London 
was not typical of the situation nationally. 
 
W
economic differences between pupils remained unclear at the time. Local authorities 
tended to rely on free school meal entitlement as an indicator of socio-economic 
disadvantage, and but had no further measures of the socio-economic position of 
not entitled to free schools. The misunderstanding which followed points to a need for 
more comprehensive measures of socio-economic status. 
 
T
stage 2 in schools with similar proportions of pupils entitled to free school meals. Some
schools with high levels of entitlement had levels of success at key stage 2 similar to tho
in schools with lower levels of entitlement.30 The same line of reasoning was used in the 
later 2001 White Paper Schools achieving success.31 The implication was that schools 
could not rely on free school meal entitlement to excuse the huge gap between the 
average level of attainment of pupils who were entitled to free school meal entitleme
and the average level of attainment of those who were not.  
 
T
levels of free school meal entitlement did not necessarily have similar socio-economic 
profiles. Pupils who are not entitled to free school meals can differ in their level of soci
advantage. The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development’s Programme 
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for International Student Assessment (PISA), to which the UK subscribes, confirms that 
school children’s reading skills and their mathematical and scientific literacy, varied 
depending on the level of social advantage of the child’s household.32 In short, pupil
were the most socially advantaged tended to have the highest levels of attainment, and 
the pupils who were least socially advantaged had the lowest levels of educational 
attainment. Those with an intermediate socio-economic status tended to have an 
intermediate level of attainment.  That is not picked up by analyses which rely on f
school meal entitlement to indicate a pupil’s socio-economic circumstances. Nonethele
the White Papers point to the possibility of variations in the educational attainment of 
supposedly disadvantaged groups, and this needs to be tested against the evidence from
the LPD. Given the role of the White Papers in shaping policy, they also, again, confirm 
the need for more comprehensive measures of socio-economic status.    
 

s who 

ree 
ss, 
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7.  Post-2002. Ethnicity and attainment, threshold measures  

arlier sections of this report sounded a note of caution in assuming that conclusions 
ts 

a, 

he LPD has the advantage of containing data on the whole population of children 
n a 

 

 
ed 

 

erived from information on 2002 population estimates available at ww.earthtrends.wri.org 

 
E
about ethnicity and attainment, based on often small national sample surveys or repor
from London’s small local authorities from the 1990s, necessarily applied or apply to 
attainment in all boroughs and all schools in London. This section uses pupil level dat
mainly from the 2002 London Pupil Dataset, to identify what the situation in London 
actually is on the standard measures used in national performance tables.  
 
T
attending maintained schools, including children in primary schools. It is not based o
sample of pupils. Additionally, the dataset is large and, as Figure 15 indicates, contains 
the number of records which be found in similar pupil datasets in middle-sized European
countries such as Norway and Denmark (were those countries to have national pupil 
datasets). The 2002 LPD contains records for 68,770 pupils in the public examination
cohort. This compares favourably with the 14,498 individuals in the national sample us
by Demack, Drew and Grimsley, and on which Figure 12 was based.  The size of the ethnic
population in London adds significance to an analysis of London data. 

Figure 15. Esitmated numbers in the population aged 4 to 14, and 
actual number of pupils aged 4-14 in the 2002 LPD
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The DfES now regularly publishes summary information on ethnicity and attainment, and 

orn 

ge 

able 8 is based on published DfES summary information showing 2004 attainment 
hs 

age 
e 

he same points apply, in a much larger number of London local authorities, to the 
 
rage 

 to show 

y 

ian 

igures 16 and 17, on the other hand, suggest that a number of other points from earlier 

he 

this is referred to partly to provide the wider England context, but also when it has a 
direct bearing on points raised in pre-2002 research. One such point is included in Gilb
and Gipps’ OfSTED report referred to on page 29 above. That report quoted evidence 
from some London boroughs in the 1990’s, showing that Black pupils had higher avera
levels of attainment at the end of compulsory schooling than their White counterparts.  
 
T
amongst pupils in different ethnic groups attending schools in the 32 London boroug
which maintain secondary schools. The table shows the number of boroughs where BME 
attainment at GCSE on the standard performance measure in 2004 exceeded that of 
White British pupils attending schools in the same local authority. It also shows the 
number of boroughs where BME attainment exceeded the London and England aver
for all pupils. The table confirms that in a minority of London authorities Black pupils hav
higher levels of attainment than their local White British counterparts, and that there are 
also local authorities where Black pupils exceed both the London and English average on 
the measure of attainment used.  
 
T
attainment of Irish, Pakistani and Bangladeshi pupils. Additionally, in the majority of
London authorities, the attainment of White British pupils falls below the London ave
and below the average for England. Table A25 shows attainment in 2004 GCSE 
examinations in London boroughs, and tables A26 and A27 use LPD information
attainment at key stages 1 to 3 in 2000, 2001 and 2002 for pupils on roll in 2002. Tables 
A26 and A27 need to be read with a degree of caution since some of the pupils assessed 
in 2000 and 2001 would have left London by 2002, which means they do not show the 
attainment of all pupils. Tables A28 to A55 show attainment in London and in England b
ethnicity for all key stages. This last group of tables tends to show higher average levels 
of attainment in London than in England as a whole for each BME group at each key 
stage. Table 9 draws on that information to show the ‘London advantage’ amongst As
pupils in 2004. Taken together tables 8 and 9 point to London’s distinctive position; a 
position which would not necessarily be understood from research based on pre-2002 
data.   
 
F
research do apply in London. The Figures summarize attainment in London at each key 
stage in 2002 and 2003, and show that the gap between the attainment of Black and 
White pupils may widen as children pass through the education system.  Additionally, t
Figures show that, amongst all ethnic groups, a lower proportion of pupils reach national 
benchmarks in the later than in the earlier stages of education. 
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Table  8. Comparative position, pupils gaining 5 or more higher grade examination 
passes at the end of compulsory schooling in London boroughs, 2004 
         
  Number of London boroughs where 

 

Pupils in a particular group 
have a higher pass rate 

than equivalent (M/F/T) 
White British pupils in the 

same borough   

upils in a particular Pupils in a particular P
group have a higher 

pass rate than all 
equivalent (M/F/T) 

pupils in London as a 
whole 

group have a higher 
pass rate than all 

equivalent (M/F/T) 
pupils in England as a 

whole 

 M All Male le All Male le Allale Female  Fema  Fema
               
   
White 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

ritish 
1 2 2

ther White 
    

ixed 15 19 18 13 12 12 13 13 12
d Black Caribbean 

1 1 1 1 1 1

e heritage 
    

sian 26 30 29 24 25 27 25 26 27

i 
hi 

an 
    

lack 5 11 9 5 5 4 7 7 6
aribbean 

1 1 1
k 1

    
hinese 28 27 31 27 26 29 27 26 30

r ethnic group 

        

6 0 9  2 4 3  5 4 4
White B - - -  13 13 15  14 13 15
Irish 9 2 4  20 24 25  20 24 26
Any o 15 19 19  15 14 14  15 14 15
     
M   
White an 11 10 11  8 9 8  9 9 9
White and Black African 13 10 19  2 0 6  2 0 6
White and Asian 22 22 27  21 20 28  21 20 28
Any other multipl 13 18 18  12 14 15  13 14 15
     
A   
Indian 29 29 32  25 29 32  25 29 32
Pakistan 19 20 25  18 18 21  18 19 22
Banglades 20 18 21  16 15 17  16 16 17
Any other Asi 22 29 25  25 24 26  25 24 27
     
B   
Black C 5 8 5  3 4 4  3 5 4
Black African 9 4 3  8 9 9  8 0 9
Any Other Blac 0 11 8  7 6 8  7 7 8
     
C   
Any othe 18 24 20  17 19 17  17 20 20
Unclassified 18 20 19  18 18 20  18 18 20
All pupils 16 24 28  11 13 13  13 14 14
             
In London, 32 local authorities maintain secondary s. 

able 9. The 2004 London ‘Asian advantage’ at key stages 1, 2, and 4 

school
See table A25 for further details 

 
 
T
     % of Asian pupils reaching national benchmarks  
   
 L  maintained schools English maintained schondon ools 

Key stage 1 English reading 

tics 

84 81 
Key stage 1 English writing 81 78 
Key stage 1 mathematics 89 86 
Key stage 2 English 79 75 
Key stage 2 mathema 77 70 
Key stage 2 science 85 79 
GCSE (5+ A*-C grades) 62 56 
   See tables A32 to A43 and A52 to A54 for further details, including a down by gender. Equivalent Figures 04 key stage 3  break for 20
results are not available at the time of writing. 2004 key stage 3 results are not available at the time of writing. 
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Figure 16. Percentage of pupils with records in the London 
Pupil Dataset reaching nationally expected levels in key stage 
English tests and achieving 5 or more GCSE A*-C grades in 
2002. GCSE results are provisional
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urce: DfES. See tables A34, A38, A44, and A52 for further details, including a breakdown by gender 

Figure 17. Percentage of pupils attending London maintained 
schools reaching nationally expected levels in key stage English 
tests, and achieving 5 of more GCSE A*-C grades, 2003 
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7.1 Ethnicity, entitlement to free school meals and attainment 

igure 18 shows the number of pupils who did not achieve five or more GCSE passes in 

e White or 
 

age 

 of low levels of attainment focuses on the impact of poverty, measured 
s entitlement to free school meals (FSM). Do differences in the level of entitlement to 

ll ethnic groups, boys who are entitled to free school meals are 
ss likely than boys who are not entitled to free school meals to achieve five or more 

ho 

 
 of 

ho 

oint difference between those achieving five or more 
igher grade passes who are, and those who are not entitled to free school meals. A 

differential exists for all groups. Poverty has an impact on the attainment of pupils in all 

 
F
2002 at any grade. On this measure, White pupils formed the single largest 
underachieving group in London in 2002. The low level of attainment of som
White British pupils is not much discussed in research from the 1990’s, but is indicated in
the 2001 census which shows that White British and Black Caribbean individuals in 
London form the two groups most likely to have no qualifications (see section 4.5, p
16). 
 
 

Figure 18. Number of London pupils not achieving 5 or more A*-G 
grades, by ethnic heritage, summer 2002. All pupils. Provisional.
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  Source: v2 2002 LPD 

 
One explanation
a
free school meals ‘explain away’ differences in the attainment of pupils in difference 
ethnic groups in London? 
 
Figure 19 confirms that in a
le
higher grade passes at GCSE. The same point applies to girls. However, Black Caribbean 
girls who are entitled to free school meals are more likely than Black Caribbean boys w
are not entitled to free school meals to achieve five or more higher grade passes. The 
same point applies to Bangladeshi girls who are entitled to free school meals and 
Bangladeshi boys who are not, though the difference in this case is small. Additionally,
White and Black male pupils entitled to free school meals tend to have lower levels
attainment on the standard performance tables measure than boys in all Asian groups w
are entitled to free school meals. 
 
Figure 20 shows the percentage p
h
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ethnic groups. However, the differentials shown in Figure 20 are greater for some group
than others. They are particularly pronounced for White and Indian pupils and are lea
pronounced for Black Caribbean and Bangladeshi pupils. There is also some variation by 
gender. The differential for Chinese girls and Indian boys are amongst the greatest shown 
in Figure 20.   
 
 

s 
st 

 
   Source: version 2 2002 LPD 

 
 

  Source: v2 2002 LPD 

Figure 19. Percentage of London pupils achieving 5+ GCSE A*-
C grades in 2002, by ethnicity and FSM. Provisional.
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Figure 20. Percentage point difference between pupils not 
entitled to FSM and pupils entitled to FSM
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At its simplest, pupils from different ethnic groups who are entitled to FSM do not have 
similar levels of attainment on the standard GCSE performance table measure shown in 
Figures 19 and 20. More dramatically, Bangladeshi pupils, who were shown in Figure 7 as 
being more likely than pupils in any other group to be entitled to free school meals, ‘out 
perform’ Black Caribbean pupils regardless of whether FSM is taken into account or not. 
While, as stated, ‘poverty has an impact on the attainment of pupils in all ethnic groups’, 
it is equally clear that entitlement to FSM does not on its own ‘explain away’ differences 
in the attainment of pupils in different ethnic groups.  
 
In 2004, the DfES published for the first time a breakdown of results for 6th form pupils by 
ethnicity and for London (see table A55 for details). That information suggests one 
possible further line of inquiry. Indian pupils’ advantage over White pupils in GCSE 
examinations is not sustained in results on post-GCSE courses in London’s maintained 
schools, or in England more generally. It is possible and, given the information in Figure 7 
on page 12 above, even likely that White pupils in 6th forms are socially more advantaged 
than White pupils generally. The apparent loss of Indian pupils’ educational advantage 
may reflect changes in the White group of pupils with whom they are being compared, 
rather than any faltering in the progress made by Indian pupils themselves. The issue may, 
once more, be one of how social advantage and disadvantage impinge on educational 

he point was made earlier on pages 16 and 22, that simply dividing pupils into the two 

omy of ‘entitled to FSM vs. not 

attainment.   
 
T
categories ‘entitled to FSM/not entitled to FSM’ may miss grades of advantage and 
disadvantage within the two groups which have an impact on attainment. Additionally, 
this and the previous section of the report have pointed to a range of attainment in the 
capital and elsewhere. Threshold measures, such as the percentage of pupils gaining five 
or more higher grade passes at GCSE, have the advantage of simplicity, but they do not 
provide a view of the full range of attainment, either amongst those who achieve five or 
more higher grade passes at GCSE, or amongst those who do not.  
 
Section 10 of the report goes beyond the simple dichot
entitled to FSM’ in a preliminary step to tap the impact on educational attainment of a 
range of social advantage and disadvantage in London. Before that, sections 8 and 9 
develop the second point, and compare the attainment of pupils in different ethnic 
groups using measures which take account of the full range of attainment.  
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8. Beyond threshold measures of attainment and ethnicity 

ed 

ealistic 
hance of succeeding. A single percentage figure for all pupils in each ethnic group who 
ach national benchmarks in key stage tests and public examinations does not provide 
at information. To the extent that there is a wish to see change, the development of 

vidence-based policy and practice provides a further good reason for ‘moving on’. Two 
xamples are given here to show the potential value of taking that step. Those who are 
miliar with that type of work may wish to skip this section, and move to section 9, which 

ives an overview of ethnicity and equality and inequality of attainment in London. 

igures 21 to 24 show the percentage of Black Caribbean pupils with records in the 
ondon Pupil Dataset reaching national benchmarks at key stages 1 to 4 in individual 
chools in 2002. Schools with fewer than 11 Black Caribbean pupils in the assessment 
ohort have been excluded from the graphs.  

 
Much of the work on ethnicity and inequality of attainment starts from the assumption 
that low levels of attainment should be reduced. The movement towards evidence-bas
policy and practice in education requires that analyses go beyond merely describing 
inequality, and at the very least identify areas or points where change has a r
c
re
th
e
e
fa
g
 
F
L
s
c
 
 

Figure 21. Percentage of London Black Caribbean pupils in the key 
stage 1 assessment cohort in each school achieving l
2002 key stage 1 English tests
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Source: 2002 LPD 
Note: Figure 21 shows results in 728 primary and special schools. Schools with fewer than 11 Black Caribbean pupils in the 2002 key 
stage 1 assessment cohort are not included. Schools are those attended by pupils with records in the 2002 LPD. 
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Figure 22. Percentage of London Black Caribbean pupils in the key stage 2 
assessment cohort in individual schools achieving level 4 or above in 2002 key 
stage 2 English tests
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Source: 2002 LPD 
Note: Figure 22 shows results in 463 primary and special schools. Schools with fewer than 11 Black Caribbean pupils in the 2002 key 
stage 2 assessment cohort are not included. Schools are those attended by pupils with records in the 2002 LPD. 
 
 

Figure 23. Percentage of London Black Caribbean Pupils in individual 
schools who reached levels 4/5 in 2002 key stage 3 English tests  
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Note: Figure 23 shows results in 268 secondary and special schools. Schools with fewer than 11 Black Caribbean pupils in the 2002 key 
stage 3 assessment cohort are not included. Schools are those attended by pupils with records in the 2002 LPD. 
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Figure 24. Percentage of London Black Caribbean pupils aged 15 in 
2001/2 achieving 5+ GCSE A*-C grades in individual schools in 2002. 
Provisional
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Note: Figure 13 shows results in 170 secondary and special schools. Schools with fewer than 11 Black Caribbean pupils aged 15 at the 
start of the 2001/2 school year are not included. Schools are those attended by pupils with records in the 2002 LPD 

 
 

t levels of 
ttainment are typically higher in earlier key stages tests than in public examinations. 

However, Figures 21 to 24 also show that the percentage of Black Caribbean pupils 
reaching national benchmarks varies from one school to another. There are schools at all 
key stages, including key stage 4, where the majority rather than a minority, of Black 
Caribbean pupils reached nationally expected levels of attainment. This is not apparent in 
Figures 16 and 17, which rely on a single summary measure of attainment for all pupils in 
each ethnic group. The circumstances surrounding high-level attainment in individual 
schools are clearly worth investigating though, as the evidence in section 12 shows, there 
may be more at stake than simply then going on to share good practice more widely.  
 
The percentage of pupils gaining five or more higher grade GCSE passes, and the 
percentage of pupils gaining five or more passes at any grade, are two of the longest 
standing measures reported in national school performance tables. They provide the 
second example of how moving beyond a concern with single average attainment figures 
for each ethnic group may reveal areas where there is potential, or leverage, for change. 
As described above, these two GCSE measures are ‘threshold measures’, which pupils have 
either crossed or not crossed. Threshold measures have a particular value if they identify a 
‘real’, as opposed to an arbitrary, threshold. A real threshold is one which, if crossed, gives 
the individual significantly different life chances from those who have not crossed the 
threshold.  Entry to many professional occupations is now largely restricted to those with 
a degree. To gain a degree is to cross a threshold. 
 

e far more 
kely to stay on in education than to leave. This implies that it is a real threshold point. 

Figures 21 to 24 illustrate three points. The Figures are consistent with Figures 16 and 17. 
Both show that high-level attainment exists at all key stages. Both show tha
a

Table 10 is based on information published by the Office for National Statistics. It implies 
that crossing the ‘5+ A*-C’ threshold at GCSE does mean that young people ar
li
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However, the table does not actually show the number of A*-C grades gained below 
which the majority of pupils leave, and above which the majority stay on.  
 
  

Table 10. Percentage continuing full-time education at age 16: by GCSE and 
GCSE equivalent  qualifications, 2002, England and Wales 
Year 11 Qualifications Percentage staying on 2002
None                                                                         35
1-4 GCSEs D to G grade                                                                        32
5+ GCSEs D to G grade 48
1-4 GCSEs A* to C grade 59
5+ GCSEs A* to C grade 89
8+ GCSEs A* to C grade 94
Source: Youth Cohort Study, Department for Education and Skills, and provided in supplementary tables to ONS, Focus 
on Social Inequalites 2004 edition 

 
 
Figures 25 and 26 show, for each number of GCSE A* to C and A* to G grades gained, the 
percentage of pupils aged 15 in 2002 who were recorded as still attending a maintained 
school in 2003. It is not a complete measure of ‘staying on’ since some young people will 
have transferred to further education. With that caveat in mind, five higher grade passes 
at GCSE is not the threshold point at which pupils become more, rather than less, likely to 
stay on school. For boys, that threshold point is seven higher grade GCSE passes, and for 
girls it is eight higher grade passes at GCSE.  
 

Figure 25. Pupils aged 15 in 2002. Percentage 'staying on' in 
January 2003, by number of GCSE A*-C grades gained by summer 
2002, provisional

1
0

 
  Source: Merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs 
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Figure 26.   Pupils aged 15 in 2002. Percentage 'staying on' in 2003 by 
number of GCSE A*-G grades gained by summer 2002, provisional
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 Source: Merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs 
 
 

The second major threshold measure used in national performance tables is the 
percentage of pupils gaining five or more GCSEs at any grade. It is a lower threshold 
measure. Table 26 indicates that pupils who gain five GCSE passes at any grade are highly 
unlikely to stay on at school. The balance is tipped in favour of staying on when pupils 
gain ten GCSEs at any grade. 
 
Staying on at school may appear to be a very general measure. It does not, for example, 
indicate whether the pupil stays on to retake subjects failed at GCSE or whether he or she 
is taking GCE A levels with a view to going to university. Nonetheless, not being in 
education, employment or training carries considerable cost for the individual, for the 
families concerned, and for society, 33 which continuing with education may avoid.  
 
Figures 27 and 28 provide information on the number of GCSE grades gained in 2002 and 
the percentage of pupils staying on to take three or more GCE Advanced level courses in 
the 6th form in 2003. Entry to colleges of London University would ordinarily require good 
passes in three A level subjects.  Pupils gaining nine or more higher-grade passes at GCSE 
are the first group which is more, rather than less, likely to stay on to study three or more 
A level subjects. There is no clear and obvious threshold point in the number of number of 
A* to G grades gained and studying three or more A level subjects.  
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Source: Merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs 

Figure 27. Pupils aged 15 in 2003. Percentage of pupils in each A*-C 
grade group studying 3 or more A levels one year later, provisional
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  Source: Merged 2002 and 2003 LPD 

 
 

Figure 28.  Pupils aged 15 in 2002. Percentage of pupils in each A*-
G grade group studying 3 or more A levels one year later, 
provisional
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Gaining five higher grade passes at GCSE, or five passes at any grade, are not ‘real’ 
threshold points in the sense that pupils become more likely to stay on in the school 
system than to leave, or more rather than less likely to stay on in the school system to 
study three or more GCSE A levels. The limited relevance of these measures to pupils’ life 
chances, suggest that they also have a limited relevance for evidence-based policy and 
practice. Alternative, or at least additional measures of attainment are needed.  
 
Figures 25 to 28 present evidence which may have a more direct bearing on educational 
improvement. Girls are more likely than boys to achieve higher level results at GCSE and, 
overall, are more likely to stay on in the school system. However, where the focus is on 
pupils with a similar number of GCSE grades, boys are more likely than girls to say on. 
Similarly, Figure 27 suggests that, compared with girls who have a similar number of 
higher grade GCSE passes, boys are more likely than girls to stay on to study three or 
more GCE A levels. If boys can stay on and take three or more A levels in this way, there 
may be scope for increasing participation by girls in post-compulsory education in the 
school system.  
 
Tables A61 and A62 show the threshold points for staying on and for studying 3 or more 
GCE A levels, by ethnicity and gender. Both show the number of pupils involved; where 
these are small, the tables should be interpreted with caution. Allowing for that note of 
caution, there are clear differences between pupils from different ethnic groups in terms 
of staying on and in terms of staying on to study for three or more A levels.  
 
For Bangladeshi boys, the actual threshold point for staying on in the school system is 11 

There is no equivalent threshold point for Bangladeshi girls. By 
contrast, the threshold point for Indian boys is four, and for Indian girls five higher grade 
GCSE passes.  The equivalent threshold points for Black Caribbean boys and girls are nine 
and 11 higher-grade pass respectively, and for White boys and girls seven and eight 
higher grade passes respectively. 
 
Threshold differences also exist for pupils staying on to study 3 or more GCE A levels, 
though the differences are considerably smaller. Nonetheless, the point remains that, 
amongst pupils aged 15 with records in the 2002 LPD, White and Indian pupils who 
stayed on after the end of compulsory schooling to study three or more GCE A levels did 
so with fewer high level passes than was the case with Bangladeshi or Black pupils. There 
may be scope for change within the school system as it is now. 
 
Earlier sections have stressed that the analysis of inequality in education requires 
measures which take account of the range of pupil attainment in a way that standard 
threshold measures do not. It is worth noting that in his introduction to the first national 
school performance tables published in 1992, John Patten, the then Secretary of State for 
Education, made it plain that the two standard GCSE performance measures would inform 
parental choice. Popular, successful schools would expand. With a school’s funding tied to 
pupil numbers, unpopular, unsuccessful schools would lose pupils and either improve or 
close. Market forces would ratchet up standards in schools.  
 
In that context, it did not particularly matter if the threshold measures referred to ‘real’ 
thresholds or not. What mattered was that relatively simple information was available to 
parents enabling them to assess and act on each school’s position in an education market. 
More recently, the emphasis has been on developing the evidence base which policy 
makers and teachers need to effect change. This puts a premium on the identification of 
‘what works’ (and why it works) and requires a move away from merely arbitrary measures. 

higher-grade GCSE passes. 
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The next two sections provide evidence on the range of pupil attainment, and also r
this section’s concern with identifying points where there is potential for improvemen
 
 
 
 

etain 
t.  
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9. Similarity and dissimilarity in the attainment of pupils in different ethnic 
groups 
 
A key aim of this section is to measure the similarity and dissimilarity in the attainment of 

upils from different groups. When compared with White pupils, young people with a 
hinese of Indian ethnic heritage have results which are skewed towards the higher 
ttainment ranges. Compared with White pupils, the attainment of Black pupils is skewed 
wards the lower attainment ranges. Despite this, the overlap, or similarity, in the 

ttainment of pupils from different ethnic groups is greater than the degree of 
issimilarity. That similarity does not imply equality: what the data show are that pupils 
om different ethnic groups tend to have similarly unequal results.    

arlier sections have stressed that, if educational inequality is to be understood, then the 
nge of pupil attainment needs to be taken into account. Standard threshold measures, 
ch as the percentage of pupils gaining five or more higher grade passes at GCSE, do not 
easure the range of attainment. Additionally, there is good reason to suppose that these 
hreshold’ measures do not reflect thresholds in the ‘real’ world.  

CSE point scores are also used in performance tables, where they are given as the 
verage for a school. In 2002, points were allocated to GCSE grades using a system 
itiated by the ILEA’s Research and Statistics Branch. Table 11 shows the grade-to-point 
ore figures used in the calculation of 2002 school performance tables. A half GCSE 
ores half the points shown in table 11.   

able 11. 2002 GCSE grades and equivalent point scores 

GCSE grade A* A B C D E F G 

p
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GCSE point score 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 
Note: half GCSE receive half these points. In some cases, point scores are recorded as, for example, having achieved 0.5 

ints. 

otalling point scores for individual pupils in each ethnic group provides a measure of the 
ll range of educational attainment. Figure 29 shows the distribution of individual pupil’s 
tal point scores in 2002 GCSE, based on data from the 2002 London Pupil Dataset. A 
inority of pupils had high total point scores. A, somewhat larger, minority of pupils 

chieved no point scores, and the majority of pupils achieved point scores in the middle of 
e range. Measuring the distribution of attainment in this way is the first step in 
easuring the extent of similarity or dissimilarity in the attainment of pupils from different 

thnic groups.  
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Figure 29. 2002 GCSE point scores. Percentage of pupils aged 
15 at each point score. Provisional. London Pupil Dataset.
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The distribution of point scores for pupils in all ethnic groups follows the same basic 
hown in Figure 29. A minority of pupils inupils ins  each group have high point scores and a 
inority have low point scores. The majority of pupils in each ethnic group fall between 

F SE point scores separately for Black Caribbean 

 the middle point score ranges. It should be clear that comparing the attainment of 

hat 

her proportion of Black Caribbean than White pupils had lower GCSE 
oint scores. Despite this, a small percentage of Black Caribbean pupils had point scores 

in the, high, 70.5 – 80 range. Those pupils had similar point scores with an equivalent 
percentage of White pupils in that point range. However, the graph shows that more 
White pupils than Black Caribbean pupils had scores in that range. Over and above the 
percentage of White and Black Caribbean with similar scores in that range, there is an 
element of dissimilarity. 
 
A larger percentage, approximately 5 per cent, of Black Caribbean pupils had point scores 
in the 60.5-70 range. Again, that percentage of Black Caribbean pupils had similar levels 
of attainment to other White pupils in the same point score range, but there is also a 
higher proportion of White pupils in that point score range. Allowing for the percentage 
of pupils who have similar points scores, there is an element of dissimilarity in the 
attainment of the two groups. This type of comparison can be extended across the full 
range of attainment, to the lowest level where approximately 7 per cent of White and 

 each group have high point scores and a 
inority have low point scores. The majority of pupils in each ethnic group fall between 

F SE point scores separately for Black Caribbean 

 the middle point score ranges. It should be clear that comparing the attainment of 
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her proportion of Black Caribbean than White pupils had lower GCSE 
oint scores. Despite this, a small percentage of Black Caribbean pupils had point scores 

in the, high, 70.5 – 80 range. Those pupils had similar point scores with an equivalent 
percentage of White pupils in that point range. However, the graph shows that more 
White pupils than Black Caribbean pupils had scores in that range. Over and above the 
percentage of White and Black Caribbean with similar scores in that range, there is an 
element of dissimilarity. 
 
A larger percentage, approximately 5 per cent, of Black Caribbean pupils had point scores 
in the 60.5-70 range. Again, that percentage of Black Caribbean pupils had similar levels 
of attainment to other White pupils in the same point score range, but there is also a 
higher proportion of White pupils in that point score range. Allowing for the percentage 
of pupils who have similar points scores, there is an element of dissimilarity in the 
attainment of the two groups. This type of comparison can be extended across the full 
range of attainment, to the lowest level where approximately 7 per cent of White and 

mm
these two extremes.   these two extremes.   
  
igure 30 provides information on pupil GCigure 30 provides information on pupil GC

a As wit upi enerally, Black Caribbean and White pupils show a range 
of attainment, with minorities at the high and low ends of the range, and with majorities 
a As wit upi enerally, Black Caribbean and White pupils show a range 
of attainment, with minorities at the high and low ends of the range, and with majorities 
nd White pupils. nd White pupils. h ph p ls gls g

inin
pupils in the two different groups in terms of ‘equality’ and ‘inequality’ would be a 
misnomer. Results in both groups are unequal. Results for the two groups might, at some 
point in the future, show a similar distribution, in the sense that they become equally 
unequal. However, given the purpose of the examination system, it is highly unlikely t
all pupils will ever reach a point where they all have exactly the same result.  
 
That said, a higher percentage of White than Black Caribbean pupils had high GCSE point 
scores, and a hig
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Black Caribbean pupils had the same outcome in that none gained any point scores at 
GCSE. What can be measured is not so much equality and inequality of outcomes as 
similarity and dissimilarity of outcomes 
 
Area A in Figure 30 is the area where pupils from the two groups have similar point scores. 
Areas B and C are the areas where there is a measure of difference, or dissimilarity, 
between pupils from the two groups. Quantifying those areas provides a measure of the 
similarity and dissimilarity of Black Caribbean and White pupils GCSE results. 
 

or 

nt. 

CSE point 
ores to their White counterparts, and there is also a degree of dissimilarity in the 

 

 

02 public examinations. The section below shows the percentage 
f pupils in each point score range. For example, 7.2 per cent of Black Caribbean pupils 

 
 

an 

Figure 30. 2002 GCSE grouped point score distributions of 
White and Black Caribbean pupils - areas of difference. 
London Pupil Dataset
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Figures 31 and 32 provide the same total point score information, given separately f
different ethnic groups. As with White and Black Caribbean pupils, a minority of pupils in 
other groups have high levels of attainment and a minority have low levels of attainme
The majority have outcomes in the mid-point score range. Additionally, as with White and 
Black Caribbean pupils, a percentage of pupils in all groups achieved similar G
sc
attainment of pupils in different groups. The extent of similarity and dissimilarity between 
White and BME pupils is, again, simply the overlap and difference in the percentage of
pupils in each GCSE point score group.  
 
Table 13 shows the data on which Figures 30 to 32 are based. The Table is in four 
sections. The first gives the numbers of pupils in each ethnic group with particular GCSE
point scores. For example, 2,694 White pupils gained no GCSE points, and 525 gained 
80.5 or more points in 20
o
gained no GCSE point scores, and 0.1 per cent gained 80.5 points or more.  
 
The third section in Table 13 shows the percentage of pupils in each ethnic group with
similar GCSE point scores to those of White pupils. By way of illustration, we can now say
more precisely that 10.3 per cent of White pupils and 3.7 per cent of Black Caribbe
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Figure 31. 2002 GCSEs. Percentage of White, Black African, Black 
Other and Black Caribbean in each point score group. 
Provisional. London Pupil Dataset
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Figure 32. 2002 GCSEs. Percentage of White, Chinese, Indian, Pakistani and 
Bangladeshi pupils in each point score group - provisional. London Pupil 
Dataset
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pupils achieved GCSE point scores in the 60.5-70 point range. This means that 3.7 per 
cent of Black Caribbean pupils had similar results to 3.7 per cent of White pupils. The 
same calculation is made for each point score group, and then totalled. In 2002, 80.1 per 
cent of Black Caribbean pupils had GCSE point scores similar to those achieved by White
pupils.   

y White
pupils.   

 

ly 

ilar 

 

ly 

ilar 

  
This does not mean that 80.1 per cent of Black Caribbean and White pupils all had exact
the same, single, result at GCSE. As Figures 30 to 32 show, there is a range of attainment 
within all groups of pupils. What is being measured is the percentage of pupils with sim

This does not mean that 80.1 per cent of Black Caribbean and White pupils all had exact
the same, single, result at GCSE. As Figures 30 to 32 show, there is a range of attainment 
within all groups of pupils. What is being measured is the percentage of pupils with sim
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total GCSE point scores within that overall range of attainment. Put another way, what is 
being measured is the extent to which pupils have similarly unequal education outcomes. 
With that in mind, Table 13 shows that Pakistani and Bangladeshi pupils are most likely to 
have GCSE point scores similar to those of White pupils. Chinese pupils were least likely to 
have point scores similar to those of White pupils.  
 
The fourth section of table 13 shows the extent of difference between the point scores of 
White pupils and pupils in other groups. Taking the example of the 3.7 per cent of Black 
Caribbean pupils and the 10.3 percent of White pupils whose GCSE results were in the 
60.5-70.0 point score range, the difference between the two groups is the additional 6.6 
per cent of White pupils in this high achieving range, that is 10.3 minus 3.7.  
 
The same calculation is made for each point score range and then, ignoring minus signs, 
totalled. The absolute difference between White and Black Caribbean total GCSE point 
scores is 39.8. However, since 80.1 per cent of White and Black Caribbean pupils had 
similar GCSE point scores, we might have expected that the measure of difference 
between the two groups would be 19.9. This apparent discrepancy is explained by table 
12.  
 
 

able 12. Two hypothetical groups with wholly unequal GCSE point scores T
 

GCSE point score group 

Percentage
 of pupils

in Group 1
 in each point
 score group

Percentage
 of pupils in

 Group 2
in each point
score group

Measure of
difference

 0.0 0.0 10.0 10.0
0.5 – 10.0 0.0 25.0 25.0
10.5 – 20.0 0.0 30.0 30.0
20.5 – 30.0 0.0 25.0 25.0
30.5 – 40.0 0.0 10.0 10.0
40.5 – 50.0 10.0 0.0 10.0
50.5 – 60.0 25.0 0.0 25.0
60.5 – 70 30.0 0.0 30.0
70.5 – 80 25.0 0.0 25.0
80.5+ 10.0 0.0 10.0
 Totals 100.0 100.0 200.0
 
 
Allowing for the existence of a range of attainment, if the same percentage of pupils from 
two different groups each had similar point scores, then the overall percentage of pupils 
with similar results would be 100. Table 12 shows a hypothetical situation where there is 
no overlap in the point scores of pupils from two different groups. The overall difference 
totals to 200, rather than 100 as might be expected from a percentage difference 
calculation. Putting the measures of difference shown in table 12 back on a scale of 100 

eans dividing the absolute difference by 2. For example, the percentage difference in 
comes between Black Caribbean and White pupils is 39.8 divided by 2, 

hich gives the expected Figure of 19.9. 

 information that Figures 31 and 32 provide visually. For example, this part of the 
ble shows that, compared to the attainment of White pupils, outcomes for Black 

m
education out
w
 
In terms of the percentage difference in the scores of pupils from each ethnic group, 
compared with the scores of White pupils, the greatest is between Chinese and White 
pupils. The fourth section of table 13 also shows where differences in levels of attainment 
occur; it shows the direction of difference where this exists. In that respect it quantifies 
the same
ta
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Caribbean pupils are skewed toward the lower end of the attainment range and away from 
the upper end. This part of the table measures the extent of that skewing.  
 
 

Table 13. Number and percentage of pupils in each uncapped GCSE point score range by
ethnicity, 2002 - provisional 

 
White

Black
Caribbean

Black
African

Black
Other

 

Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Chinese
Number of pupils in each point score group 
0.0 2,694 333 425 169 139 99 154 2
0.5 – 10.0 2,478 430 465 182 108 96 170 1
10.5 – 20.0 3,256 672 668 260 252 192 249
20.5 – 30.0 4,688 859 855 387 499 310 357
30.5 – 40.0 6,145 925 978 404 832 452 527
40.5 – 50.0 7,187 779 994 377 1,223 594

4
2

24
40
68

562 115
.5 – 60.0 6,188 429 709 243 1,200 394 437 140

68
42

655

50
60.5 – 70.0 4,033 172 320 126 826 211 217 122
70.5 – 80.0 1,795 35 100 38 429 70 99
80.5+ 525 5 22 10 106 22 20
Totals 38,989 4,639 5,536 2,196 5,614 2,440 2,792

 Percentage of pupils in each point score group 
0.0 6.9 7.2 7.7 7.7 2.5 4.1 5.5
0.5 – 1

3.7
0.0 6.4 9.3 8.4 8.3 1.9 3.9 6.1 1.8

0.5 – 20.0 8.4 14.5 12.1 11.8 4.5 7.9 8.9 3.7
0.5 – 30.0 12 18.5 15.4 17.6 8.9 12.7 12.8 6.1

18.9 10.4
.5 – 50.0 18.4 16.8 17.2 21.8 20.1 17.6

50.5 – 60.0 15.9 9.2 11.1 21.4 15.7 21.4
60.5 – 70.0 10.3 3.7 5.7 14.7 7.8 18.6
70.5 – 80.0 4.6 0.8 1.7 7.6 3 .4

1.3 0.1 0.5 1.9 0.7 .4
ls 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 0

1
2
30.5 – 40.0 15.8 19.9 17.7 18.4 14.8 18.5
40 18 24.3

12.8 16.1
85.8 .6

1.8 2.9 .5 10
80.5+ 0.4 0.9 6
Tota 10

 Percentage of pupils with point scores similar to those of W e pupils. 
 6.9 6.9 6.9 2.5 4.1 5.5 .7
 6.4 6.4 6.4 1.9 3.9 6.1 .8
 8.4 8.4 8.4 4.5 7.9 8.4 .7
 12 1 12 8.9 12 12 .1
 15.8 15 15.8 14.8 15.8 15.8 .4

  16.8 1 17.2 18.4 18.4 18.4 .6
  9.2 12 11.1 15.9 15.9 15.7 .9

 3.7 5 5.7 10.3 8.6 7.8 .3
0.0  0.8 1.7 4.6 2.9 3.5 .6

0.5+  0.1 0.4 0.5 1.3 0.9 0.7 1.3
otals  80.1 88.3 85.7 83.1 90.4 93.9 75.4

hit
0.0 3
0.5 – 10.0 1
10.5 – 20.0 3
20.5 – 30.0 2 6
30.5 – 40.0 .8 10
40.5 – 50.0 8 17
50.5 – 60.0 .8 15
60.5 – 70.0 .8 10
70.5 – 8 1.8 4
8
T
         
Difference 
0.0  0.3 0.8 0.8 -4.4 -2.8 -1.4 -
0.5 – 10  2.9 2 1.9 -4.5 -2.5 -0.3 -
10.5 – 20  6.1 3.7 3.4 -3.9 -0.5 0.5 -4
20.5 – 30  6.5 3.4 5.6 -3.1 0.7 0.8
30.5 – 40  4.1 1.9 2.6 -1 2.7 3.1 -
40.5 – 50  -1.6 -0.4 -1.2 3.4 5.9 1.7 -
50.5 – 60  -6.7 -3.1 -4.8 5.5 0.2 -0.2
60.5 – 70  -6.6 -4.5 -4.6 4.4 -1.7 -2.5
70.5 – 80  -3.8 -2

3.2
4.6

.7
-5.9
5.4
0.8
5.5
8.3

.8 -2.9 3 -1.7 -1.1 5.8
.5+  -1.2 -0.9 -0.8 0.6 -0.4 -0.6 5.1

49.3
80
Absolute difference 39.8 23.5 28.6 33.8 19.1 12.2
Percentage difference 19.9 11.8 14.3 16.9 9.6 6.1

Source: 2002 LPD        
24.7
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The percentage of pupils with similar scores shown in table 13 is exactly that. It is not an
abstract statistical index or coefficient. The extent of similarity in the GCSE point scores 
shown in table 13 is greater for all groups than the extent of dissimilarity.  
 
While the attainment of Black African pupils, shown in table 13, is closer tha

 

n that of 
lack Caribbean pupils to the attainment of White pupils, the attainment of Black pupils 
enerally is skewed towards the lower levels of attainment and away from the higher 

inese and Indian pupils, while largely overlapping with that 
kewed towards the higher levels of attainment and away from the 

t. The GCSE results of n h pils o b
owards inequality compared with outcomes amongst 

pils. 

ear that ilar tendency applies to P tan to Ban deshi pup n 2002
hi and P ni pupi h records in t PD e pro ionately le ikely 
 White c rparts t ve eit very high or very low GCSE point scores. 
and Ban shi pupils were, however, re  than  
ttainmen he mid- nt sco rang In s  insta , a group int 
 best des d as simp being erent from those of White pupils, rather than

onstrating ity or i ality

 inequ y in  edu ional a
ctions of th eport ten d to re n si  ave e measures of attainment for 
ic group. T e ‘miss’ variations in att ent in gro  of pupils e aim 
tion is to p ide a m precise measure of equality and inequality o
al attainm  taking unt e f nge ttain t. A relat im is 
more prec easure ow e sive se ualities are, and where they 
of these p s may h  implic ns f he forts to improve education 
e concentr d for the ferent ups ndon’s schools. 

 31 shows a l  ‘should of Bla arib n an lack Other pupils w
n in section 8 points to high levels 

ttainment a ongst some Bl  Caribb  pu
mstances of Black Caribbean pupil progr  in se dary ols warra furthe
 Simi rly, the long tai  under hievement by White pupils at GCSE ints to

novative work with that group.   

B
g
levels of attainment. It might reasonably be described as tending towards inequality. 
Similarly, the attainment of Ch
of White pupils, is s
lower levels of attainmen  India and C inese pu  might als e 
reasonably described as tending t
White pu
 
It is not cl a sim akis i or gla ils. I  
Banglades akista l wit he L  wer port ss l
than their ounte o ha her 
Pakistani glade  mo likely White pupils to have
levels of a t in t poi res es. ome nces ’s po
scores are cribe ly  diff  
as dem  equal nequ .   
 
The conclusions abo quality ut e and alit the cat ttainment reviewed in 
earlier se is r de ly o ngle rag
each ethn hes ainm with ups . On
of this sec rov ore f 
education ent,  acco of th ull ra  of a men ed a to 
set out a ise m  of h xten  tho ineq
fall. Each oint ave atio or w re ef
need to b ate  dif  gro  of pupils in Lo
 
Figure arge er’ ck C bea d B ith 
comparatively low GCSE point scores, while informatio
of a m ack ean pils at earlier key stages. At a minimum, 
the circu ess con scho nts r 
attention. la l of -ac  po  
the need for the development of in
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10. Similarity and dissimilar Ethn , s -ec mic s s and p

 SES is taken 
to account than between ethnic groups when they are not taken into account. 

r, 

 

mation has been attached to records in the 

f social 

 
 ethnicity 

hich were shown in table 13.  

 

 the much smaller enumeration districts and census output areas are also socially diverse, 
en there can be no assurance that information at that level will provide an accurate 

uide to the socio-economic position of the household in which an individual child lives 
ither. To reduce, if not eliminate, the chances of a child being allocated to an incorrect 
ocio-economic group, 66.6, 60 and 50 per cent thresholds were used to identify 
numeration districts where the majority of household reference persons* were in the 
ame socio-economic group. For example, at the 60 per cent threshold, an output area 
ould be identified as being largely socially advantaged, if 60 per cent or more of 2001 
ensus household reference persons were in professional or managerial occupations. 

______________________________________________________________________________________________ 
A household reference person is the individual whose details were given first on the household’s census form. 

ity. icity ocio ono tatu upil 
attainment 
 
The key aim of this section is to assess the extent of similarity and dissimilarity in the 
achievement of pupils once socio-economic (SES) characteristics are taken into account. 
On balance, differences in attainment are greater within ethnic groups once
in
 
The approach used in section 9 can also be used to measure similarity and dissimilarity in 
the total GCSE point scores of pupils from different socio-economic groups. A key 
question is whether differences in the attainment remain, or disappears, when the 
comparison is between BME pupils and White pupils in the same socio-economic group. A 
second key question is whether differences within each ethnic group are larger or smalle
when socio-economic status is taken into account, than the differences between White 
pupils and BME pupils.   
 
Neither the National Pupil Dataset nor the London Pupil Dataset include direct measures 
of the socio-economic position of each child’s household (though arguably they should). 
However, the 2002 London Pupil Dataset does include pupil home postcode, and records
can be linked to datasets which contain socio-economic information at postcode, or 
postcode-related, levels. The national census in 1991 and in 2001 both collected socio-
economic information, respectively for enumeration districts and census output areas. 
Census output areas and enumeration districts can be matched to postcodes, and 
enumeration district and output area infor
2002 LPD on that basis. 1991 census enumeration districts in London typically each 
contained 150 households, while each 2001 census output area tended to contain 125 
households. 
 
Various forms or regression analysis can be used to analyse attainment and level o
advantage taking account of, for example the social composition of the school attended 
and the general level of attainment in the school. However, the aim here is to provide 
answers in a form which allows differences in attainment associated with socio-economic
status to be compared directly with the differences in attainment associated with
w
 
One problem in using census, or any other, socio-economic information grouped at a 
neighbourhood level is that London is a diverse city. Even comparatively small areas, such
as wards within boroughs, can be socially diverse.34 Knowing which borough or ward a 
child attending a maintained school lives in does not necessarily provide a sure guide to 
the socio-economic position of that child’s household. 
 
If
th
g
e
s
e
s
w
c
 
_
*
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A second problem with this approach is the sheer number of statistical tables involved. 
hat is gained in terms of the accessibility of the method used may be  
st in the sheer volume of Tables involved. There is a benefit to be gained from applying 

 used 
mplex relationships. For the present, the full details of the analysis are given 

 appendix C, and this section highlights key figures from that appendix. Table 14 shows 

rmediate 
r routine 

W
lo
a form of multivariate regression analysis, where a limited number of coefficients are
to simplify co
in
the number of pupils in living in areas which are largely socially homogenous, and on 
which percentage calculations of similarity and difference in pupil attainment are made.  
 
 

Table 14. Numbers of 15 year olds living in 2001 census output areas where the 
population aged 25 to 60 is largely socially homogeneous 

 

% HRPs in professional and 
managerial occupations ay 

output area level 

% HRPs in intermediate 
occupations at output 

area level 

% HRPs in inte
semi-routine o
occupations at output 

area level 

Total
number

  

  aged 15  or more than 60% than 50% or more 60% 50% or more 60% 50%

of pupils 66.66% More More 66.66%
More
than

More
than 66.66%

More
than

More
than

              
Number              
White 37,730  3,774 6,886 13,162  1 8 398  24 123
Black Caribbean 4,422  167 374 959    7  4 28
Black African 5,250  181 387 958   1 13  11 55
Black Other 2,058  97 218 526    7  3
Indian 5,501  202 445 1,154   4 24  3 25
Pakistani 2,379  99 207 515    8  1 17
Bangladeshi 2,545  72 141 353      60 185
Chinese 

1,396
372
634

10 140
252
175
660

628  42 81 208    1   1 48
ther 4,710  341 598 1,284   1 11  7 40 386

6
91

0

a percentage of all pupils 
hite   10.0 18.3 34.9  0.0 0.0 1.1  0.1 0.3 3.7

8.4

6.8
4.6

0.0 0.3  0.0 0.7 7.4
angladeshi   2.8 5.5 13.9  0.0 0.0 0.0  2.4 7.3 25.9

8.2
3.2

1
 

6.2

O
Unclassified 1,459  199 352 615   1 17  2 4 4
2003 categories 3,141  342 592 1,151    24  5 14 1
              
Total 69,823  5,516 10,281 20,885  1 15 510  120 502 4,30

              
Pupils aged 15 in each type of output area as 
W
Black Caribbean   3.8 8.5 21.7  0.0 0.0 0.2  0.1 0.6
Black African   3.4 7.4 18.2  0.0 0.0 0.2  0.2 1.0 12.1
Black Other   4.7 10.6 25.6  0.0 0.0 0.3  0.1 0.5
Indian   3.7 8.1 21.0  0.0 0.1 0.4  0.1 0.5
Pakistani   4.2 8.7 21.6  0.0
B
Chinese   6.7 12.9 33.1  0.0 0.0 0.2  0.0 0.2 7.6
Other   7.2 12.7 27.3  0.0 0.0 0.2  0.1 0.8
Unclassified   13.6 24.1 42.2  0.0 0.1 1.2  0.1 0.3
2003 categories   10.9 18.8 36.6  0.0 0.0 0.8  0.2 0.4 6.
             
Total    7.9 14.7 29.9   0.0 0.0 0.7   0.2 0.7

Source: 2002 LPD              
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The number of pupils living in areas where the majority of household reference persons 
are in intermediate occupations is small. The attainment of that group as a whole falls 

etween the attainment of pupils in (more) socially advantaged areas, and pupils in 
ment 

e 
by 

 

ttainment. 

CSE total p

b
(more) socially disadvantaged areas (see appendix C). There are no school improve
policies targeted specifically at this group, though perhaps there should be. However, th
numbers in the intermediate group are insufficient to sustain an analysis of attainment 
ethnicity, and their education outcomes are not discussed further in this section. 
Nonetheless, there are pupils in London who are neither markedly social advantaged not 
markedly socially disadvantaged. If we are to begin to understand educational attainment 
of this intermediate group then different data and/or methods will be needed.  
 
Table 15 gives a summary of information already set out in table 13, and provides a point

f reference for the analysis of ethnicity, socio-economic status and educational o
a
 
 

Table 15. Summary - similarities and difference  in 2002 Gs oint scores 
of White pupils and BME pupils  

   of Percentage BME pupils 
  

  

w
total GCSE

cores to those of
 pu

with di
 total GCSE

 point scores to thos
up ot

ith similar

point s
White pils

ssimilar

e of
ilsWhite p T al

    
Black Cari
Black Afri

bbean 80.1 19.9 1 0.0
can 88.3 11.8 1 0.1

14.3 0.
83 16.9 0.0
90 9.6 0.0

6.1 0.0
75 24.7 0.1

0
0

Black Other 
Indian 

85.7 10 0
.1 10

Pakistani .4 10
Bangladeshi 93.9 10
Chinese .4 10
Source: 2002 LPD 

 sum to 100 b of round

kes th ac ed i easure the imi  and d simil ity 
 of  in ren

xtent of sim n t an and hin  w at o it p
nds to incre se when e com arison is restri t d to p pils li ng in ially a vant ed 

ntage over White pupils in 
ment at CSE ref cts a generally (but not universally

ngst Ch ese  Ind  ho lds. W le t  ma  so, t Ind an
an age, de ribe  sec  9,  not e rely ap  amo t ch en

cia  advant ged ghb oo e tab  C1 d . Add na
nces in he attai en  Bla nd  pup n la ly s lly ad ta

rhoods are greater than between rally

 ident ed as h ing re 50 nt o ad  ho old i uti r 
ntary oc upation  the rce  di ce in the attainment of Bla ar an

th r pupils om d w hi pils d as he  a ne qu  in
of Blac an ite ls i ally d va ed as. H ve  

See table 13.  
y notFigures ma

 
ecause ing 

 
Table 16 ta e appro h us n section 9 to m  s larity is ar of 
the attainment  pupils diffe t types of neighbourhood.  
 
The e ilarity i  the at ainment of Indi  C ese ith th f Wh e pu ils 
te a  th p c e u vi  soc d ag
neighbourhoods. It may be that the Indian and Chinese adva
attain  G le ) higher level of social 
advantage amo in  and ian useho hi hat y be he ian d 
Chinese adv t sc d in tion  does nti  dis pear ngs ildr  
living in so lly a  nei ourh ds (se les 4 an C16) itio lly, 
differe  t nm t of ck a  White ils i rge ocia van ged 
neighbou  Black and White pupils gene .  
 
In areas ifi av  mo than per ce f he s of useh n ro ne o
eleme c s,  pe ntage fferen ck C ibbe  
and Black O e  c pare ith W te pu ecre es. T re is ar e ality  
the attainment k d Wh  pupi n soci isad ntag  are owe r, as
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tables C15 an C17 sho , com red w  Whit  pils, ack African and Black Othe
 are proportionately less likel be lowe eve f a ent he itio

 in this respec is mor  ixed. 

ompared

d w pa ith e pu Bl r 
pupils y to at the st l ls o ttainm .  T  pos n 
of Black Caribbean pupils t e m
 
  
Table 16. Similarity and dissimilarity in 2002 total GCSE point scores. BME pupils c  
with White pupils different types of census output area. 

  

50% plus
professional/

managerial  

50%+ semi-
routine/
routine  

60% plus
professional/

managerial  

60%+ se

rou

mi-
routine/

tine
 
Percentage of BME pupils with similar results to those of White pupils 
Black Caribbean 66.0  93.9  63.1  75.3

lack African 74.1  86.0  67.6  69.1
.5

74.5
89.4  75.8  82.9  71.5

angladeshi 79.4  75.0  70.1  74.7
hinese 82.1  51.6  85.8  N/A

B
Black Other 75.4  90.6  71.2  65
Indian 89.6  69.7  88.0  
Pakistani 
B
C
       
Percentage of BME pupils with dissimilar results to those of White pupils 
Black Caribbean 34.1  6.1  36.9  24.7

ack African 25.9  14.0  32.4  30.9
Black Other 24.6 9.4 28.8  34.5
Indian 10.4  30.3  12.0  25.5

kistani 17.1  28.5
ngladeshi 20.6 25.0  29.9  25.3

17.9   48.4   14.2   N/A
       

Bl
  

Pa 10.6  
 

24.2  
Ba
Chinese 

 Source: 2002 LPD

See tables C14 t

 
o C17 for further details      

ly, in socially disadvantaged areas, the percentage difference between south 
hinese pupils, compar ith White pupils, is a  greatest. The nt 

ship between ethnicity an ainment in socially advantaged areas on the one 
 socially disadvantaged areas on the other, may in part reflect the impact of 

 attainment of White pupils. This is explained further 
elow. 

e exists amongst White 

ils 

 

 
Converse
Asian and C ed w t its differe
relation d att
hand, and in
socio-economic differences on the
b
 
Table 17 gives a comparison of the attainment of pupils from the same ethnic group, who 
live in different types of neighbourhood. The greatest differenc
pupils, though it also exists for pupils in other groups. Where pupils are grouped in terms 
of the level of social advantage of the area in which they live, as well as by ethnicity, the 
extent of the differences between the attainment of socially advantaged and socially 
disadvantaged pupils in each group are greater than the differences between White pup
and pupils with a Black or other ethnic heritage overall. Table 18 provides summary 
information on this point. 
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Table 17. Percentage of pupils in same ethnic group, but living in different types of out
area, with similar and dissimilar GCSE point scores 

 

OAs with 50 per cent HRP in
professional/managerial occupations
compared with OAs with 50 per cent

and over HRPs in semi-routine and
routine occupations

OA's with 60 per cent HR
professional/managerial occu
compared with OAs with 60 per cent

and over HRPs in semi-routine a
routine occupations

put 

P in
pations

nd

  
total GCSE

point scores  
total GCSE

scores
total GCSE total GCSE

% of pupils
with similar

with
dissimilar

 

% of pupils
with similar

point scores  

% of pupils
with

dissimilar

scores

% of pupils

White 57.3 42.7 53.3 46.7
Black Caribbean 88.8 11.2
Black African 93.1 6.9

ack Other 84. 15.4
57.7 42.3

79.2 20.8
93.4 6.6
71.5 28.5   

002 LPD 
002 census output area     

77.9
79.5
67.9

22.1
20.5
32.1Bl 6

Indian 72.6 27.4
Pakistani 59.2 40.8
Bangladeshi 90.7 9.3
Chinese  N/A N/A
Source: 2
Note: OA=2 .    

See tables C18 and C19 for further    
old reference p rst person liste 01census return. See 

tics.gov.uk/census2 tputclassification.asp

 details 
Note: a househ erson is the fi d on a 20
www.statis 001/ou  for census data definitions. 

he level of rence of attainm etween pupils of the same ethnic grou
ocial advant taged areas, and b en White and BME* 

s, 2002 total GCSE point scores 
 

Percentag
erence, within  

the same ethnic 
groups, pupils living 

Percentage 
erence within 

 ethnic 
s 

ing in socially 
different 

2001output 
areas, 50 per 

cent threshold 

age 
differ
the same ethnic 

groups, pupils 
living in socially 

different Percentage 
e between 
pupils and 

 
 
 

Table 18. T  diffe ent b p 
living in s aged and socially disadvan etwe
pupil
 

e 
diff

 
diff
the same

groups, pupil
liv

Perce
ence 

nt
within 

in different types of 
area (1991 census 

enumeration districts) 

2001output areas, 
60 per cent 

threshold 

differenc
White 

BME pupils 
       
White  39.7  42.7 46.7 
Black Caribbean  24.4  11.2 22.1 
Black African  12.9  6.9 20.5 
Black Ot

- 
19.9 
11.7 

her  40.6  15.4 32.1 14.3 
16.9 
9.6 
6.1 

24.6 

Indian  34.2  27.4 42.3 
Pakistani  29.8  20.8 40.8 
Bangladeshi  12.6  6.6 9.3 
Chinese  69.6  28.5 N/A 

Source: 2002 LPD 
*BME: Black and minority ethnic pupils. The term ‘minority ethnic pupils’ is not entirely appropriate to London   
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Appendix C lists 11 key conclusions concerning the analysis of ethnicity, socio-economic 
tatus and educational attainment. They are reproduced here. 

• Given London’s social diversity, the numbers of pupils who can be identified as 

• Additional socio-econom especially
pupils in intermed

• There is more simila tion 
White pupils and for pupils with a Black or other ethnic heritage. Th
pupils generally, and for pupils living in socially advantaged areas compare
pupils living in soc antaged areas. 

• The different methods used in this repo ify w pupil’s hom
area is socially advantaged or not, tend to lead to the same conclusion. 
Differences within ethni ups, when social advantage and disadvantage are 

 into account, are r than the differences between White pupils and 
pils with a Black or other ethnic heritage.  

onetheless, difference ttainment between White pupils and other pupils 
remain for many pupils when socio-economic us is take o account. 
In socially advantaged areas, the ‘attainment advantage’ of Chinese Indian 

upils, though at a muc uced level. 
In the same type of area  attainm

 the attain ent of Whit pupils te ds to be particularly skewed towards the 
 

upils tends to be 
red with the attainment 

of Black African, Black Other, Indian, Pakistani, Bangladeshi and Chinese pupils. 
In socially disadvantaged areas, the attainment of Black Caribbean pupils 
compared to that of White pupils is skewed away from the higher total GCSE 

n is used to provide context, the difference in the 
attainment of White pupils in socially eas and White pupils in 
socially disadvantaged areas emerges a reatest e identified 
in this report.  (The difference between hin
disadvantaged areas is greater, but the rs i st caution 
in interpreting t

• Socio-economic factors, as well as ethnic  be take count 
school improvement, social inclusion and equalities po  e

• The existenc ment amongst socially less advantaged pupils 
needs to be considered within those policies. 
There is a need for furthe earch n how soc onomic stat teracts with 

ation l attainment. 
 the sho  run there is a rmation on parental employment status 

to be included within the data collection exercises which ‘feed’ data into the 
NPD.  

 
 

s
 

living in largely single class enumeration districts or output areas using national 
census data, can be small. 

ic measures are needed, 
iate groups are to be analysed. 

rity than dissimilarity in educa

 if outcomes for 

outcomes at GCSE for 
is is so for 

d with 

e 
ially disadv

rt to ident hether a 

c gro
taken large
pu

• N s in a
 stat n int

• 
p h red

• , the ent of Black Caribbean pupils compared 
with m e n
lower point score ranges.

• In socially disadvantaged areas, the attainment of White p
skewed towards the lower total GCSE point scores compa

point scores. The evidence on the position of Black Caribbean pupils at the 
lowest levels of attainment in disadvantaged areas is mixed.  

• Where 2001 census informatio
 advantaged ar

s the single g
 White and C
small numbe

ity, need to

 differenc
ese pupils in 
nvolved sugge

n into ac
licies are to be

hat data). 

e of underachieve

if 
ffective. 

• r res  o io-ec us in
educ a

• In rt  need for info
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11. Pupil progress over time 

igure 13 in the main text shows assessment results for two national pupil cohorts as they 

age 3 and key stage 4 in 
995, 998 and 2000 respectively. Since the Figures are for a single age cohort, the GCSE 

result h t 
key stage
expected levels tends to fall as children pass through the school system.  
 
Figure 14 s the percentage of pupils in 
schoo re
1999. It r
the later 
relationsh nal outcomes was stronger amongst 
older p ol 
system, t entrated 
amongst 
 
Taken tog upils who had reached nationally 
expec
levels at l
reach  n
 
Howe r,
differe t 
the attainment of the same individuals at different points in time, rather than information 
on th i PD 
from o e
the data 
of pupils 
 
The DfES e 
informati  
asses e
tables 6
other way
www.dfes

 
F
move through the school system. The Figure shows the percentage reaching nationally 
expected levels at key stage 1, 2, 3 and at GCSE (key stage 4). The first cohort was 
assessed at key stage 1 in 1991, and then at key stage 2, key st
1  1

s s own for 2000 will, for the main part, be for the same pupils who were assessed a
 1 in 1991. The Figures shows that the percentage of pupils reaching nationally 

 is based on a sample of London schools, and show
ls aching nationally expected levels of attainment at key stage 1, 2, 3 and 4 in 

eflects the tendency shown in Figure 13 for levels of attainment to be lower at 
stages than at the earlier stages of schooling. It also indicates that the 
ip between social disadvantage and educatio

pu ils than amongst younger pupils. It is likely, as children move through the scho
hat the fall in the number of pupils reaching national benchmarks is conc
the socially disadvantaged. 

ether, Figures 13 and 14 indicate that some p
ted levels of attainment at key stage 1 did not go on to reach nationally expected 

ater key stages. That is, they made less progress than other pupils who had 
ed ationally expected levels at key stage 1.  

ve  Figure 14 is based on cross-sectional data, and shows the attainment of 
n age groups in the same year. Measuring pupil progress requires information on 

e d fferent individuals at the same point in time. Individual pupil records in the N
n  year can be linked to records for the same pupils in subsequent years. That is, 

are longitudinal rather than cross-sectional, and the progress of particular groups 
can now be analysed as long as the records are present. 

 has published measures of pupil progress, including progress by ethnicity. Th
on, available at the time of writing, is on pupil progress from earlier stages of

sm nt to assessment at key stage 2 and at GCSE in 2004. The full details are given in 
 A 3 to A65, and that information, with measures of progress for pupils grouped in 

s, is currently available at 
.gov.uk/rsgateway/DB/SFR/s000564/index.shtml. Because the tables refer to 

up to summer 2004, information is presented in terms of the more extensive 
tegories introduced in 2003. 

progress 
ethnic ca
 
Meas s
and n  s  
A63 g s  to 
A66. The  raw score results; this is provided 
elsew re
pupil ‘B’ d another, but still have lower level results at the end. 
This c  h  
pupil ‘A’.  
‘B’, but a gap can still remain in place. 
 

ure  of progress, or what is some times referred to as ‘value added’, are for all pupils, 
imply those who reached nationally expected levels at an earlier key stage. Tableot

ive  the technical definitions of the measures of value added shown in tables A64
se tables do not provide information on pupils’

he  in appendix A. In terms of value added pupil ‘A’ may make more progress than 
between one key stage an

an appen where pupil ‘B’ has a much higher level of attainment at the outset than
 That initial gap can be diminished if pupil ‘A’ makes more progress than pupil
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Pupil progress from key stage 1 to key stage 2 is centred on a score of 100. A score above 
00 indicates that a group has above average levels of progress. A progress score below 
00 is below the average. The same principle applies to the measures of progress shown 

pt that they are based on 

y 
 and 

blic 

. 

ck Caribbean pupils nationally.  Pupils with a dual 
hite and Black Caribbean heritage show the lowest rates of progress, though there is, 

 
mary schooling, Bangladeshi, and to 

 

1
1
from key stage 2 to GCSE, and from key stage 3 to GCSE, exce
an average score of 1000.  
 
Table A64 shows that south Asian, Chinese and Irish pupils in London make greater 
progress from key stage 1 to key stage 2 than their counterparts nationally, and that the
also make more progress than White British and Black pupils in London. White British
Black pupils’ rates of progress from key stage 1 to key stage 2 are at the average for 
London and for England when prior attainment is taken into account.   
 
Table A65 shows pupil progress from key stage 2 at the end of primary school to public 
examinations at the end of compulsory schooling. Table A66 also takes pu
examinations as the end point, but measures progress from key stage 3 assessments, part 
way through secondary schooling. On both measures, White British pupils have below 
average levels of progress in London and nationally. South Asian pupils have above 
average rates of progress, in London and nationally, though progress is greater in London
Chinese and Black African pupils also make above average progress, and in both cases 
there is a slight London advantage. 
 
Black Caribbean pupils make below average progress, though Black Caribbean pupils in 
London make more progress than Bla
W
again, a small London advantage for this group. 
 
The analysis of longitudinal data confirms what might have been guessed from earlier
cross-sectional information. In the early years of pri
some extent Pakistani, pupils have lower (average) levels of attainment in London than 
their White counterparts. The two south Asian groups subsequently make sufficient 
progress to virtually eliminate that difference by the end of compulsory schooling. 
Compared to White pupils, Black Caribbean children also have low levels of attainment in 
the early years of primary schooling. However, low average levels of progress amongst 
Black Caribbean children ensure that the gap remains, and increases by the end of 
compulsory schooling. 
  
As noted, children with a dual White and Black Caribbean heritage show the lowest 
average rate of progress in secondary schools. This is the largest dual heritage group in 
London. Outcomes for this group will be the subject of further review as additional data
become available.   
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12. Further work needed. Language and fluency in English, parental socio-
economic status, taking account of pupil and school level factors 

ater than differences between ethnic groups. The single major 
ifference identified in this respect is between White pupils who live in socially 

tor 

n. At a minimum, 
arental occupation should be included in the National Pupil Dataset. However, socio-

r factors in 

 

ities also confirms that attainment varies within 
thnic groups depending on whether children who have mother tongues other than 

se with low levels of fluency in English 
nd to have low, and often very low, levels of attainment.35  

t 
r 

 first 

n 
cted 

 national standard.  

. 

 explored further and some preliminary analyses are presented below. 

ble A67 provides information on the attainment of pupils in different types of school in 
ondon. Regardless of whether they were entitled to free school meals, pupils attending a 
oluntary aided or foundation school, or a City Technology College were more likely than 
upils who attended other maintained schools to have high levels of attainment at GCSE. 
oluntary aided schools, and other schools in the first group, are their own admissions 
uthorities. Local authorities are the admissions authorities for community and voluntary 
ontrolled schools. Summary GCSE information is shown in tables 19 and 20. 

 
Previous sections have pointed to variations in attainment within ethnic groups, between 
boys and girls and between individuals from households of different socio-economic 
status. Differences of attainment by gender within ethnic groups are smaller than 
differences between ethnic groups. Differences of attainment by socio-economic status 
within ethnic groups are gre
d
advantaged areas and White pupils who live in socially disadvantaged areas. That fac
needs to be taken into account in policies which aim to promote school improvement, 
social inclusion and regeneration in London.  
 
The measure of socio-economic status used in this is based of occupatio
p
economic status is complex and can change over time. Wider social science research 
indicates that differences in behaviour are also associated with a variety of othe
addition to occupation, such as level of income, level of parental education, and housing 
tenure. Additional data sources need to be identified which can provide information on
London’s social structure at a small area level, for example at the level of individual 
postcodes.      
 
Evidence from London’s local author
e
English are fluent in English or not. Variations in attainment between pupils speaking 
different languages exist even when fluency in English is taken into account. However, 
pupils whose mother tongue is not English, but who are fully fluent in English tend to 
have above average levels of attainment, and tho
te
 
Pupils’ mother tongue will be collected nationally in 2007, but there are no plans to 
include a measure of fluency in English specifically for pupils whose mother tongue is no
English. Existing national curriculum tests or teacher assessments are no substitute fo
that measure since they are designed for English-speaking pupils rather than whose
language is not English. In the past, London local authorities collected information on 
fluency English using measures appropriate to that group. Given the association betwee
fluency in English and educational attainment, similar information needs to be colle
again, and to a common
 
In principle, (some) further work could also be carried out using existing information
Figures 21 to 23 show a wide range in the attainment of Black Caribbean pupils in 
different schools. School level factors associated with differences in attainment might, in 
principle, usefully be
 
Ta
L
v
p
V
a
c
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Tables A68 to A74 group pupils in terms of where they live rather than where they attend 
chools, and puts those points in a wider context. Pupils aged 5 to 10 and pupils aged 11 
 15, attending schools which are their own admissions authority are less likely than 

all 
n boroughs, 

ho attend schools which are their own admissions authorities are less likely than other 

s which 
 

’s prior 
 

ead 
eague tables. In the past, it is likely that this 

ould have attracted parents who were aware of the competitive value of education, and 

 11+. 
hority with a high proportion of pupils with a Bangladeshi heritage who, as 

 group, have high levels of success in secondary education. Educational success in 
h 

re 
al 

 
y explain at least some of 

at success, and might usefully be extended to other schools, Figures 33 to 35 add a 
an 

 

 
s of that work, in the light of levels of pupil 

ttainment, and the composition of schools, could be a useful next step.  

s
to
other local pupils to be entitled to free school meals. This applies to pupils living in 
London boroughs but one. Similarly pupils, living in the majority of Londo
w
pupils to have special educational needs.  
 
In 2003 pupils living in all London authority areas, and attending secondary school
were their own admissions authorities, were more likely than other pupils to have reached
nationally expected levels of attainment at the end of primary schooling before secondary 
transfer. That information is summarised in Figures 33, 34 and 35. Since a pupil
attainment is the best single predictor of his or her subsequent attainment, the key stage
2 advantage enjoyed by schools which are their own admissions authority are likely to l
to favourably positions in public examination l
w
who were in a position to exercise choice by meeting the higher costs of transport costs to 
more distant schools. 
 
Pupils living in Tower Hamlets who, transferred in the 2002/3 school year to schools 
which were their own admissions authorities, were only marginally more likely than other 
pupils living in Tower Hamlets to have higher levels of attainment at key stage 2. 
Comparatively few pupils living in Tower Hamlets transfer to out-borough schools at
It is also an aut
a
London does not have to be accompanied by the higher levels of social selection whic
exist elsewhere in the capital.     
 
At first glance, Figures 21 to 24 also provide grounds for optimism. These show that the
are schools in London where high proportions of Black Caribbean pupils reached nation
expected levels in key stage tests and in public examinations.  However, while differences
in the experience of teaching and learning in those schools ma
th
note of caution. Those Figures suggest that schools with high levels of Black Caribbe
success may have recruited pupils who differ in terms of their prior attainment, 
entitlement to free school meals and SEN. There is a need for further work on ethnicity,
social selection and admission to London schools.  
 
The Centre for Educational Research at the London School of Economics is currently 
reviewing the way in which the new secondary school admission code of practice is being
applied in London. Reviewing the conclusion
a
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Table 19. Number an e,  s o  i
admissions authority y tle

d percentag
, by ethnicit

 2002 GCSE grouped point
and free school meal enti

cores in mainstream sch
ment 

ols where the local authority s the 

  P al

  
sc
80.

or
-2

t sc
80

upils entitled to free school meals 

Mid-range point
scores (20.5-50)

High point 
(50.5-

  

ores
5+) Total  

low point sc
(0

Pupils not entitled to free school me

es
0)

Mid-range point
scores (20.5-50)

High poin
(50.5-

s 

ores
.5+) Total

low point scores
(0-20)

Number          
White  ,3 4
Black Caribbean  5
Black African   482
Black Other  213
Indian   192 1
Pakistani   131
Bangladeshi   171
Chinese   223 438
Other ethnic group  277 529 1
Unclassified 13 115
New 2003 categories  159 401 683
All pupils 1,499 ,939 7,743
      
Percentage     
White  8.5 22.3 27.7
Black Caribbean  6.0 35.6 11.2
Black African   9.6 32.3 16.8
Black Other  8.6 26.0 19.4
Indian   26.5 7.3 46.5
Pakistani   23.1 13.1 29.3
Bangladeshi   24.4 22.7 26.9
Chinese   18.9 21.6 33.7
Other ethnic group  20.2 19.4 38.3
Unclassified 12.0 23.5 30.8
New 2003 categories  18.1 19.2 32.8
All pupils 14.0 21.8 28.4

1,679
257
540
175

88
122
292
385
436
46

315
3,845

  
  

44.9
38.7
39.7
42.0
17.8
18.1
20.4
32.7
31.8
42.6
35.8
35.8

1,745
367
689
206
276
396
787
570
656
49

405
5,400

  
  

46.6
55.3
50.7
49.4
55.8
58.8
55.1
48.4
47.9
45.4
46.1
50.3

318 3,742   3
40 664   

130 1,359   
36 417   

131 495   
156 674   
349 1,428   

1,178   
1,369   

108   
879   

10,744   5
      
      

100.0   
100.0   
100.0   
100.0   
100.0   
100.0   
100.0   
100.0   
100.0   
100.0   
100.0   
100.0   

28 7,460
54 830

759
447

1,220
576
380
907

1,157
224

1,001
13,591

  
  

50.0
53.3
50.9
54.6
46.2
57.6
50.4
44.7
42.4
45.7
48.0
49.8

,125 14,913
174 1,558
250 1,491
159 819
,227 2,639
293 1,000
203 754
684 2,029

,045 2,731
151 490

2,085
27,273

  
  

100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0
100.0

Source: 2002 LPD 
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Table 20. Number and percentage, 2002 GCSE grouped point scores in mainstream schools where the school is the admissio
authority, by ethnicity and free school meal entitlement 

ns 

  Pupils entitled to free school meals   P

s
)  

lo M
s

H
T

upils not entitled to free school meals 

  
low point scores

(0-20)
Mid-range point
scores (20.5-50)

High point score
(50.5-80.5+ Total

w point scores
(0-20)

id-range point
cores (20.5-50)

igh point scores
(50.5-80.5+) otal

White  671 1,191 374 2,236   1,876 7,409 7,653 16,938
Black Caribbean  8156 342 6 566   370 1

5
,000 358 1,728

Black African   178 469 16 812   2 8 6
1

97 90 02 1,789
Black Other  52 153 3 236   1 3 1

0
07 50 88 645

Indian   25 133 6 218   1 8 1,1 2,
9

34 96 12 142
Pakistani   22 133 3 194   64 238 202 504
Bangladeshi   244 148 11 304   26 94 92 212
Chinese   4 15 17 36   15 50 1

roup  4
81 246

Other ethnic g 109 229 15 492   1 5 6
 9  

88 46 90 1,424
Unclassified 25 43 1 87  86 339 436 861
New 2003 categories  322 44 4 109   53 2 4

2 5
84 71 808

All pupils 1,308 2,900 1,08 ,290   3,2 12 11,9 2
        

16 ,096 85 7,297
      

rcentage 
      

Pe             
30. 53. 16. 100.0

      
White  0 3 7   11.1 43.7 45.2 100.0

ean  Black Caribb 27.6 60.4 12.0 100.0   2 5 2
3

1.4 7.9 0.7 100.0
Black African   21.9 57.8 20. 100.0   1 4 3

1
6.6 9.7 3.7 100.0

Black Other  22.0 64.8 13. 100.0   1 5 2
5

6.6 4.3 9.1 100.0
Indian   11.5 61.0 27. 100.0   6.3 4 5

   1
1.8 1.9 100.0

Pakistani 11.3 68.6 20. 100.0   12 4 4
i   8

.7 7.2 0.1 100.0
Bangladesh 14.5 48.7 36. 100.0   1 4 4

2
2.3 4.3 3.4 100.0

Chinese   11.1 41.7 47. 100.0   6.1 2 7
ic group  3

0.3 3.6 100.0
Other ethn 22.2 46.5 31. 100.0   1 3 4

 8  
3.2 8.3 8.5 100.0

Unclassified 28.7 49.4 21. 100.0  1 3 5
tegories  4

0.0 9.4 0.6 100.0
New 2003 ca 20.2 40.4 39. 100.0   6.6 3 5

5
5.1 8.3 100.0

All pupils 24.7 54.8 20. 100.0   1 4 41.8 4.3 3.9 100.0
Source: 20

 
02 LPD 
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Figure 33. 2002 key stage 2 English advantage. Pupils who transferred in the following autumn to the first year of 
secondary schools which were their own admissions authorities (maintained schools only) 
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 Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs. Data for pupils living in the City of London are not included in this chart. 
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Figure 34. 2002 key stage 2 mathematics advantage. Pupils who transferred in the following autumn to the 
first year of secondary schools which were their own admissions authorities (maintained schools only)
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Figure 35. 2002 key stage 2 science advantage. Pupils who transferred in the following autumn to the first year of 
secondary schools which were their own admissions authority (maintained schools only)
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Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs. Data for pupils living in the City of London are not included in this chart. 
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13  Conclusions 
 
Data from the London Dataset point to a range of pupil attainment, within ethnic groups 
and between schools. Taking account of that range of attainment adds to our 
understanding of ethnicity and inequality of educational outcomes.  
 
On balance, 2002 GCSE point scores gained by pupils with a Black or other ethnic heritage 
have more in common with those of White pupils than is otherwise the case, though it 
should be stressed that what the two groups have in common are similarly unequal 
outcomes. Additionally, the extent of underachievement amongst White and Indian pupils, 
who as a whole have high average levels of attainment, is made clear when the full range 
of attainment is taken into account. Recognizing the extent of underachievement is a 
necessary first step in remedying that underachievement. Additionally, taking account of 
the full range of attainment may help avoid labelling a whole ethnic group as 
‘underachieving’ or ‘high achieving’. This may avoid setting up a vicious circle in which all 
children in some groups are expected to fail, while those with pressing needs in groups 
with high average scores are overlooked. In London, there is clear evidence that low levels 
of attainment amongst socially disadvantaged White pupils warrants further investigation. 
 
The longitudinal nature of the National Pupil Dataset has allowed pupil progress in all 
maintained schools to be tracked over time. Some of the conclusions from analyses of 
longitudinal data are encouraging. Bangladeshi pupils in London attending maintained 
schools have one of the highest average rates of entitlement to free school meals, and 
have one of the lowest levels of attainment in the early years of primary education. Those 
pupils subsequently make faster progress than their White counterparts and, at the end of 
compulsory schooling, have levels of attainment close to those of White pupils. The same 
longitudinal data shows a London advantage for ethnic minority pupils in terms of the 
rates of progress made at school compared with the rates of progress made their 
counterparts in England as a whole. This may go some way to explaining the ‘London 
advantage’ in raw score GCSE results amongst ethnic minority children in the capital.  
 
Evidence from the national census, and from other surveys, also adds to our 
understanding of the wider context of ethnicity and attainment. Levels of attainment in 
ethnic minority groups differ for different generations. Inequalities that exist now do not 
have to exist in the future. Current educational inequalities also exist in a wider socio-
economic context, and it is unlikely that educational inequalities will be overcome unless 
those factors are taken into account.  
 
There is a clear need to improve the evidence base on pupils’ socio-economic status, in a 
way which can then inform education policy and practice. This report has used 
occupational status as a shorthand measure of socio-economic status. Socio-economic 
status is complex, and will be affected by other factors such as level of income, type of 
housing, and level of parental education. These and, potentially, other factors need to be 
taken into account, but at the minimum, parental occupational status needs to be 
included in the collection of pupil level data for the NPD. More widely, there is scope for 
improving our understanding of social stratification and education. Put crudely, the 
volume (though not necessarily the quality) of contemporary work on social stratification 
per se and education is dwarfed by the volume of high quality work in this field in the 
past. Is there is a contemporary, evidence-based and widely understood concept of SES 
(or social class) which can be applied in research on London education? What does it 
mean to be working class in an age when factories, docks, unionisation and support for 
one particular party cease to define a social landscape?     
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For the present, information from the national census has been linked to information in 
the London Pupil Dataset to allow for an analysis of the attainment of pupils living in 
socially advantaged or socially disadvantaged areas of the capital. When pupils are 
grouped this way, differences in educational attainment within ethnic groups are shown to 
be greater than differences between the attainment of White pupils and pupils with an 
ethnic heritage. A comprehensive approach to underachievement amongst Black pupils (or 
Chinese or Indian pupils) will need to take socio-economic factors into account. In 
addition to any blue sky theorising, An updated understanding social stratification as it 
applies to education may have practical applications in educational improvement, as well 
as for what is sometimes (overly) dismissively referred to as blue sky theorising.   
 
Nonetheless, the development of the National Pupil Database has transformed the 
information available to monitor equality and inequality of educational outcomes in 
England’s maintained schools. Further, since raw score results matter, there are good 
reasons for continuing to review education outcomes both in terms of pupil characteristics 
such as ethnicity, and in terms of the part played by individual schools. The latter could 
include the impact of the school admissions arrangements in facilitating or moderating 
inequality. A review of the workings of the new code of practice on secondary school 
admissions is underway. A parallel review of outcomes, in terms of school intake and pupil 
attainment, could prove valuable. The data to do this exist. 
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maintaining LEA of school attended in 2003, London Pupil Dataset 

81 
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and by maintaining LEA of school attended in 2003, London Pupil Dataset 83 
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  Page 
A26 Pupils on roll in 2002 who had achieved nationally expected levels in key stage 1-3 

English, mathematics and science tests and tasks in 2000, London Pupil Dataset  111 

   
A27 Pupils on roll in 2002 who had achieved nationally expected levels in key stage 1-3 

English, mathematics and science tests and tasks in 2001, London Pupil Dataset 112 

A28 Pupils on roll in 2002 who had achieved nationally expected levels in key stage 1-3 
English, mathematics and science tests and tasks in 2002, London Pupil Dataset 

113 

A29 Under-achievement at key stage 1, by ethnic group and gender. Pupils on roll in 
January 2002, London Pupil Dataset 114 

A30 Under-achievement at key stage 2, by ethnic group and gender. Pupils on roll in 
January 2002, London Pupil Dataset 115 

A31 Under-achievement at key stage 3, by ethnic group and gender. Pupils on roll in 
January 2002, London Pupil Dataset 

116 

A32 Key stage 1, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected 
levels in reading tests in London maintained schools, by ethnicity 117 

A33 Key stage 1, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected 
levels in reading tests in English maintained schools, by ethnicity 118 

A34 Key stage 1, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected 
levels in writing tests in London maintained schools, by ethnicity 

119 

A35 Key stage 1, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected 
levels in writing tests in English maintained schools, by ethnicity 120 

A36 Key stage 1, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected 
levels in mathematics tests in London maintained schools, by ethnicity 121 

A37 Key stage 1, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected 
levels in mathematics tests in English maintained schools, by ethnicity 122 

A38 Key stage 2, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected 
levels in English tests in London maintained schools, by ethnicity 123 

A39 Key stage 2, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected 
levels in English tests in English maintained schools, by ethnicity 

124 

A40 Key stage 2, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected 
levels in mathematics tests in London maintained schools, by ethnicity 125 

A41 Key stage 2, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected 
levels in mathematics tests in English maintained schools, by ethnicity 126 

A42 Key stage 2, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected 
levels in science tests in London maintained schools, by ethnicity 

127 

A43 Key stage 2, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected 
levels in science tests in English maintained schools, by ethnicity 128 

A44 Key stage 3, 2003. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in 
English tests in London maintained schools, by ethnicity 129 

A45 Key stage 3, 2003. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in 
English tests in English maintained schools 

130 

A46 Key stage 3, 2003. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in 
mathematics tests in London maintained schools, by ethnicity 131 

A47 Key stage 3, 2003. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in 
mathematics tests in English maintained schools, by ethnicity 132 

A48 Key stage 3, 2003. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in 
science tests in London maintained schools, by ethnicity 

133 

A49 Key stage 3, 2003. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in 
science tests in English maintained schools, by ethnicity 134 

A50 Attainment in 2002 GCSE, by ethnicity and gender, pupils with records in 2002 LPD, 
provisional 135 

A51 Free school meals and the number and percentage of pupils achieving five or more 
higher grade GCSE passes in 2002, by ethnicity, provisional, London Pupil Dataset  

136 

A52 Key stage 4, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving 5 or more higher grade 
GCSE passes, of their equivalent, in London maintained schools, by ethnicity 137 

A53 Key stage 4, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving 5 or more higher grade 
passes, or their equivalent, in English maintained schools, by ethnicity 138 

A54 Key stage 4, 2004. Percentage of pupils with no GCSE or equivalent pass, Greater 
London and England, by ethnicity 

139 

Ethnicity and Attainment in Schools                                                                                                DMAG Briefing 2005/31    73



Appendix A Key reference tables, continued 
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A1. All pupils with records in the 2002 London Pupil Dataset, by gender and ethnicity  

 Number  Percentage 

  Male Female Total  Male Female Total

  
White 298,561 286,026 584,587  54.0 53.5 53.8
Black Caribbean 34,322 33,526 67,848  6.2 6.3 6.2
Black African 48,349 47,776 96,125  8.7 8.9 8.8
Black Other 18,889 18,366 37,255  3.4 3.4 3.4
Indian 37,202 35,920 73,122  6.7 6.7 6.7
Pakistani 18,399 17,549 35,948  3.3 3.3 3.3
Bangladeshi 21,716 21,829 43,545  3.9 4.1 4.0
Chinese 4,270 4,096 8,366  0.8 0.8 0.8
Other Ethnic Group 44,372 41,626 85,998  8.0 7.8 7.9
Unclassified 13,289 11,727 25,016  2.4 2.2 2.3
New Categories (for use in 2003)* 13,200 15,970 29,170  2.4 3.0 2.7
        
Total 552,569 534,411 1,086,980  100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: 2002 LPD        
New, more detailed, ethnic categories were introduced in 2003, largely in line with the new categories used in the 2001 national census.  Some 
2003 categories appear in 2002 LPD records of ethnicity. Because 2002 and 2003 categories do not match exactly, all such cases have been 
grouped together as 'New Categories'. 

        

A2. Pupils aged 15 on roll in January 2002, by gender and ethnicity. London Pupil Dataset 

 Number  Percentage 

  Male Female Total  Male Female Total

  
White 19,767 19,222 38,989  53.8 53.7 53.7
Black Caribbean 2,388 2,251 4,639  6.5 6.3 6.4
Black African 2,751 2,785 5,536  7.5 7.8 7.6
Black Other 1,109 1,087 2,196  3.0 3.0 3.0
Indian 2,885 2,729 5,614  7.9 7.6 7.7
Pakistani 1,245 1,195 2,440  3.4 3.3 3.4
Bangladeshi 1,442 1,350 2,792  3.9 3.8 3.8
Chinese 332 323 655  0.9 0.9 0.9
Other Ethnic Group 2,537 2,364 4,901  6.9 6.6 6.8
Unclassified 874 667 1,541  2.4 1.9 2.1
New Categories (for use in 2003)* 1,409 1,847 3,256  3.8 5.2 4.5
        
Total 36,739 35,820 72,559  100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: 2002 LPD        
New, more detailed, ethnic categories were introduced in 2003, largely in line with the new categories used in the 2001 national census.  Some 
2003 categories appear in 2002 LPD records of ethnicity. Because 2002 and 2003 categories do not match exactly, all such cases have been 
grouped together as 'New Categories'. 
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A3. Pupils on roll in January 2002, by age and ethnicity. London Pupil Dataset    
   Pupil age at the start of the school year  

          ged   Totals, pupils a

  3 and under 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 der
   

10 and un   
White 29,088 43,684 44,900 44,928 45,822 45,544 47,052 46,576 347,594
Black Caribbean 3,018 5,030 5,214 5,539 5,613 5,566 5,683 5,896 41,559   

  
  

   
   

   
   

  
   

  
   

            

Black African 6,858 8,560 8,742 8,440 8,055 7,889 7,391 7,027 62,962
Black Other 2,095 3,170 3,288 3,054 3,010 2,952 2,893 2,639 23,101
Indian 3,827 4,662 4,815 4,887 4,960 5,153 5,275 5,327 38,906
Pakistani 2,446 2,742 2,783 2,794 2,804 2,828 2,777 2,686 21,860
Bangladeshi 3,622 3,790 3,644 3,594 3,446 3,181 3,140 3,082 27,499
Chinese 415 543 568 603 562 601 597 560 4,449
Other Ethnic Group 5,721 7,529 7,387 7,277 7,014 6,719 6,546 6,634 54,827
Unclassified 3,094 2,971 1,404 1,162 1,109 1,110 1,113 1,266 13,229
New Categories* 1,058 1,246 1,092 1,075 1,036 963 947 930 8,347
Total 61,242 83,927 83,837 83,353 83,431 82,506 83,414 82,623 644,333

  Pupil age at the start of the school year    

  11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18+
No 2002

record of age
Total, pupils

aged 11+
Total, all

pupils
White 42,543 42,885 43,774 41,304 38,989 15,344 11,227 927   236,993 584,587
Black Caribbean 4,941 4,957 5,052 4,898 4,639 1,000 640 162   26,289 67,848
Black African 6,267 5,967 5,852 5,930 5,536 1,883 1,293 434 1 33,162 96,125
Black Other 2,683 2,886 2,733 2,565 2,196 615 384 92   14,154 37,255
Indian 

 
 

   

 

 

5,170 5,282 5,727 5,768 5,614 3,366 2,796 493   34,216 73,122
Pakistani 2,398 2,423 2,455 2,436 2,440 998 767 171   14,088 35,948
Bangladeshi 3,048 2,789 2,892 2,953 2,792 813 605 154   16,046 43,545
Chinese 606 660 637 612 655 343 341 63 3,917 8,366
Other Ethnic Group 6,064 5,701 5,435 5,266 4,901 2,041 1,447 316   31,171 85,998
Unclassified 2,598 2,017 1,684 1,849 1,541 1,168 851 79   11,787 25,016
New Categories* 3,871 3,775 3,665 3,589 3,256 1,458 1,087 122   20,823 29,170
Total 80,189 79,342 79,906 77,170 72,559 29,029 21,438 3,013 1 442,646 1,086,980

Source: 2002 LPD: * Note: ethnic categories changed after January 2002. However, the new 2003 ethnic categories were used for some pupils in 2002. These have been grouped as New Categories.  
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A4. Pupils of primary school age on roll in January 2003, by age and ethnicity, DfES ethnic subcategories. London Pupil Dataset 

    Pupil age at the start of the school year   

  3 and under 4 5 6 7 8 9 under10 Totals, pupils aged 10 and 
           
White  28,336 41,617 42,754 42,108 42,101 42,851 42,861 44,181 326,809
 White British 22,840 34,210 35,255 34,753 35,043 36,210 36,089 37,707 272,107
 Irish 603 978 960 992 1,000 976 1,007 1,007 7,523
 Traveller of Irish heritage 63 113 114 160 136 123 140 139 988
 Any other White 4,800 6,234 6,347 6,105 5,856 5,453 5,536 5,249 45,580
 Gypsy/Roma 30 82 78 98 66 89 89 79 611
           
Dual heritage 4,529 6,332 6,480 6,050 5,809 5,676 5,433 5,349 45,658
 White & Black Caribbean 1,415 2,023 2,082 2,001 1,889 1,894 1,853 1,829 14,986
 White & Black African 586 778 785 689 638 632 583 533 5,224
 White & Asian 703 1,028 948 921 854 836 801 784 6,875
 Any other mixed heritage 1,825 2,503 2,665 2,439 2,428 2,314 2,196 2,203 18,573
           
Asian or Asian British 11,405 12,994 13,354 12,898 12,871 12,686 12,578 12,744 101,530
 Indian 3,186 4,185 4,275 4,363 4,460 4,495 4,734 4,845 34,543
 Pakistani 2,585 2,812 2,865 2,750 2,736 2,797 2,797 2,793 22,135
 Bangladeshi 3,686 3,914 3,983 3,702 3,688 3,464 3,190 3,171 28,798
 Any other Asian heritage 1,948 2,083 2,231 2,083 1,987 1,930 1,857 1,935 16,054
           
Black or Black British 11,526 15,499 16,406 16,064 15,904 15,371 15,183 14,774 120,727
 Black Caribbean 3,253 5,184 5,745 5,630 5,849 5,892 5,849 5,903 43,305
 Black African 7,091 8,786 9,014 8,910 8,510 8,081 7,950 7,477 65,819
 Any other Black heritage 1,182 1,529 1,647 1,524 1,545 1,398 1,384 1,394 11,603
           
Chinese 437 533 569 570 597 572 612 591 4,481
           
Any other ethnic group 
  

2,706 3,013 3,119 3,124 2,944 3,032 2,834 2,834
 

23,606
        

blank 740 461 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,201

Missing information 2,201 2,104 1,987 1,932 1,984 2,063 2,235 2,112 16,618
 Parent refused consent 594 909 1,166 1,077 1,090 1,132 1,281 1,113 8,362
 Information not yet obtained 867 734 821 855 894 931 954 999 7,055
 Record  
           
Total 61,140 82,092 84,669 82,746 82,210 82,251 81,736 82,585 639,429

Source: 2003 LPD. Ethnic monitoring is required for pupils of compulsory school age and above. Note: new ethnic categories were introduced in 2003. 
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A5. Pupils of secondary school age on roll in January 2003, by age and ethnicity, DfES ethnic subcategories. London Pupil Dataset 

    Pupil age at the start of the school year     

  11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18+
No 2003 record of

age
Totals, pupils aged

11+
Total, all

pupils
           
White  43,158 42,628 42,444 42,837 39,231 16,030 11,934 1,109 1 239,372 566,181
 White British 36,931 36,396 36,178 36,363 33,256 13,528 9,969 813 1 203,435 475,542
 Irish 938 956 947 1,006 932 382 331 41   5,533 13,056
 Traveller of Irish heri  tage 76 84 72 51 28 6 8 3 328 ,316

a 51 56 46 38 29 5 5 2 232 843

  1
 Any other White 

om
5,162 5,136 5,201 5,379 4,986 2,109 1,621 250   29,844 75,424

 Gypsy/R    
             
Dual heritage 4,578 4,137 3,886 3,620 3,128 1,076 708 112 0 21,245 66,903
 White & Black Caribbean 1,715 1,487 1,376 1,286 1,065 267 142 25   7,363 22,349
 White & Black African 463 429 386 326 265 97 75 13   2,054 7,278
 White & Asian 692 641 592 530 480 260 183 22   3,400 10,275
 Any other mixed heritage 1,708 1,580 1,532 1,478 1,318 452 308 52   8,428 27,001
             
Asian or Asian British 12,351 12,561 12,357 12,928 12,815 6,305 5,123 1,094 0 75,534 177,064
 Indian 4,884 5,164 5,245 5,680 5,789 3,399 2,917 542   33,620 68,163
 Pakistani 2,558 2,471 2,482 2,516 2,415 1,052 823 212   14,529 36,664
 Bangladeshi 2,959 3,162 2,921 3,018 2,983 943 688 194   16,868 45,666
 Any other Asian heritage 1,950 1,764 1,709 1,714 1,628 911 695 146   10,517 26,571
             
Black or Black British 13,877 14,154 13,991 13,970 13,052 3,841 2,459 852 0 76,196 196,923
 Black Caribbean 5,489 5,707 5,785 5,974 5,408 1,427 753 213   30,756 74,061
 Black African 6,880 6,879 6,631 6,543 6,346 2,075 1,448 560   37,362 103,181
 Any other Black heritage 1,508 1,568 1,575 1,453 1,298 339 258 79   8,078 19,681
             
Chinese   558 644 691 692 656 401 319 65 4,026 8,507
             
Any other ethnic group 2,750 2,860 2,848 2,807 2,716 1,049 805 202   16,037 39,643
             
Missing information 2,930 3,033 2,963 2,969 3,045 1,493 1,402 151 0 17,986 34,604
 Parent refused consent 1,300 1,293 1,216 1,210 1,307 491 565 76   7,458 15,820
 Information not yet obtained

blank
 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1,630 1,740 1,747 1,759 1,738 1,002 837 75   10,528 17,583

 Record  0   0 1,201
             
Total 80,202 80,017 79,180 79,823 74,643 30,195 22,750 3,585 1 450,396 1,089,825

Source: 2003 LPD. Ethnic monitoring is required for pupils of compulsory school age and above. Note: new ethnic categories were introduced in 2003. 
 

Ethnicity and Attainment in Schools                                                                                                                                                                                                                           DMAG Briefing 2005/31  78



A6. Ethnic profile of the 2001 population and the 2003 maintained school roll in London and England    

     White    

  
  

Mixed  

 
  
  

 Asian or Asian British 

 
  

Black or Black British  

Chinese
 or

Other   

Home area Totals  British  Irish Other

White and
Black

Caribbean

White and
Black

African
White and

Asian
Other
Mixed Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Other Asian

Black
Caribbean

Black
African

Other
Black Chinese

Other Ethnic
Group

                                                      
All people, all ages, 2001                

 

               

 

16,841

  

ENGLAND 49,138,831 42,747,136 624,115 1,308,110 231,424 76,498 184,014 151,437 1,028,546 706,539 275,394 237,810 561,246 475,938 95,324 220,681 214,619

Inner London 2,766,114 1,396,753 93,164 326,688 35,855 18,335 23,651 29,865 85,471 43,559 128,314 37,017 189,991 228,691 35,768 38,918 54,074

Outer London 4,405,975 2,891,108 127,324 268,166 35,073 15,845 36,293 31,192 351,522 99,190 25,579 96,041 153,576 150,242 24,581 41,283 58,960

Greater London 7,172,091 4,287,861 220,488 594,854 70,928 34,182 59,944 61,057 436,993 142,749 153,893 133,058 343,567 378,933 60,349 80,201 113,034

Children aged 5-15, 2001 

ENGLAND 6,975,343 5,925,057 25,603 118,751 89,577 20,926 55,660 42,676 167,798 163,415 69,656 37,665 82,372 93,250 24,611 29,913 28,413

Inner London 348,704 134,079 3,417 25,571 12,557 4,532 4,909 6,725 11,415 8,737 33,316 5,435 29,558 47,630 10,096 4,224 6,503

Outer London 621,345 379,885 6,619 25,587 13,251 4,248 10,188 8,687 55,680 20,107 5,519 15,167 24,389 30,732 6,745 5,387 9,154

Greater London 970,049 513,964 10,036 51,158 25,808 8,780 15,097 15,412 67,095 28,844 38,835 20,602 53,947 78,362 9,611 15,657

Children aged 5-15 as at 31st August 2002 attending maintained schools, by pupil home London area (Totals include pupils without a record of ethnicity) 

Inner london 295,293 78,618 3,928 25,786 8,834 2,573 1,997 8,641 8,855 8,206 29,672 5,013 34,867 45,917 8,425 2,594 14,865

Outer London 565,422 301,897 6,445 34,327 9,107 2,960 5,852 12,500 44,145 20,381 5,195 15,304 26,218 34,339 7,279 3,936 15,942

Greater London 860,715 380,515 10,373 60,113 17,941 5,533 7,849 21,141 53,000 28,587 34,867 20,317 61,085 80,256 15,704 6,530 30,807
                                                      
Source:  2003 London Pupil Dataset and ONS 201 national census. National Statistics are Crown copyright. To match ONS reporting practice, pupils in the 2003 LPD with an unclassified ethnicity are included in totals, but are not shown 
Separately. See A5 for a full list of pupils by ethnicity from the 2003 LPD. 
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A7. Number of pupils aged 5 to 15 on roll in 2003 with no 2002 record, by maintaining* LEA 
of school attended and age group, London Pupil Dataset 

Maintaining LEA of school Pupil age at the start of the 2002/2003 school year 

Attended in 2003 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 Total

                         

Camden 110 60 58 52 58 38 37 63 64 40 31 611

Hackney 166 134 119 108 119 98 88 75 77 87 82 1,153

Hammersmith and Fulham 141 51 45 54 59 44 70 61 87 51 38 701

Haringey 214 137 161 160 173 132 137 136 121 133 105 1,609

Islington 118 85 66 67 70 59 71 102 93 70 57 858

Kensington and Chelsea 68 46 49 38 37 28 17 35 29 22 20 389

Lambeth 226 125 158 142 139 130 91 92 87 86 46 1,322

Lewisham 217 111 122 101 137 103 124 90 86 100 47 1,238

Newham 341 242 224 227 224 213 200 217 239 165 87 2,379

Southwark 218 161 152 158 133 117 179 216 151 158 102 1,745

Tower Hamlets 183 112 107 125 127 78 189 150 149 138 97 1,455

Wandsworth 144 119 110 99 99 108 70 80 87 86 50 1,052

Westminster 158 79 67 80 75 57 113 127 112 68 61 997

             

Barking and Dagenham 114 78 76 54 56 54 85 55 62 55 45 734

Barnet 251 167 151 148 137 116 209 149 122 121 83 1,654

Bexley 49 59 56 61 45 33 166 62 60 57 47 695

Brent 249 186 169 197 173 136 208 155 181 119 113 1,886

Bromley 106 66 87 62 74 43 198 73 68 59 58 894

Croydon 184 133 135 158 145 126 211 166 145 185 254 1,842

Ealing 204 144 127 167 154 126 115 136 132 159 59 1,523

Enfield 158 168 130 149 133 108 158 124 136 97 104 1,465

Greenwich 260 112 104 100 113 64 87 102 112 80 82 1,216

Harrow 137 101 105 91 92 74 100 98 109 65 82 1,054

Havering 73 40 50 48 25 44 221 46 47 43 36 673

Hillingdon 132 110 113 95 97 102 156 80 105 101 95 1,186

Hounslow 146 115 116 102 96 73 104 100 110 99 101 1,162

Kingston upon Thames 90 70 54 61 57 53 165 63 62 61 38 774

Merton 75 49 62 50 48 59 119 102 112 71 44 791

Redbridge 165 99 107 101 115 90 281 89 106 75 91 1,319

Richmond upon Thames 84 63 64 58 49 32 45 61 49 39 25 569

Sutton 299 41 47 49 47 46 305 52 54 52 44 1,036

Waltham Forest 315 80 84 109 97 76 92 121 103 113 82 1,272

             

Inner London LEA 2,309 1,468 1,445 1,419 1,459 1,215 1,397 1,456 1,395 1,218 838 15,509

Outer London LEA 3,091 1,881 1,837 1,860 1,753 1,455 3,025 1,834 1,875 1,651 1,483 21,745

             

Greater London LEA 5,400 3,349 3,282 3,279 3,212 2,670 4,422 3,290 3,270 2,869 2,321 37,254

Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 

Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPD.  

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, but are not 
shown in this table. 

*For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 
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A8. Pupils aged 5-15 on roll in 2003, by free school meal (FSM) entitlement and 
maintaining LEA of school attended in 2003, London Pupil Dataset 

  All pupils   Pupils with 2003 but no 2002 record 

 FSM entitlement   FSM entitlement  

Maintaining* LEA of school 
attended in 2003 Entitled Not entitled

Missing
data Total  Entitled Not entitled

Missing
data Total

          
Camden 6,479 9,765 20 16,264  226 382 3 611
Hackney 9,576 11,899 30 21,505  360 789 4 1,153
Hammersmith and Fulham 5,569 8,063 28 13,660  326 369 6 701
Haringey 10,490 17,193 21 27,704  569 1,035 5 1,609
Islington 8,295 11,121 10 19,426  364 493 1 858
Kensington and Chelsea 2,977 5,516 7 8,500  86 302 1 389
Lambeth 9,102 13,632 29 22,763  494 821 7 1,322
Lewisham 8,871 20,599 40 29,510  314 913 11 1,238
Newham 17,397 23,847 30 41,274  866 1,509 4 2,379
Southwark 12,542 17,563 33 30,138  610 1,125 10 1,745
Tower Hamlets 17,946 11,770 22 29,738  613 837 5 1,455
Wandsworth 6,681 16,448 39 23,168  347 693 12 1,052
Westminster 6,008 9,333 18 15,359  309 682 6 997
          
Barking and Dagenham 6,365 18,349 17 24,731  262 468 4 734
Barnet 6,953 31,096 26 38,075  416 1,232 6 1,654
Bexley 4,500 29,216 52 33,768  110 573 12 695
Brent 8,425 22,820 27 31,272  522 1,354 10 1,886
Bromley 5,218 33,893 62 39,173  119 760 15 894
Croydon 9,366 34,194 89 43,649  492 1,332 18 1,842
Ealing 9,917 23,967 46 33,930  524 996 3 1,523
Enfield 9,403 30,556 49 40,008  551 899 15 1,465
Greenwich 10,260 18,924 32 29,216  355 852 9 1,216
Harrow 4,140 21,259 30 25,429  342 707 5 1,054
Havering 3,717 28,748 24 32,489  131 538 4 673
Hillingdon 5,913 27,657 24 33,594  343 840 3 1,186
Hounslow 6,585 21,784 27 28,396  321 835 6 1,162
Kingston upon Thames 1,539 15,101 1 16,641  96 678 0 774
Merton 3,184 15,414 15 18,613  128 661 2 791
Redbridge 6,003 28,402 12 34,417  361 955 3 1,319
Richmond upon Thames 2,314 15,021 17 17,352  58 508 3 569
Sutton 2,949 21,967 25 24,941  98 933 5 1,036
Waltham Forest 8,932 21,443 18 30,393  540 728 4 1,272
          
Inner London LEA 121,933 176,749 327 299,009  5,484 9,950 75 15,509
Outer London LEA 115,683 459,811 593 576,087  5,769 15,849 127 21,745
          
Greater London LEA 237,616 636,560 920 875,096  11,253 25,799 202 37,254

Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 
Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets. 

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, but 
are not shown in this table. 
*For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 
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A9. Pupils aged 5-15 on roll in 2003, who had no 2002 LPD record and were entitled to 
free school meals. Actual and expected numbers , by maintaining LEA of school attended 
in 2003 

Maintaining* LEA of school 
attended in 2003 

Actual number,
 pupils entitled

 to FSM, with no
 2002 record

Expected number,
pupils entitled to FSM,
with no 2002 record**

Residual. Is the actual
number higher or

lower than the
expected number?#

Is the likelihood less
than 1 in a 1,000, that

the difference between
'inflow' pupils and all

pupils is there by
chance?##

               
Camden 226 243.4 -17.4 yes
Hackney 360 513.4 -153.4 yes
Hammersmith and Fulham 326 285.8 40.2 yes
Haringey 569 609.2 -40.2 yes
Islington 364 366.4 -2.4 yes
Kensington and Chelsea 86 136.2 -50.2 yes
Lambeth 494 528.6 -34.6 yes
Lewisham 314 372.2 -58.2 yes
Newham 866 1,002.7 -136.7 yes
Southwark 610 726.2 -116.2 yes
Tower Hamlets 613 878.0 -265.0 yes
Wandsworth 347 303.4 43.6 yes
Westminster 309 390.0 -81.0 yes
     
Barking and Dagenham 262 188.9 73.1 yes
Barnet 416 302.0 114.0 yes
Bexley 110 92.6 17.4 yes
Brent 522 508.1 13.9 yes
Bromley 119 119.1 -0.1 yes
Croydon 492 395.2 96.8 yes
Ealing 524 445.1 78.9 yes
Enfield 551 344.3 206.7 yes
Greenwich 355 427.0 -72.0 yes
Harrow 342 171.6 170.4 yes
Havering 131 77.0 54.0 yes
Hillingdon 343 208.8 134.2 yes
Hounslow 321 269.5 51.5 yes
Kingston upon Thames 96 71.6 24.4 yes
Merton 128 135.3 -7.3 yes
Redbridge 361 230.1 130.9 yes
Richmond upon Thames 58 75.9 -17.9 yes
Sutton 98 122.5 -24.5 yes
Waltham Forest 540 373.8 166.2 yes
     
Inner London LEA 5,484 6,324.4 -840.4 yes
Outer London LEA 5,769 4,366.6 1,402.4 yes
     
Greater London LEA 11,253 10,115.6 1,137.4 yes

Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 
Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets.  

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, but 
are not shown in this table. 
*For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 

** The calculation of the expected number assumes that the percentage of 'inflow' pupils entitled to free school meals is the same as 
the percentage of this group amongst all pupils aged 5-15 on roll in 2003. For example, if 25 percent of all pupils were entitled to free 
school meals, then 25 per cent of 'inflow' pupils would be expected to be similarly entitled. 
# The residual is the difference between the actual number and the expected number. 
## Based on Pearson Chi Square.  
 
 
 
 
 

Ethnicity and Attainment in Schools                                                                                            DMAG Briefing 2005/31 
                                                      

 82



A10. Pupils aged 5-15 on roll in 2003, by first language (English or other than English), and by 
maintaining LEA of school attended in 2003, London Pupil Dataset 
          
  All pupils   Pupil with 2003 but no 2002 record 

Pupils' first language in 2003   Pupils' first language in 2003  

Maintaining* LEA of school 
attended in 2003 English

Other than
English

Missing
data Total  English

Other than
English

Missing
data Total

          
Camden 8,855 7,388 21 16,264  237 371 3 611
Hackney 10,369 11,105 31 21,505  447 702 4 1,153
Hammersmith and Fulham 8,580 5,052 28 13,660  291 404 6 701
Haringey 13,994 13,689 21 27,704  553 1,051 5 1,609
Islington 11,650 7,766 10 19,426  352 505 1 858
Kensington and Chelsea 4,608 3,885 7 8,500  141 247 1 389
Lambeth 12,626 10,101 36 22,763  538 777 7 1,322
Lewisham 21,613 7,832 65 29,510  658 565 15 1,238
Newham 15,212 26,022 40 41,274  517 1,856 6 2,379
Southwark 17,979 12,126 33 30,138  776 959 10 1,745
Tower Hamlets 9,266 20,399 73 29,738  295 1,145 15 1,455
Wandsworth 15,792 7,336 40 23,168  449 591 12 1,052
Westminster 6,326 9,015 18 15,359  249 742 6 997
          
Barking and Dagenham 20,975 3,739 17 24,731  295 435 4 734
Barnet 25,663 12,383 29 38,075  684 963 7 1,654
Bexley 31,117 2,500 151 33,768  529 149 17 695
Brent 15,672 15,520 80 31,272  665 1,207 14 1,886
Bromley 36,682 2,250 241 39,173  675 198 21 894
Croydon 35,977 7,544 128 43,649  1,069 754 19 1,842
Ealing 17,631 16,249 50 33,930  394 1,126 3 1,523
Enfield 27,162 12,796 50 40,008  540 910 15 1,465
Greenwich 21,469 7,713 34 29,216  536 671 9 1,216
Harrow 14,890 10,509 30 25,429  374 675 5 1,054
Havering 31,255 1,064 170 32,489  576 89 8 673
Hillingdon 26,728 6,841 25 33,594  625 558 3 1,186
Hounslow 16,567 11,802 27 28,396  409 747 6 1,162
Kingston upon Thames 13,630 3,009 2 16,641  345 429 0 774
Merton 14309 4289 15 18613  404 385 2 791
Redbridge 19,946 14,459 12 34,417  422 894 3 1,319
Richmond upon Thames 15,339 1,992 21 17,352  344 222 3 569
Sutton 22,942 1,971 28 24,941  817 212 7 1,036
Waltham Forest 20,221 10,154 18 30,393  574 694 4 1,272
          
Inner London LEA 156,870 141,716 423 299,009  5,503 9,915 91 15,509
Outer London LEA 428,175 146,784 1,128 576,087  10,277 11,318 150 21,745
          
Greater London LEA 585,045 288,500 1,551 875,096  15,780 21,233 241 37,254

Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 
Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets.  

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, but are not shown 
in this table. 
*For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 
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A11.  Pupils aged 5-15 in 2003, who had no 2002 LPD record and whose first language was 
other than English. Actual and expected numbers, by maintaining LEA of school attended in 
2003, London Pupil Dataset 

Maintaining* LEA of school 
attended in 2003 

Actual number,
pupils whose 1st

language was
other than English

and who had no
2002 LPD record

Expected
number**,

pupils whose 1st

language was
other than English

and who had no
2002 LPD record

Residual. Is the
actual number

higher or lower
than the expected

number?#

Is the likelihood
 less than 1 in

 1,000 that the
 difference between

 ‘inflow’ pupils
and all pupils

 is there
 by chance?##

     
Camden 371.0 277.5 93.5 yes
Hackney 702.0 595.4 106.6 yes
Hammersmith and Fulham 404.0 259.3 144.7 yes
Haringey 1,051.0 795.0 256.0 yes
Islington 505.0 343.0 162.0 yes
Kensington and Chelsea 247.0 177.8 69.2 yes
Lambeth 777.0 586.6 190.4 yes
Lewisham 565.0 328.6 236.4 yes
Newham 1,856.0 1,499.9 356.1 yes
Southwark 959.0 702.1 256.9 yes
Tower Hamlets 1,145.0 998.1 146.9 yes
Wandsworth 591.0 333.1 257.9 yes
Westminster 742.0 585.2 156.8 yes
     
Barking and Dagenham 435.0 111.0 324.0 yes
Barnet 963.0 537.9 425.1 yes
Bexley 149.0 51.5 97.5 yes
Brent 1,207.0 936.0 271.0 yes
Bromley 198.0 51.3 146.7 yes
Croydon 754.0 318.4 435.6 yes
Ealing 1,126.0 729.4 396.6 yes
Enfield 910.0 468.6 441.4 yes
Greenwich 671.0 321.0 350.0 yes
Harrow 675.0 435.6 239.4 yes
Havering 89.0 22.0 67.0 yes
Hillingdon 558.0 241.5 316.5 yes
Hounslow 747.0 483.0 264.0 yes
Kingston upon Thames 429.0 140.0 289.0 yes
Merton 385.0 182.3 202.7 yes
Redbridge 894.0 554.1 339.9 yes
Richmond upon Thames 222.0 65.3 156.7 yes
Sutton 212.0 81.9 130.1 yes
Waltham Forest 694.0 425.0 269.0 yes
     
Inner London LEA 9,915.0 7,350.5 2,564.5 yes
Outer London LEA 11,318.0 5,540.5 5,777.5 yes
     
Greater London LEA 21,233.0 12,281.8 8,951.2 yes

Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here 
Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets.. 

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, but are not 
shown in this table. 
* For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 

** The calculation of the expected number assumes that the percentage of 'inflow' pupils for whom English is not the first language is the 
same as the percentage of this group amongst all pupils aged 5-15 on roll in 2003. For example, if 25 percent of all pupils did not have English 
as their first language, then 25 per cent of 'inflow' pupils would be expected not to have English as their first language. 
# The residual is the difference between the actual number and the expected number. 
## Based on Pearson Chi Square.  
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A12. Pupils aged 5-15 on roll in 2003, by DfES ethnic subcategories and maintaining* LEA of 
school attended in 2003, London Pupil Dataset  
                    

Traveller of
Irish

heritage

White &
Black

Caribbean

White &
Black

African

Any other
mixed

heritage
Maintaining* LEA of 
school attended in 2003 

Any other
White

Gypsy/
Roma

White &
AsianWhite British Irish

City of London 1 1 0 9 0 0 1 0 1

Camden 5,492 589 26 1,971 13 344 180 175 407

Hackney 3,590 353 84 2,832 10 792 208 123 496
Hammersmith and 
Fulham 

4,668 372 28 1,293 50 494 105 109 536

Haringey 5,729 477 91 4,439 51 918 231 258 807

Islington 6,476 456 2 2,406 15 660 186 111 1,008

Kensington and Chelsea 2,480 206 12 1,380 4 267 105 101 388

Lambeth 4,567 230 2 2,376 31 977 258 122 682

Lewisham 10,440 274 28 1,836 14 1,262 343 228 1,158

Newham 7,796 207 26 1,378 56 690 291 260 949

Southwark 8,448 453 54 1,540 19 904 223 113 680

Tower Hamlets 6,451 152 10 877 8 368 95 64 274

Wandsworth 8,575 206 10 1,352 5 918 206 244 760

Westminster 3,252 142 6 2,114 3 312 182 157 488

 

Barking and Dagenham 17,983 83 2 776 8 258 120 66 282

Barnet 16,322 473 34 5,269 2 528 352 554 1,207

Bexley 27,222 171 21 668 58 205 98 157 382

Brent 4,043 1,000 93 2,112 19 585 207 306 713

Bromley 30,414 184 21 1,378 113 496 139 312 610

Croydon 22,621 390 64 1,517 25 1,223 259 508 1,223

Ealing 9,826 553 97 1,791 12 741 170 481 611

Enfield 16,606 725 17 7,633 18 475 132 227 1,907

Greenwich 16,405 377 20 1,556 53 549 318 182 1,001

Harrow 8,501 612 94 952 8 451 122 442 682

Havering 24,876 118 16 454 2 269 54 166 205

Hillingdon 21,923 370 104 650 26 489 167 407 599

Hounslow 11,636 313 45 1,164 17 391 144 411 575

Kingston upon Thames 11,083 102 18 852 11 179 76 273 362

Merton 10,125 147 9 1,085 12 363 122 143 361

Redbridge 13,714 230 16 1,959 9 681 174 456 669

Richmond upon Thames 12,430 119 9 1,059 5 234 82 261 345

Sutton 18,927 211 45 735 8 306 80 265 425

Waltham Forest 10,957 296 10 2,513 23 990 252 249 823

 

Inner London LEA 77,965 4,118 379 25,803 279 8,906 2,614 2,065 8,634

Outer London LEA 305,614 6,474 735 34,123 429 9,413 3,068 5,866 12,982

                    

Greater London LEA 383,579 10,592 1,114 59,926 708 18,319 5,682 7,931 21,616

Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPD. Pupils living in London, but attending maintained schools elsewhere, are not included here. 

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, but are not shown 
in this table.  

* For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 
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A12. Pupils aged 5-15 on roll in 2003, by DfES ethnic subcategories and maintaining LEA of 
school attended in 2003, continued 
                

Maintaining* LEA of school attended 
in 2003 Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi

Any other
Asian

heritage
Black

Caribbean
Black

African

Any other
Black

heritage
City of London 3 1 68 0 37 1 6
Camden 178 160 2,162 470 696 2,087 398
Hackney 1,101 367 1,209 167 3,856 4,431 446
Hammersmith and Fulham 127 259 217 263 1,572 1,671 398
Haringey 588 288 677 567 4,048 4,657 563
Islington 236 110 1,192 129 1,580 2,857 374
Kensington and Chelsea 51 91 118 88 664 825 186
Lambeth 239 253 406 172 5,097 5,108 1,138
Lewisham 200 186 173 530 5,167 3,306 1,728
Newham 4,899 4,963 5,438 1,332 2,814 7,193 525
Southwark 191 172 736 195 4,380 8,706 866
Tower Hamlets 247 246 16,896 122 1,116 1,424 559
Wandsworth 774 1,239 262 684 3,168 2,731 753
Westminster 190 166 1,476 457 1,385 1,750 344
 
Barking and Dagenham 500 628 178 126 595 2,068 237
Barnet 2,866 649 267 879 986 3,215 505
Bexley 900 66 74 220 268 1,055 151
Brent 5,779 2,111 198 1,914 4,239 4,029 854
Bromley 423 88 180 209 910 741 356
Croydon 1,947 1,120 327 932 4,986 3,293 1,295
Ealing 6,455 2,350 204 1,246 2,338 3,132 439
Enfield 962 316 758 819 2,750 3,598 636
Greenwich 912 315 217 373 1,214 3,516 506
Harrow 5,563 892 175 2,395 1,205 1,452 406
Havering 284 96 35 98 220 429 42
Hillingdon 3,722 813 339 549 554 946 113
Hounslow 5,480 2,086 256 582 698 1,501 310
Kingston upon Thames 432 277 60 1,043 97 306 105
Merton 503 544 211 819 1,135 1,585 437
Redbridge 5,314 3,593 991 1,549 1,621 2,026 363
Richmond upon Thames 376 116 122 268 260 193 124
Sutton 547 214 108 580 298 524 179
Waltham Forest 1,200 4,313 489 780 3,099 2,591 881
 
Inner London LEA 9,024 8,501 31,030 5,176 35,580 46,747 8,284
Outer London LEA 44,165 20,587 5,189 15,381 27,473 36,200 7,939
                
Greater London LEA 53,189 29,088 36,219 20,557 63,053 82,947 16,223

Source: 2003 LPD. Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, but are 
not shown in this table. 

For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 
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A12. Pupils aged 5-15 on roll in 2003, by DfES ethnic subcategories and maintaining 
LEA of school attended in 2003, continued 
            

Maintaining* LEA of school attended in 
2003 Chinese

Any other
ethnic
group

Parent refused
to supply

information
Information not

yet obtained Total
City of London 2 18 0 0 174
Camden 165 589 125 37 16,264
Hackney 171 1,164 101 4 21,505
Hammersmith and Fulham 67 1,237 194 0 13,660
Haringey 129 2,073 191 922 27,704
Islington 186 1,087 342 13 19,426
Kensington and Chelsea 45 1,272 202 15 8,500
Lambeth 236 690 172 7 22,763
Lewisham 350 727 507 1,053 29,510
Newham 199 1,445 513 300 41,274
Southwark 389 1,362 163 544 30,138
Tower Hamlets 290 433 91 15 29,738
Wandsworth 186 628 419 48 23,168
Westminster 212 2,575 148 0 15,359
 
Barking and Dagenham 84 215 228 294 24,731
Barnet 772 2,008 754 433 38,075
Bexley 329 276 465 982 33,768
Brent 142 1,553 169 1,206 31,272
Bromley 228 322 995 1,054 39,173
Croydon 197 883 691 148 43,649
Ealing 165 2,806 301 212 33,930
Enfield 200 1,679 531 19 40,008
Greenwich 307 666 377 352 29,216
Harrow 180 669 587 41 25,429
Havering 112

769
Merton 

197
185

Waltham Forest 
 

  

69 1,865 3,079 32,489
Hillingdon 167 753 841 62 33,594
Hounslow 134 1,838 475 340 28,396
Kingston upon Thames 169 148 279 16,641

161 516 217 118 18,613
Redbridge 230 231 400 191 34,417
Richmond upon Thames 97 391 664 17,352
Sutton 296 303 705 24,941

151 488 165 123 30,393

Inner London LEA 2,627 15,300 3,168 2,958 299,183
Outer London LEA 4,010 16,428 9,709 10,302 576,087
          
Greater London LEA 6,637 31,728 12,877 13,260 875,270

 Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 
Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPD. 

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, 
but are not shown in this table. 

For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 
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A13. Pupils aged 5-15 on roll in 2003 who had no 2002 LPD record, by ethnic 
subcategories, and maintaining LEA of school attended in 2003   

          

Maintaining* LEA of school 
attended in 2003 

White
British Irish

Traveller
of Irish

heritage

Any
other
White

Gypsy/
Roma

White &
Black

Caribbean

White &
Black

African

White
&

Asian

Any other
mixed

heritage
City of London 0 1 0 8 0 0 0 0 1
Camden 105 13 3 122 1 12

Haringey 

20

Newham 11
Southwark 

Westminster 

50
11

19
7

105

8
204

    

5 8 16
Hackney 57 21 9 148 5 23 9 5 13
Hammersmith and Fulham 129 11 3 105 5 17 4 4 18

128 25 12 261 20 26 15 5 21
Islington 116 9 0 117 6 21 9 5 24
Kensington and Chelsea 58 3 0 117 0 5 4 12 17
Lambeth 94 5 0 167 9 15 7 28
Lewisham 187 6 4 109 3 28 13 12 32

153 6 3 206 21 17 7 41
172 15 8 102 0 18 9 5 21

Tower Hamlets 141 4 2 85 1 8 3 4 19
Wandsworth 192 10 0 107 0 7 13 12 17

90 1 1 199 0 10 17 6 35
          
Barking and Dagenham 200 1 0 6 2 9 3 9
Barnet 304 13 11 274 1 42 23 52
Bexley 385 1 3 32 4 1 7 8 18
Brent 63 28 6 212 7 14 5 10 33
Bromley 450 5 3 66 2 8 12 15 24
Croydon 424 13 22 125 5 44 17 16 63
Ealing 117 9 174 2 18 6 13 17
Enfield 215 22 6 261 16 9 4 56
Greenwich 284 10 4 103 5 18 31 3 21
Harrow 116 13 26 58 1 11 6 16 32
Havering 405 2 3 28 2 8 6 5 7
Hillingdon 357 12 18 59 0 18 15 18 38
Hounslow 209 4 4 2 7 11 16 19
Kingston upon Thames 211 4 4 54 4 2 8 15 20
Merton 201 3 1 71 1 7 9 19
Redbridge 4 2 138 3 11 8 19 21
Richmond upon Thames 224 4 0 113 0 3 3 14 19
Sutton 540 4 2 69 0 14 7 20 31
Waltham Forest 175 7 5 175 5 30 18 8 38
          
Inner London LEA 1,622 130 45 1,853 71 206 133 92 303
Outer London LEA 5,084 159 139 2,167 57 244 227 235 537
                
Greater London LEA 6,706 289 184 4,020 128 450 360 327 840

Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 

Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPD.  

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, but are 
not shown in this table. 

For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 
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A13, pupil aged 5-15 on roll in 2003 who had no 2002 LPD record, by ethnic subcategories, 
and maintaining LEA of school attended in 2003, continued  

      

Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi

Any other
Asian

heritage
Black

Caribbean
Black

African

  

Maintaining* LEA of school attended
in 2003 

Any other
Black

heritage
City of London 3 1 68 0 37 1 6
Camden 

49
164

3
16

55
 

11
37

10
Bromley 

19

9
224

18 55

10
70

11 6 44 35 20 127 15
Hackney 26 30 16 274 337 22
Hammersmith and Fulham 11 7 6 22 69 12
Haringey 18 9 33 34 296 425 33
Islington 4 7 45 7 84 257 28
Kensington and Chelsea 5 3 2 7 18 52
Lambeth 29 15 20 378 398 46
Lewisham 10 8 5 63 298 276 87
Newham 132 278 318 151 175 588 36
Southwark 12 9 30 15 385 711 45
Tower Hamlets 14 16 840 11 60 132 39
Wandsworth 30 83 12 75 143 224 20
Westminster 14 13 44 60 140 19
       
Barking and Dagenham 12 38 29 38 239 15
Barnet 80 30 9 78 343 28
Bexley 21 6 5 16 11 111 12
Brent 232 79 224 311 359 25

35 12 12 20 49 75 13
Croydon 80 58 17 120 299 388 34
Ealing 161 94 10 140 93 327
Enfield 35 21 38 49 131 345 41
Greenwich 32 5 58 82 387 50
Harrow 160 52 5 53 171 19
Havering 8 4 11 10 4
Hillingdon 80 69 7 67 29 166 13
Hounslow 154 96 8 60 49 153 15
Kingston upon Thames 29 23 2 91 10 46 8
Merton 25 37 12 101 47 121 18
Redbridge 166 181 60 127 72 238 18
Richmond upon Thames 7 13 2 26 10 30
Sutton 37 21 1 15 76 9
Waltham Forest 32 166 24 73 149 262 48
        
Inner London LEA 319 485 1,512 511 2,297 3,832 411
Outer London LEA 1,396 1,013 242 1,584 1,495 3,892 399
                
Greater London LEA 1,715 1,498 1,754 2,095 3,792 7,724 810

 Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 
Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPD.  

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, but are 
not shown in this table. 

For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 
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A13, pupil aged 5-15 on roll in 2003 who had no 2002 LPD record, by ethnic 
subcategories, and maintaining LEA of school attended in 2003, continued  

      

Maintaining* LEA of school attended in 
2003 Chinese

Any other
ethnic
group

Parent refused to
supply

information
Information not

yet obtained Total
City of London 2 18 0 0 171
Camden 

Islington 

Lambeth 

3 1,745

1,052

1,654

1,842
7

34

1,186

4 774

Richmond upon Thames 

 
1,450

232

37,425

12 52 3 1 611
Hackney 6 99 3 1 1,153
Hammersmith and Fulham 4 105 5 0 701
Haringey 8 181 2 57 1,609

4 110 5 0 858
Kensington and Chelsea 7 69 7 0 389

2 68 5 0 1,322
Lewisham 7 63 16 11 1,238
Newham 4 177 21 34 2,379
Southwark 15 138 32
Tower Hamlets 20 49 5 2 1,455
Wandsworth 12 60 19 16
Westminster 22 261 10 0 997
      
Barking and Dagenham 2 28 18 24 734
Barnet 44 238 19 17
Bexley 8 12 7 27 695
Brent 13 198 7 50 1,886
Bromley 16 25 32 20 894
Croydon 14 60 28 15
Ealing 13 280 4 1,523
Enfield 9 158 8 1,465
Greenwich 19 53 26 16 1,216
Harrow 7 63 19 2 1,054
Havering 4 10 24 59 673
Hillingdon 8 136 30 46
Hounslow 9 204 17 20 1,162
Kingston upon Thames 14 217 8
Merton 8 63 26 13 791
Redbridge 13 23 6 5 1,319

7 38 10 36 569
Sutton 18 32 20 50 1,036
Waltham Forest 6 42 7 2 1,272
     
Inner London LEA 125 104 154 15,680
Outer London LEA 1,880 342 421 21,745
            
Greater London LEA 357 3,330 446 575

Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 

Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPD. 

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, 
but are not shown in this table. 

For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 
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A14. Residuals, pupils aged 5-15 in 2003 who had no 2002 LPD record, by ethnic subcategories 
and maintaining LEA of school attended in 2003  
           

Maintaining** LEA of school 
attended in 2003 

White
British Irish

Traveller
of Irish

heritage

Any
other
White

Gypsy/
Roma

White &
Black

Caribbean

White &
Black

African
White

& Asian

Any other
mixed

heritage
City of London -1 0 0 -1 0 0 -1 0 0
Camden -101 -9 2 48 1
Hackney 

Islington 

Tower Hamlets 
Wandsworth 

Westminster 

11

Ealing 
Enfield 

Merton 

Greater London LEA 

-1 -2 1 1
-135 2 4 -4 4 -19 -2 -2 -14

Hammersmith and Fulham -111 -8 2 39 2 -8 -1 -2 -10
Haringey -205 -3 7 3 17 -27 2 -10 -26

-170 -11 0 11 5 -8 1 0 -21
Kensington and Chelsea -55 -6 -1 54 0 -7 -1 7 -1

Lambeth -171 -8 0 29 7 -37 0 0 -12
Lewisham -251 -5 3 32 2 -25 -1 2 -17

Newham -296 -6 2 127 18 -29 0 -8 -14
Southwark -317 -11 5 13 -1 -34 -4 -2 -18

-175 -3 2 42 1 -10 -2 1 6
-197 1 0 46 0 -35 4 1 -18

-121 -8 1 62 0 -10 5 -4 3
 

Barking and Dagenham -334 -1 0 27 6 -6 5 1 1
Barnet -405 -8 10 45 1 -12 27 -1 0

Bexley -175 -3 3 18 3 -3 5 5 10
Brent -181 -32 0 85 6 -21 -7 -8 -10

Bromley -244 1 3 35 -1 -3 9 8 10
Croydon -531 -3 19 61 4 -8 6 -5

-324 -16 15 94 1 -15 -2 -9 -10
-393 -5 5 -19 6 -1 4 -4 -14

Greenwich -399 -6 3 38 3 -5 18 -5 -21
Harrow -236 -12 22 19 1 -8 1 -2 4

Havering -110 0 3 19 2 2 5 2 3
Hillingdon -417 -1 14 36 -1 1 9 4 17

Hounslow -267 -9 2 57 1 -9 5 -1 -5
Kingston upon Thames -304 -1 3 14 3 -6 4 2 3

-229 -3 1 25 0 -7 2 3 4
Redbridge -322 -5 1 63 3 -15 1 2 -5

Richmond upon Thames -184 0 0 78 0 -5 0 5 8
Sutton -246 -5 0 38 0 1 4 9 13

Waltham Forest -284 -5 5 70 4 -11 7 -2 4
 

Inner London LEA -2,464 -86 25 501 56 -261 -4 -16 -150
Outer London LEA -6,452 -85 111 879 41 -111 111 14 47

                    
-9,695 -164 136 1,458 98 -333 117 -12 -84

Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 

Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPD.  

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, but are not 
shown in this table. 

* The residual is the difference between the actual number and the expected number       
** For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 
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A14. Residuals, pupils aged 5-15 in 2003 who had no 2002 LPD record, by ethnic 
subcategories and maintaining LEA of school attended in 2003, continued  
         

Maintaining* LEA of school attended 
in 2003 Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi

Any other
Asian

heritage
Black

Caribbean
Black

African

Any other
Black

heritage
City of London 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
Camden 4 0 -37 17 -6 49 0
Hackney -33 10 -16 7 67 99 -2
Hammersmith and Fulham 4 -6 -5 9 -12 78 -8
Haringey -16 -8 -6 1 61 155 0
Islington -6 2 -8 1 14

-6

19

131 11
Kensington and Chelsea 3 -1 -3 3 -12 14 -6
Lambeth 15 0 -8 10 82 101 -20
Lewisham 2 0 -2 41 81 137 15
Newham -150 -8 5 74 13 173 6
Southwark 1 -1 -13 4 131 207 -5
Tower Hamlets 2 4 13 5 5 62 12
Wandsworth -5 27 0 44 -1 100 -14
Westminster 2 2 -52 25 -30 26 -3
 
Barking and Dagenham -3 19 6 25 20 178 8
Barnet -45 2 -3 40 203 6
Bexley 2 5 3 11 5 89 9
Brent -117 -48 -2 109 55 116 -27
Bromley 25 10 8 15 28 58 5
Croydon -2 11 3 81 89 249 -21
Ealing -129 -11 1 84 -12 186 -1
Enfield 0 9 10 19 30 213 18
Greenwich -6 -4 -4 42 31 241 29
Harrow -71 15 -2 125 3 111 2
Havering 12 6 3 9 5 46 3
Hillingdon -51 40 -5 48 9 133 9
Hounslow -70 11 -2 36 20 92 2
Kingston upon Thames 9 10 -1 42 5 32 3
Merton 4 14 3 66 -1 54 -1
Redbridge -38 43 22 68 10 160 4
Richmond upon Thames -5 9 -2 17 1 24 6
Sutton 14 12 -3 46 3 54 2
Waltham Forest -18 -15 4 40 154 11
 
Inner London LEA -154 39 -114 240 432 1,382 -23
Outer London LEA -271 236 46 1,003 458 2,526 99
                
Greater London LEA -559 254 205 1,216 1,096 4,177 116

Pupils living in London, but attending school elsewhere, are not included here. 

Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPD.  

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, but are not 
shown in this table. 

* The residual is the difference between the actual number and the expected number     

** For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools  
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A14. Residuals, pupils aged 5-15 in 2003 who had no 2002 LPD record, by ethnic 
subcategories and maintaining LEA of school attended in 2003, continued  
             

Maintaining** LEA of school 
attended in 2003 Chinese

Any other
ethnic group

Parent
refused to

supply
information

Information
not yet

obtained Total

Is the likelihood less
than 1 in 1,000, that

the difference between
'inflow' pupils and all

pupils is there by
chance?***

City of London 0 0 0 0 168       
Camden 6 30 -2 0 23     yes
Hackney -3 37 -2 1 62     yes
Hammersmith and Fulham 1 -5

yes

  

Newham 

yes

25

-5
42

  
6   

17 8 34

Sutton 

  
yes

  

42 0 36     yes
Haringey 1 61 -9 3 93     
Islington -4 62 -10 -1 38     yes
Kensington and Chelsea 5 11 -2 -1 18     yes
Lambeth -12 28 -5 0 77   yes
Lewisham -8 33 -5 -33 52     yes

-7 94 -9 17 137     yes
Southwark -8 59 -6 1 101     yes
Tower Hamlets 6 28 1 1 71     yes
Wandsworth 4 31 0 14 48     yes
Westminster 8 94 0 0 65     yes
       
Barking and Dagenham 0 22 11 15 22     yes
Barnet 10 151 -14 -2 72     yes
Bexley 1 6 -3 7 14     yes
Brent 4 104 -3 -23 114     
Bromley 11 18 9 -4 20     yes
Croydon 6 23 -1 9 78     yes
Ealing 6 154 -10 -3 68     yes
Enfield 2 97 15 7 54     yes
Greenwich 6 10 1 51     yes
Harrow 0 35 -5 0 44     yes
Havering 2 9 -15 14     yes
Hillingdon 2 109 0 44     yes
Hounslow 4 129 -2 6 48   yes
Kingston upon Thames 181 1 -9 36   yes
Merton 1 41     yes
Redbridge 4 14 -9 -2 51     yes
Richmond upon Thames 4 25 4 14 19     yes

10 20 7 21 43     yes
Waltham Forest 0 22 0 -3 53     yes
     
Inner London LEA -13 648 -62 -1 822     
Outer London LEA 81 1,260 -24 32 821     yes
                  
Greater London LEA 73 1,973 -105 8 1,600   yes

Pupils living in London, but attending a school elsewhere, are not included here.   
Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPD.  

NB: To avoid disclosure, pupils attending the single school maintained by the Corporation of London are included in calculations, but are 
not shown in this table. 

* The residual is the difference between the actual number and the expected number.         
** For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 
*** Based on Pearson Chi Square. 
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A15. Pupils aged 4-14 on roll in 2002, by free school meal entitlement (FSM) and 
maintaining LEA of school attended in 2002, London Pupil Dataset 

               

  All pupils on roll in 2002  
Pupils with 2002 but no 2003 

record 

 FSM entitlement  FSM entitlement 
Maintaining* LEA of school 
attended in 2002 FSM Not entitled Total  FSM Not entitled Total

            
Camden 6,885 10,532 17,417  

10,185 799

8,813

24,508
1,110

227

 

217
21,501

5,095

300 647 947
Hackney 12,349 22,534  461 1,260
Hammersmith and Fulham 5,648 8,068 13,716  257 506 763
Haringey 11,031 17,457 28,488  537 1,020 1,557
Islington 8,561 11,701 20,262  404 798 1,202
Kensington and Chelsea 3,160 5,653  111 425 536
Lambeth 9,737 14,247 23,984  500 899 1,399
Lewisham 9,770 20,523 30,293  404 1,113 1,517
Newham 17,385 41,893  959 1,396 2,355
Southwark 12,671 18,338 31,009  686 1,796
Tower Hamlets 17,374 12,518 29,892  774 728 1,502
Wandsworth 7,025 16,617 23,642  300 1,043 1,343
Westminster 5,761 9,355 15,116  682 909
        
Barking & Dagenham 6,525 18,554 25,079  333 812 1,145
Barnet 6,723 31,431 38,154 310 1,893 2,203
Bexley 4,747 28,793 33,540  250 859 1,109
Brent 8,357 22,040 30,397  380 1,150 1,530
Bromley 5,318 33,924 39,242  202 1,334 1,536
Croydon 9,885 34,114 43,999  513 1,805 2,318
Ealing 9,989 24,911 34,900  438 1,275 1,713
Enfield 9,345 30,560 39,905  489 1,460 1,949
Greenwich 10,875 18,548 29,423  429 902 1,331
Harrow 3,815 21,822 25,637  166 1,102 1,268
Havering 3,780 28,487 32,267  148 805 953
Hillingdon 5,321 28,383 33,704  1,442 1,659
Hounslow 6,738 28,239  296 1,077 1,373
Kingston upon Thames 1,474 15,221 16,695  60 830 890
Merton 3,315 15,443 18,758  116 840 956
Redbridge 6,022 28,103 34,125  276 1,192 1,468
Richmond upon Thames 2,201 15,402 17,603  89 1,007 1,096
Sutton 2,748 21,484 24,232  106 803 909
Waltham Forest 8,724 21,887 30,611  277 1,022 1,299
        
Inner London LEA 125,193 181,866 307,059  5,920 11,166 17,086
Outer London LEA 115,902 460,608 576,510  21,610 26,705
        
Greater London LEA 241,095 642,474 883,569  11,015 32,776 43,791

Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 

Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets.  
*For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 

Data for the one school in the City of London are not included in the table. 
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A16. Pupils aged 4-14 on roll in 2002, who had no 2003 LPD record and were entitled 
to free school meals in 2002. Actual and expected numbers, by maintaining LEA of 
school attended in 2002 
             
  
 
Maintaining* LEA of school 
attended in 2002 

Actual
number,

pupils
entitled to

FSM 

Expected
number,

pupils
entitled to

FSM**

Residual#.
Is the actual

 number more or less
than the expected

number?

Is the likelihood less than 1 in a
1,000, that the difference between

'outflow' pupils and all pupils is
there by chance?##

           
Camden 300 374 -74

-66
yes

 
35

310

380

 

no

-45
no

116

Outer London LEA yes

  yes
Hackney 461 569 -108   yes
Hammersmith and Fulham 257 314 -57   yes
Haringey 537 603   yes
Islington 404 508 -104   
Kensington and Chelsea 111 192 -81   yes
Lambeth 500 568 -68   yes
Lewisham 404 489 -85   yes
Newham 959 977 -18   no
Southwark 686 734 -48   yes
Tower Hamlets 774 873 -99   yes
Wandsworth 300 399 -99   yes
Westminster 227 346 -119   yes
      
Barking & Dagenham 333 298   yes
Barnet 388 -78   yes
Bexley 250 157 93   yes
Brent 421 -41   no
Bromley 202 208 -6   no
Croydon 513 521 -8   no
Ealing 438 490 -52  no
Enfield 489 456 33   no
Greenwich 429 492 -63   yes
Harrow 166 189 -23   
Havering 148 112 36   yes
Hillingdon 217 262   no
Hounslow 296 328 -32   
Kingston upon Thames 60 79 -19   no
Merton 169 -53   yes
Redbridge 276 259 17   no
Richmond upon Thames 89 137 -48   yes
Sutton 106 103 3   no
Waltham Forest 277 370 -93   yes
       
Inner London LEA 5,920 6,966 -1,046   yes

5,095 5,369 -274   
       
Greater London LEA 11,015 11,949 -934   yes

Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 

Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets.  
*For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 

** The calculation of the expected number assumes that the percentage of 'inflow' pupils entitled to free school meals is the same 
as the percentage of this group amongst all pupils aged 5-15 on roll in 2003. For example, if 25 percent of all pupils were entitled 
to free school meals, then 25 per cent of 'inflow' pupils would be expected to be similarly entitled. 

# The residual is the difference between the actual number and the expected number. 

## Based on Pearson Chi Square.  

Data for the one school in the City of London are not included in the table. 
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A17. Pupils aged 4-14 on roll in 2002, by first language (English or other than English), and 
by maintaining LEA of school attended in 2002, London Pupil Dataset 

  
        All pupils on roll in 2002       Pupil with 2002 but no 2003 record 

 Pupils' first language in 2002 Pupils' first language in 2002 

Maintaining* LEA of school 
attended in 2002 English

Other   than
English

Missing
Data Total English

Other    than
English

Missing
Data Total

           
Camden 9,934 7,469 14 17,417  518
Greenwich 994

Hammersmith and Fulham 

276

17 1,399

Southwark 

Tower Hamlets 20,499

Barking and Dagenham 22,120

995

15,215 734

34,900

1,373 554

15,400 392

23 1,659

28,239

Merton 729

13,560

16 909

       

163,901

601,712

420 9 947

22,866 6,533 24 29,423  319 18 1,331
Hackney 10,946 11,571 17 22,534  653 594 13 1,260

8,691 5,004 21 13,716  442 306 15 763
Islington 12,383 7,872 0 20,262  719 476 7 1,202
Kensington and Chelsea 4,878 3,927 8 8,813  253 7 536
Lambeth 12,917 11,046 21 23,984  736 646
Lewisham 22,196 8,049 48 30,293  1,066 405 46 1,517

18,432 11,835 742 31,009  1,042 696 58 1,796

9,380 13 29,892  522 969 11 1,502
Wandsworth 16,605 7,002 35 23,642  929 382 32 1,343
Westminster 6,469 8,638 9 15,116  375 528 6 909
          

2,903 56 25,079  1,001 134 10 1,145
Barnet 25,757 12,376 21 38,154  1,429 755 19 2,203
Bexley 31,415 2,088 37 33,540  81 33 1,109
Brent 15,167 15 30,397  783 13 1,530
Bromley 37,653 1,562 27 39,242  1,409 107 20 1,536
Croydon 36,778 7,165 56 43,999  1,805 469 44 2,318
Ealing 19,055 15,837 8  1,020 686 7 1,713
Enfield 27,560 12,319 26 39,905  22 1,949
Haringey 14,680 13,796 12 28,488  811 736 10 1,557
Harrow 10,231 6 25,637  871 5 1,268
Havering 31,464 790 13 32,267  900 42 11 953
Hillingdon 27,517 6,164 33,704  1,360 278 21
Hounslow 16,448 11,770 21  842 516 15 1,373
Kingston upon Thames 13,980 2,715 0 16,695  658 232   890

14,765 3,982 11 18,758  220 7 956
Newham 16,390 25,472 31 41,893  1,084 1,249 22 2,355
Redbridge 20,558 7 34,125  911 551 6 1,468
Richmond upon Thames 15,821 1,772 10 17,603  936 151 9 1,096
Sutton 22,419 1,780 33 24,232  771 122
Waltham Forest 21,020 9,572 19 30,611  895 386 18 1,299

   
Inner London LEA 142,180 978 307,059  9,173 7,660 253 17,086
Outer London LEA 437,811 138,286 413 576,510  19,682 6,729 294 26,705
          
Greater London LEA 280,466 1,391 883,569  28,855 14,389 547 43,791

 Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 

 Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets. Data for the city of London are not included in the table.  
 *For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 
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A18. Pupils aged 4-14 in 2002, who had no 2003 LPD record and whose first language is 
other than English. Actual and expected numbers, by maintaining LEA of school attended in 
2002 

Maintaining* LEA of school 
attended in 2002 

Actual number,
pupils whose first

language was
other than

English

Expected
number, pupils

whose first
language was

other
than English **

Residual,
 is the

 actual number
more or less than the

expected number #

Is the likelihood less than 1
in a 1,000, that the
difference between

'outflow' pupils and all
pupils is there

 by chance? ##
       
Camden 518 540 -22 yes

41

1,409

Ealing 

Greenwich 994 1,034 -40 yes
Hackney 653 612 yes
Hammersmith and Fulham 442 483 -41 yes
Islington 719 735 -16 yes
Kensington and Chelsea 276 297 -21 yes
Lambeth 736 753 -17 yes
Lewisham 1,066 1,112 -46 yes
Southwark 1,042 1,068 -26 no
Tower Hamlets 522 471 51 yes
Wandsworth 929 943 -14 yes
Westminster 375 389 -14 yes
     
Barking and Dagenham 1,001 1,010 -9 yes
Barnet 1,429 1,487 -58 yes
Bexley 995 1,039 -44 yes
Brent 783 766 17 yes
Bromley 1,474 -65 yes
Croydon 1,805 1,938 -133 yes

1,020 935 85 yes
Enfield 1,373 1,346 27 yes
Haringey 811 802 9 yes
Harrow 871 762 109 yes
Havering 900 929 -29 yes
Hillingdon 1,360 1,354 6 yes
Hounslow 842 800 42 yes
Kingston upon Thames 658 745 -87 yes
Merton 729 752 -23 yes
Newham 1,084 921 163 yes
Redbridge 911 884 27 yes
Richmond upon Thames 936 985 -49 yes
Sutton 771 841 -70 yes
Waltham Forest 895 892 3 yes
    
Inner London LEA 9,173 9,120 53 yes
Outer London LEA 19,682 20,280 -598 yes
     
Greater London LEA 28,855 29,822 -967 yes

 Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 
Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets. Data for the City of London are not included in the table. 
* For the purpose of this table, City Academies and City Technology Colleges have been included with maintained schools. 
** The calculation of the expected number assumes that the percentage of 'inflow' pupils for whom English is not the first language is the 
same as the percentage of this group amongst all pupils aged 5-15 on roll in 2003. For example, if 25 percent of all pupils did not have English 
as their first language, then 25 per cent of 'inflow' pupils would be expected not to have English as their first language. 
# The residual is the difference between the actual number and the expected number. 
## Based on Pearson Chi Square.  
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A19. Pupils aged 4-14 on roll in 2002, by ethnicity and maintaining LEA of school attended 
in 2002, London Pupil Dataset 
                  

2002 maintaining LEA White
Black

Caribbean
Black

African
Black
Other Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Chinese

 
Camden 7,059 399 1,812 797 104

 

Harrow 

99 2,043 125
Hackney 6,940 4,442 4,933 161 1,274 386 1,254 161
Hammersmith and Fulham 7,201 1,513 1,686 1,044 142 280 237 73
Haringey 11,731 3,240 4,685 1,469 505 262 568 153
Islington 9,748 1,448 2,970 705 242 105 1,086 228
Kensington and Chelsea 4,186 631 832 468 55 104 116 40
Lambeth 8,527 5,568 5,360 2,549 340 302 420 232
Lewisham 14,383 3,387 3,732 3,517 252 202 182 368
Newham 10,488 2,441 7,173 1,193 4,720 4,867 5,355 216
Southwark 10,187 3,906 8,047 859 244 174 678 279
Tower Hamlets 8,063 1,099 1,297 766 256 248 16,868 291
Wandsworth 10,793 2,905 2,703 2,061 1,033 1,212 258 168
Westminster 5,720 1,461 1,764 422 214 181 1,512 225
        
Barking and Dagenham 17,645 526 1,555 566 453 508 119 79
Barnet 22,046 805 2,509 954 2,687 691 240 700
Bexley 28,044 253 657 156 911 59 66 277
Brent 8,272 4,290 3,981 1,417 5,802 2,060 190 164
Bromley 32,421 895 674 436 491 78 170 228
Croydon 25,490 4,788 3,075 2,240 2,278 1,140 308 182
Ealing 14,022 2,427 3,110 834 7,554 2,397 177 173
Enfield 26,022 2,555 3,273 1,642 939 386 740 196
Greenwich 18,802 1,155 3,421 657 957 324 214 273

11,191 853 1,320 1,005 5,455 850 178 187
Havering 27,575 166 269 178 297 85 45 104
Hillingdon 24,955 521 880 243 4,151 865 355 171
Hounslow 14,239 678 1,591 519 5,680 2,057 307 137
Kingston upon Thames 13,010 61 230 158 778 236 64 170
Merton 12,036 1,091 1,503 757 653 524 209 167
Redbridge 16,718 1,534 1,884 821 5,442 3,582 903 249
Richmond upon Thames 13,495 214 173 215 363 99 112 84
Sutton 20,205 305 464 365 809 189 105 168
Waltham Forest 14,681 2,656 2,345 2,540 1,234 4,463 453 140
         
Inner London 115,026 32,440 46,994 16,011 9,381 8,422 30,577 2,559
Outer London 360,869 25,773 32,914 15,703 46,934 20,593 4,955 3,849
         
London maintaining LEA 475,895 58,213 79,908 31,714 56,315 29,015 35,532 6,408

Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here.  

Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets. Data for the City of London not included in the table. 

The ethnic categories are those used by the Department for Education and Skills in 2002. Categories changed in 2003. 
For the purpose of this table, City Academies and CTCs have been included with maintained schools. 
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A19. Pupils aged 4-14 on roll in 2002, by ethnicity and maintaining LEA of school 
attended in 2002, continued 
          

2002 maintaining LEA Other Ethnic Group Unclassified
New (2003)

categories Total

 
Camden 1,072 1,034 2,873 17,417
Hackney 2,946 35 2 22,534
Hammersmith and Fulham 1,491 49 0 13,716
Haringey 3,392 970 1,513 28,488
Islington 3,359 80 291 20,262
Kensington and Chelsea 2,327 54 0 8,813
Lambeth 627 59 0 23,984
Lewisham 3,971 287 12 30,293
Newham 5,106 334 0 41,893
Southwark 1,774 931 3,930 31,009
Tower Hamlets 530 182 292 29,892
Wandsworth 2,277 231 1 23,642
Westminster 3,567 50 0 15,116
     
Barking and Dagenham 262 487 2,879 25,079
Barnet 3,960 1,623

Bromley 

864

29,423

Hillingdon 

   

1,939 38,154
Bexley 438 1,236 1,443 33,540
Brent 2,605 224 1,392 30,397

847 2,153 849 39,242
Croydon 2,319 954 1,225 43,999
Ealing 4,002 201 3 34,900
Enfield 2,416 872 39,905
Greenwich 3,250 177 193
Harrow 4,235 363 0 25,637
Havering 230 2,742 576 32,267

1,476 71 16 33,704
Hounslow 2,792 236 3 28,239
Kingston upon Thames 1,956 32 0 16,695
Merton 1,503 315 0 18,758
Redbridge 2,673 258 61 34,125
Richmond upon Thames 1,020 52 1,776 17,603
Sutton 770 852 0 24,232
Waltham Forest 1,940 159 0 30,611
  
Inner London 32,439 4,296 8,914 307,059
Outer London 38,694 13,323 12,903 576,510
     
London maintaining LEA 71,133 17,619 21,817 883,569

 Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 

Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets. Data for City of London are not included in the table. 

The ethnic categories are those used by the Department for Education and Skills in 2002. Categories changed in 2003. 

* For the purpose of this table, City Academies and CTCs have been included with maintained schools. 
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A20. Pupils aged 4-14 on roll in 2002 who had no 2003 LPD record, by ethnicity and 
maintaining LEA of school attended in 2002 
          
Maintaining* LEA of school 
attended in 2002  White

Black
Caribbean

Black
African

Black
Other Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Chinese

 
Camden 465 13 112 35 6 11 62 5
Hackney 493 167

52

14

8

648 25

198 128 27

Tower Hamlets 

54

 

5

6

29

14 1

187
Kingston upon Thames 

12

1,171

 

258 5 74 23 48 3
Hammersmith and Fulham 

462 45 80 42 10 16 8 7

Haringey 754 110 277 19 12 36 17
Islington 625 63 177 40 8 36 12
Kensington and Chelsea 313 17 43 12 5 5 10
Lambeth 222 251 136 34 30 13
Lewisham 792 121 10 6 14
Newham 860 79 427 67 141 206 246 12
Southwark 670 149 407 33 20 15 21 16

503 54 56 45 11 22 743 15
Wandsworth 769 91 124 89 45 58 11 5
Westminster 392 40 127 13 12 17 20
        
Barking and Dagenham 766 21 91 21 6 24 2 1
Barnet 1,265 35 189 80 65 39 13 53
Bexley 870 8 31 11 14 2 9
Brent 536 158 207 61 173 98 13
Bromley 1,243 42 43 25 31 7 2 12
Croydon 1,417 184 171 94 94 62 10 12
Ealing 896 74 144 240 91 7 14
Enfield 1,338 83 164 63 31 11 23 7
Greenwich 855 50 178 26 24 11 11 13
Harrow 702 37 52 24 161 41 6 10
Havering 766 8 2 10 5 1 3
Hillingdon 1,283 18 54 15 132 46 11 9
Hounslow 799 27 76 26 101 11 9

634 1 13 11 25 7 6 11
Merton 653 42 53 39 20 17 13 6
Redbridge 797 34 108 39 136 158 43 13
Richmond upon Thames 886 8 9 19 3 7 5
Sutton 716 3 34 18 31 11 2 10
Waltham Forest 701 82 119 76 45 138 18 6
         

Inner London LEA 7,746 2,537 697 418 436 1,301 149

Outer London LEA 17,123 915 1,753 679 1,444 875 194 216

        

Greater London LEA 24,869 2,086 4,290 1,376 1,862 1,311 1,495 365

 Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here 

Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets. Data for the City of London not included in the table. 

The ethnic categories are those used by the Department for Education and Skills in 2002. Categories changed in 2003. 

* For the purpose of this table, City Academies and CTCs have been included with maintained schools. 
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A20. Pupils aged 4-14 on roll in 2002 who had no 2003 LPD record, by ethnicity and 
maintaining LEA of school attended in 2002, continued 
          
Maintaining* LEA of school 
attended in 2002  Other Ethnic Group Unclassified

New (2003)
categories Total

 
Camden 69 23 146 947
Hackney 186 3   1,260
Hammersmith and Fulham 

90 3   763

Haringey 153 72 55 1,557
Islington 209 4 14 1,202
Kensington and Chelsea 116 7   536

1,796

1,502

1,268

953

Sutton 

Outer London LEA 654 26,705

     

Lambeth 34 6   1,399
Lewisham 200 20 1 1,517
Newham 281 36   2,355
Southwark 112 51 302
Tower Hamlets 24 10 19
Wandsworth 129 22   1,343
Westminster 232 2   909
     
Barking and Dagenham 14 20 179 1,145
Barnet 266 132 66 2,203
Bexley 19 73 67 1,109
Brent 161 24 93 1,530
Bromley 37 86 8 1,536
Croydon 148 59 67 2,318
Ealing 210 8   1,713
Enfield 136 57 36 1,949
Greenwich 149 9 5 1,331
Harrow 220 15   
Havering 18 99 17
Hillingdon 86 4 1 1,659
Hounslow 129 7 1 1,373
Kingston upon Thames 180 2   890
Merton 103 10   956
Redbridge 123 11 6 1,468
Richmond upon Thames 69 7 71 1,096

58 26   909
Waltham Forest 109 5   1,299
     

Inner London LEA 1,835 259 537 17,086

2,235 617

Greater London LEA 4,070 913 1,154 43,791

 Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 

Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets. Data for City of London are not included in the table. 

The ethnic categories are those used by the Department for Education and Skills in 2002. Categories changed in 2003. 

* For the purpose of this table, City Academies and CTCs have been included with maintained schools. 
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A21. Residuals, pupils aged 4-14 in 2002 who had no 2003 LPD record, by ethnicity and 
maintaining LEA of school attended in 2002. Are actual numbers above or below what might 
have been expected? 

Maintaining* LEA of school 
attended in 2002  White

Black
Caribbean

Black
African

Black
Other Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Chinese

 

Camden 81 -9 -49

-2

-103 -1

0

Southwark 

10

-74

    

Barnet 

-57 0

-58

1

-13

27

78 -51
  

7

-127

13 -8 0 6 -2

Hackney 105 -81 -18 -4 3 1 -22 -6

Hammersmith and Fulham 61 -39 -14 -16 2 0 -5 3

Haringey 113 -67 21 -28 -9 -2 5 9

Islington 47 -23 1 -2 0 2 -28 -2

Kensington and Chelsea 58 -21 -8 -16 2 2 8

Lambeth 151 -62 -13 14 12 1

Lewisham 72 -49 11 -48 14 0 -3 -4

Newham 270 -58 24 -124 -68 -55 0

80 -77 -59 -17 6 5 -18 0

Tower Hamlets 98 -1 -9 7 -2 -105 0

Wandsworth 156 -30 -28 -14 -11 -4 -5

Westminster 48 -48 21 -12 -1 6 -37 6
             

Barking and Dagenham -40 -3 20 -5 -15 1 -3 -3

-8 -11 44 25 -90 -1 -1 13

Bexley 0 9 6 -16 3 0

Brent 120 7 -10 -119 -6 -4 5

Bromley -26 7 17 8 12 4 -5 3

Croydon 74 -68 9 -24 -26 2 -6 2

Ealing 208 -45 -9 -12 -131 -27 -2 6

Enfield 67 -42 4 -17 -15 -8 -13 -3

Greenwich 4 -2 23 -4 -19 -4 1

Harrow 148 -5 -26 -109 -1 -3 1

Havering -48 3 6 7 1 2 0 0

Hillingdon 55 -8 11 3 -72 3 -6 1

Hounslow 107 -6 -1 1 -89 1 -4 2

Kingston upon Thames -60 -2 1 3 -16 -6 3 2

Merton 40 -14 -24 0 -13 -10 2 -3

Redbridge 78 -32 4 -98 4 4 2

Richmond upon Thames 46 -5 1 -4 -4 -3 0 0

Sutton -42 -8 17 4 1 4 -2 4

Waltham Forest -31 19 -32 -7 -1 0
               

Inner London LEA 1,345 -634 -78 -194 -104 -33 -400

Outer London LEA 407 -279 228 -48 -730 -79 -36 38
                 

Greater London LEA 1,283 -799 330 -196 -929 -266 47

Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets       

  

* For the purpose of this table, City Academies and CTCs have been included with maintained schools. 

      

The ethnic categories are those used by the Department for Education and Skills in 2002. Categories changed in 2003.   

Data for the one school maintained by the Corporation of London are not included. 

* The residual is the difference between the actual number and the expected number. 
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A21. Residuals, pupils aged 4-14 in 2002, who had no 2003 LPD record, by ethnicity and 
maintaining LEA of school attended in 2002. Are actual numbers above or below what might 
have been expected, continued? 
          

Maintaining* LEA of school 
attended in 2002  Other Ethnic Group Unclassified

New (2003)
categories

Is the likelihood less than 1 in
1,000, that the difference

between
'outflow' pupils and all pupils

there by chance?#
         

Camden 11 -33 -10 yes

Hackney 21 1 0 yes

Hammersmith and Fulham 7 0 not applicable yes

1

-6

9

2

32 19

26 9 2

14

11

11

13

26

8

27

Greater London LEA 

Haringey -32 19 -28 yes

Islington 10 -1 -3 no

Kensington and Chelsea -26 4 not applicable yes

Lambeth -3 3 not applicable yes

Lewisham 6 0 yes

Newham 17 not applicable yes

Southwark -3 74 yes

Tower Hamlets -3 1 4 yes

Wandsworth 0 9 0 yes

Westminster 17 -1 not applicable yes
         

Barking and Dagenham -2 48 yes

Barnet 37 20 -28 yes

Bexley 5 yes

Brent 30 13 23 yes

Bromley 4 2 -25 yes

Croydon yes

Ealing -2 0 yes

Enfield 18 14 -6 yes

Greenwich 2 1 -4 no

Harrow -3 not applicable yes

Havering 18 0 yes

Hillingdon 1 0 yes

Hounslow -7 -4 1 yes

Kingston upon Thames 76 0 not applicable yes

Merton -6 not applicable yes

Redbridge 0 3 yes

Richmond upon Thames 5 4 -40 yes

Sutton 29 -6 not applicable yes

Waltham Forest -2 not applicable yes
         

Inner London LEA 30 20 41 yes

Outer London LEA 443 37 19 yes
         

545 40 73 yes

Source: merged 2002/2003 London Pupil Datasets. Pupils living in London, but attending schools elsewhere, are not included here. 

* The residual is the difference between the actual number and the expected number. 

The ethnic categories are those used by the Department for Education and Skills in 2002. Categories changed in 2003. 
Data for the one school maintained by the Corporation of London are not included. 
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A22. All pupils entitled to free school meals, by ethnicity, January 2003. London 
Pupil Dataset  

 Entitled to FSM Not entitled to FSM
Missing

data Total

 

White British 

36,664

5

82,344 392,744 454          475,542 

Irish 3,081 9,968 7 13,056

Traveller of Irish heritage 979 337   1,316

Any other White 21,803 53,572 49 75,424

Gypsy/Roma 538 304 1 843

 

White & Black Caribbean 7,933 14,387 29 22,349

White & Black African 2,323 4,952 3 7,278

White & Asian 1,756 8,519   10,275

Any other mixed heritage 7,217 19,750 34 27,001

 

Indian 7,627 60,523 13 68,163

Pakistani 10,523 26,134 7

Bangladeshi 24,021 21,618 27 45,666

Any other Asian heritage 5,706 20,860 26,571

 

Black Caribbean 22,046 51,814 201 74,061

Black African 42,470 60,616 95 103,181

Any other Black heritage 6,705 12,930 46 19,681

 

Chinese 1,642 6,863 2 8,507

 

Any other ethnic group 16,424 23,182 37 39,643

 

Unclassified 7,011 27,527 66 34,604

 

Total 272,149 816,600 1,076 1,089,825
Source: 2003 LPD 
Note: since this table includes records for all pupils in the LPD, totals will differ from for those for selected age groups in earlier tables. 
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A23. Percentage of pupils within each ethnic group entitled to free school meals, 
January 2003, London Pupil Dataset 
            
 Entitled to FSM Not entitled to FSM Missing data Total
         

White British 17.3 82.6 0.1 100.0

Irish 23.6 76.3 0.1 100.0

Traveller of Irish heritage 74.4 25.6 0.0 100.0

Any other White 28.9 71.0 0.1 100.0

Gypsy/Roma 63.8 36.1 0.1 100.0

 

White & Black Caribbean 35.5 64.4 0.1 100.0

White & Black African 31.9 68.0 0.0 100.0

White & Asian 17.1 82.9 0.0 100.0

Any other mixed heritage 26.7 73.1 0.1 100.0

 

Indian 11.2 88.8 0.0 100.0

Pakistani 28.7 71.3 0.0 100.0

Bangladeshi 52.6 47.3 0.1 100.0

Any other Asian heritage 21.5 78.5 0.0 100.0

 

Black Caribbean 29.8 70.0 0.3 100.0

Black African 41.2 58.7 0.1 100.0

Any other Black heritage 34.1 65.7 0.2 100.0

 

Chinese 19.3 80.7 0.0 100.0

 

Any other ethnic group 41.4 58.5 0.1 100.0

 

Unclassified 20.3 79.5 0.2 100.0

 

Total 25.0 74.9 0.1 100.0

 
Source: 2003 LPD. 
Note: since this table includes records for all pupils in the LPD, totals will differ  from for those for selected age groups in earlier tables. 
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A24. Entitlement to free school meals amongst children of compulsory and post-
ompulsory school age, by home area and ethnicity, January 2003, London Pupil Dataset c 

  Inner London  Outer London 

    

% 5-15
entitled
 to FSM

% 16-17
entitled
 to FSM

N. 16-17
year olds

as % of 5-
15

year
olds  

% 5-15
entitled
 to FSM

% 16-17
entitled
 to FSM

N. 16-17
year olds

as % of 5-
15

 Year
 olds

 

               

White        

 White British 32.4 9.8 5.0 15.1 5.0 6.0

 Irish 36.4 11.8 6.0 18.1 7.5 7.1

 Traveller of Irish heritage 78.4 50.0 0.5 77.6 0.0 1.5

 Gypsy/Roma 71.9 0.0 1.6 66.7 0.0 1.4

 Any other white 41.7 18.3 4.1 23.7 9.5 7.6
  

Mixed 

 White & Black Caribbean 44.8 22.0 1.9 29.4 16.6 2.4

 White & Black African 40.5 24.3 2.7 29.2 20.2 3.2

 White & Asian 27.7 13.3 4.5 16.0 6.9 5.7

 Any other mixed heritage 38.1 13.0 1.4 21.9 12.4 2.4
  

Asian 

 Indian 26.6 10.3 6.9 9.5 6.5 12.6

 Pakistani 39.1 20.5 4.1 29.3 21.2 7.4

 Bangladeshi 61.2 56.6 4.1 33.6 29.7 6.8

 Any other Asian 33.3 20.1 6.8 20.9 11.0 7.8
  

Black 

 Black Caribbean 36.6 18.4 3.0 23.0 10.8 4.0

 Black African 44.5 26.1 3.5 42.9 28.7 5.1

 Any Other Black 40.3 20.1 3.5 29.8 13.8 3.9
  

Chinese 39.4 20.1 7.7 9.9 6.2 12.3
  

Any other ethnic group 52.7 31.8 4.6 37.5 21.9 6.9
  

Missing/refused/not yet obtained 34.0 15.6 11.8 18.5 5.7 9.9
  

All 40.6 20.5 4.3 19.6 8.7 6.6

Source: V1 2003 LPD        
Records for 2.3 per cent of pupils in the 2003 LPD could not be matched with a home area, and Figures for those records are not 
included in this table. Additionally, Figures for pupils who live in local authority areas outside London, and who attend London schools, 
are excluded from the table. 
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A25.  Percentage achieving 5 or more GCSE or equivalent A* to C grades in 2004, by ethnicity and maintaining London authority of school 
attended 

  White British   Irish   
Any other White 

background   Total White   White and Black Caribbean   White and Black African 

  Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total

Camden 48.0 58.1 54.4 22.2 59.6 54.1 54.4 67.8 62.0 48.8 60.0 55.9 0.0 43.8 36.8 100.0 66.7 77.8

Hackney 

62.0 51.0 57.8

 23.1

 40.2 40.0

 33.3

 

 

 

47.2

 50.0 25.0

40.7 60.9

44.6 47.0 45.9 57.1 61.1 60.0 35.7 43.2 39.7 41.6 46.8 44.4 30.8 41.2 38.3 .. 16.7 16.7

Hammersmith and Fulham 46.2 63.7 54.5 71.4 75.9 74.0 60.0 64.3 65.1 35.7 25.0 30.8 .. .. 60.0

Haringey 50.2 62.4 56.5 44.4 35.5 36.7 43.0 39.9 43.5 53.2 48.5 34.6 47.6 40.4 75.0 50.0 66.7

Islington 42.9 41.5 41.2 18.2 32.1 37.6 45.2 40.5 39.4 42.4 40.8 64.3 40.7 52.7 25.0 30.8

Kensington and Chelsea 66.3 46.8 58.0 87.5 44.4 75.8 74.5 63.6 70.0 71.4 51.3 63.3 33.3 23.1 27.3 40.0 50.0 44.4

Lambeth 37.1 44.9 40.7 25.0 44.4 35.3 44.9 50.8 47.7 39.0 46.6 42.6 30.4 30.4 30.4 66.7 44.4

Lewisham 47.3 47.1 47.2 53.8 70.0 60.9 28.8 56.2 42.5 44.8 48.6 46.8 47.8 48.5 48.2 30.0 75.0 50.0

Newham 26.6 48.0 37.7 66.7 66.7 66.7 33.3 43.4 38.9 28.2 47.7 38.4 30.0 52.0 40.0 35.7 33.3 34.8

Southwark 40.0 39.1 39.5 48.4 66.7 52.5 33.3 55.7 44.1 39.5 42.9 41.2 11.8 30.8 20.0 71.4 66.7 70.0

Tower Hamlets 31.9 46.8 38.7 40.0 33.3 36.4 35.4 52.9 42.7 32.5 39.2 40.0 40.0 40.0 50.0 60.0 55.6

Wandsworth 44.5 53.7 48.8 44.4 100.0 58.3 41.1 66.7 43.9 55.5 49.1 37.8 70.0 47.7 60.0 50.0

City of Westminster 38.5 56.8 49.8 66.7 70.0 69.2 43.2 51.3 47.3 55.8 49.6 66.7 57.1 .. .. 50.0

 
Barking and Dagenham 39.7 46.8

 61.8

 66.7

 

 80.0

 

 57.1 35.5 ..

 

 38.9

 86.4 35.3

 

 42.9

 56.3

 47.4

 68.2

 

77.8

43.2 .. .. 100.0 39.5 46.2 42.2 39.7 47.0 43.2 .. .. 62.5 .. .. 0.0

Barnet 54.4 58.4 56.2 44.4 63.2 54.1 68.2 81.2 74.5 58.4 65.8 33.3 47.8 40.4 33.3 50.0 42.1

Bexley 50.6 59.7 55.0 75.0 75.0 75.0 64.9 65.5 65.2 51.1 59.9 55.3 60.0 64.3 .. .. 60.0

Brent 48.6 51.5 49.8 48.7 63.2 57.3 40.0 62.7 51.9 46.1 58.2 51.9 38.9 60.0 48.5 42.9 50.0 45.5

Bromley 63.2 64.1 63.7 50.0 66.7 42.5 49.3 45.1 61.6 63.5 62.6 75.0 66.7 69.0 75.0 50.0 60.0

Croydon 44.0 61.6 53.2 30.0 73.9 60.6 34.4 53.8 44.2 43.2 61.4 52.7 54.8 72.5 64.8 83.3 66.7 75.0

Ealing 46.8 57.1 51.7 65.2 79.2 72.3 49.0 67.5 48.0 59.4 53.3 59.1 45.3 .. 40.0

Enfield 49.4 57.0 53.1 56.5 60.0 57.7 41.8 56.4 48.4 47.2 56.9 51.8 44.4 51.6 49.0 .. .. 62.5

Greenwich 33.0 41.0 36.9 64.5 55.1 30.1 50.7 39.3 32.8 42.8 37.7 35.7 28.6 32.7 20.0 70.0 53.3

Harrow 55.8 58.3 57.1 48.0 66.0 63.9 61.0 62.7 56.5 60.0 58.2 19.0 61.5 100.0 40.0 62.5

Havering 59.6 68.0 63.6 80.0 83.3 81.8 52.4 57.1 54.3 59.6 67.9 63.5 66.7 66.7 66.7 .. .. 66.7

Hillingdon 40.3 50.6 45.3 50.0 59.1 56.3 57.1 47.4 52.5 40.7 50.7 45.6 15.8 42.1 28.9 33.3 38.5

Hounslow 39.9 49.6 44.8 83.3 63.6 67.9 56.8 56.5 42.3 50.7 46.5 15.4 35.3 26.7 .. .. 50.0

Kingston upon Thames 52.8 66.8 60.4 70.0 66.7 69.2 50.9 90.9 65.6 52.9 68.2 61.0 75.0 57.1 61.1 .. 40.0 40.0

Merton 46.5 49.0 47.6 .. .. 66.7 54.9 65.8 59.6 50.5 48.8 5.6 13.3 9.1 33.3 0.0 14.3

Redbridge 63.6 72.2 67.9 60.0 58.3 59.1 56.4 68.4 61.7 62.6 71.6 67.0 51.6 58.5 54.5 70.0 61.9

Richmond upon Thames 46.6 64.0 55.1 .. .. .. 63.6 69.6 66.1 47.5 64.1 55.6 42.9 50.0 46.2 .. 66.7 66.7

Sutton 62.6 66.5 64.5 54.5 83.3 69.6 59.4 63.1 61.0 62.1 66.3 64.2 40.0 36.4 38.1 .. .. 100.0

Waltham Forest 41.8 54.1 47.4  40.0 60.0 50.0  36.0 51.4 43.5  40.8 53.7 46.8  29.7 27.3 28.6  66.7 72.2

Source: DfES Statistical First Release 08 2005.    Note ..=number on which percentage is based are insufficient for publication 
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A25.  Percentage achieving 5 or more GCSE or equivalent A* to C grades in 2004, by ethnicity and maintaining London authority of school 
attended, continued 

  White and Asian   
Any other Mixed 

background   Total Mixed   Indian   Pakistani   Bangladeshi 

      Boys GirlsBoys Girls Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total Total

Camden .. .. 78.6  40.0 81.8 68.8 41.7 67.4 62.1 80.0 56.3 65.4 80.0 54.5 66.7 39.7 40.441.2

Hackney .. 100.0..  16.7 63.6 53.6 37.5 37.033.3 53.5 48.9 51.9 61.0 57.4 36.4 46.7 61.2 55.7

Hammersmith and Fulham .. .. 100.0  71.4 75.0 60.0

 

73.0 60.0 56.3 58.3 .. .. 62.5 45.5 53.8 41.2 53.8 46.7

Haringey 60.0 100.0 81.8  54.5 72.2 62.5 49.2 63.3 55.5 45.9 71.1 58.7 53.8 68.4 62.5 63.9

 66.7

51.4 57.7

Islington 57.1 61.5  47.5 46.7 47.1 52.4 44.9 49.0 42.9 66.7 56.3 25.0 60.0 44.4 51.1 52.3 51.8

Kensington and Chelsea 66.7 50.0 57.1  38.5 50.0 44.4 40.0 40.0 40.0 .. .. 100.0 .. .. 37.5 0.0 40.0 25.0

Lambeth 66.7 80.0 75.0  35.7 54.5 55.6

 71.4

44.0 34.8 45.2 39.8 76.9 60.0 72.2 66.7 44.4 50.0 54.5 56.3

Lewisham 100.0 33.3  42.1 40.0 40.9 45.3

Newham 

45.5 45.4 60.0 60.0 60.0 70.0 33.3 61.5 33.3 77.8 66.7

57.1 77.8 65.2  30.4 43.5

 

37.0 35.8 50.0 42.2 53.3 77.6 65.3 42.9 62.6 52.7 36.2 60.9 49.6

Southwark .. .. 33.3  40.0 52.9 46.9 30.834.1 44.1 38.7 42.9 80.0 64.7 40.0 25.0 28.6 40.7 34.5

Tower Hamlets .. .. ..  22.2 37.5

 

40.0 28.6 31.6 42.9 40.0 66.7 56.0 54.5 37.5 47.4 41.2 57.4 49.8

Wandsworth 50.0 40.0 44.4  60.7 43.8 54.5 48.3 53.3 50.0 80.5 74.3 77.6 52.3 68.6 59.5 57.1 41.7 50.0

City of Westminster 25.0 83.3 68.8  36.4 61.5 50.0 44.0 64.6 57.5 50.0 70.0 58.3 60.0 85.7 70.6 27.1 47.4 37.7

  
Barking and Dagenham .. .. 75.0  25.0 50.0 40.0 45.5 50.0 48.0 72.7 69.6 71.1 64.0 53.8 58.8 71.4 100.0 80.0

Barnet 61.9 75.0 66.7  45.0 54.3 50.9 44.6 55.0 50.0 75.7 81.4 78.6 70.3 60.0 66.7 61.5 71.4 65.0

Bexley 100.0 100.0 100.0  58.3 63.6 60.9 74.1 71.9 72.9 68.1 74.4 71.1

 60.0

75.0 75.0 75.0 .. .. 50.0

Brent 88.9 73.7  42.9 11.1 25.0 44.9 45.7 45.3 64.2 70.3 67.0 42.4

 

57.7 48.8 87.5 60.0 72.2

Bromley 84.6 88.9 87.1  76.5 50.0 61.5 78.6 65.7 70.6 72.7 69.7 70.9 .. .. 100.0 71.4 62.5 66.7

Croydon 66.7 76.5 73.1  44.7 62.8 53.3 52.7 40.0

 

68.9 61.3 77.2 71.1 74.3 50.0 68.3 59.3 44.4 42.1

Ealing 87.5 44.4 72.0  39.1 60.9 50.0 47.9 56.9

 

51.9 56.3 68.5 62.4 53.3 54.7 54.0 71.4 71.4 71.4

Enfield 64.3 73.3 69.0  40.0 56.8 48.6 45.4 57.4 51.7 71.4 83.0 77.1 52.6 69.2 59.4 58.6 51.9 55.4

Greenwich 87.5 77.870.0  27.0 51.4 38.9 35.0 51.4 42.9 59.5 62.3 61.1 28.6 76.5 54.8 28.6 54.5 44.4

Harrow 53.3 64.3 58.6  59.4 51.6 50.0

 

52.6 56.9 47.9 56.9 68.2 80.1 74.4 85.7 65.4 28.6 50.0 38.5

Havering 80.0 100.0 90.0  88.9 84.6 86.4 76.7 78.1 77.4 69.2 90.9 79.2 .. .. 75.0 .. ..

 

0.0

Hillingdon 40.0 84.6 65.2  50.0 35.0 43.5 37.1 48.3 42.5

 69.2

55.8 74.3 65.3 45.5 45.7 45.6 66.7 60.0 63.6

Hounslow 33.3 57.9  38.5 65.5 57.1 27.3 58.1 47.4 63.7 72.3 68.0 53.8 69.6 62.6 40.0 91.7 68.2

Kingston upon Thames 83.3 92.3 88.0  60.0 66.7 64.7 78.8

 

73.1 67.9 69.5 78.8 78.8 83.3 76.9 80.0 75.0 . 75.0

Merton .. .. ..  0.0 66.7

 

30.8 7.1 23.1 14.8 65.0 73.1 69.6 28.0 65.4 47.1 55.6 85.7 68.8

Redbridge 66.7 77.8 71.4  58.3 70.8 63.3 56.7 70.8 62.6 75.6 84.9 80.1 55.2 76.5 64.9 55.6 67.9 60.9

Richmond upon Thames 57.1 80.0 66.7  .. .. 58.3 43.8 42.9 36.4

Sutton 100.0 100.0 100.0

66.7 57.5 52.2 87.5 70.2 25.0 80.0 64.3 25.0

 60.0 70.4 66.0 64.1

44.4

71.7 68.5 97.3 97.7 97.5 88.2 70.6 79.4 83.3 75.0 78.6

Waltham Forest 46.2 66.7 56.0   50.0 50.0 50.0  43.4 45.6 44.5  46.8 71.8 60.2  56.3 49.9  57.1 76.0 67.4
Source: DfES Statistical First Release 08 2005.    Note ..=number on which percentage is based is insufficient for publication 
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A25.  Percentage achieving 5 or more GCSE or equivalent A* to C grades in 2004, by ethnicity and maintaining London 
authority of school attended, continued 

  
Any other Asian 

background   Total Asian   Black Caribbean   Black African   
Any other Black 

background   Total Black 

 Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total

Camden 44.4 73.0 60.9 47.2 53.0 50.2 39.1 44.2 42.4 46.8 52.4 50.3 35.3 42.9 38.7 43.1 49.4 46.9

Hackney 40.0 28.6

 

 

50.0

 

 

 54.3

 

 

30.6

 

 

 47.1

 

 

 

 45.4

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

75.0 50.0 48.6 56.0 53.2 25.5 39.3 33.9 61.9 49.2 50.0 50.0 50.0 27.7 50.5 41.7

Hammersmith and Fulham 80.0 90.0 85.0 54.5 65.0 59.5 11.1 25.4 17.8 35.7 49.2 42.0 21.4 33.3 25.0 22.4 36.2 28.7

Haringey 37.5 80.0 56.8 50.9 66.1 58.6 24.6 36.8 30.6 29.5 40.8 35.4 16.1 25.0 20.6 26.0 37.6 31.9

Islington 57.1 83.3 69.2 49.2 56.5 53.4 20.9 51.3 37.1 44.1 65.5 54.9 44.4 25.0 38.5 36.2 58.4 47.3

Kensington and Chelsea 66.7 57.1 33.3 63.6 46.2 27.8 28.6 28.2 60.9 57.1 58.8 33.3 75.0 57.1 45.5 47.2 46.4

Lambeth 100.0 40.0 66.7 71.0 51.4 60.6 39.1 43.0 41.8 55.8 56.6 56.3 43.2 57.7 51.0 47.1 50.5 49.4

Lewisham 58.3 50.0 54.2 60.0 58.8 59.4 25.3 43.8 34.8 45.6 56.1 50.9 38.9 54.3 43.2 33.7 48.5 40.7

Newham 53.1 71.4 60.7 45.5 67.7 56.7 33.3 64.6 48.3 36.6 45.8 44.4 58.8 51.4 35.9 57.5 46.8

Southwark 31.3 50.0 38.5 32.1 47.3 39.6 23.2 32.3 27.9 42.6 57.3 50.3 28.6 41.7 35.6 35.0 47.8 41.7

Tower Hamlets 0.0 50.0 28.6 41.2 57.4 49.7 36.2 52.6 43.7 63.3 62.3 62.8 42.9 56.3 47.7 47.8 58.0 52.8

Wandsworth 60.0 62.5 60.8 61.9 66.7 63.9 28.7 48.2 36.6 44.2 56.5 49.3 27.6 35.5 31.7 34.8 49.8 41.1

City of Westminster 37.9 43.8 41.0 35.0 50.4 42.7 20.0 40.6 28.9 47.8 38.4 25.0 46.7 37.0 25.9 45.0 34.5

Barking and Dagenham 66.7 50.0 55.6 68.4 62.1 65.2 60.0 55.6 57.9 48.4 63.0 56.2 57.1 53.3 55.2 52.0 60.4 56.4

Barnet 53.3 70.5 63.5 71.5 77.4 74.4 26.7 42.5 34.5 46.5 54.2 50.2 50.0 61.3 56.4 41.0 51.6 46.2

Bexley 92.9 77.8 87.0 72.6 74.1 73.3 46.7 61.5 53.6 52.9 59.6 56.8 57.1 55.6 56.3 51.8 59.4 56.0

Brent 51.7 72.0 61.1 58.7 68.4 63.1 24.8 34.4 29.7 30.6 39.1 21.4 47.4 36.4 27.1 41.4 34.5

Bromley 71.4 75.0 73.7 73.7 70.4 71.7 29.8 27.8 28.7 41.7 48.1 45.1 13.3 58.3 41.0 30.2 40.0 35.6

Croydon 37.8 68.8 52.2 61.2 68.1 64.5 34.4 46.3 40.6 36.0 53.9 45.8 21.5 51.0 34.5 32.9 49.4 41.4

Ealing 60.5 76.2 68.8 56.2 66.4 61.2 24.5 47.3 36.2 27.6 40.7 34.2 46.2 46.2 46.2 27.2 44.0 35.8

Enfield 74.1 82.4 77.3 67.5 74.4 70.6 32.3 51.7 41.5 43.9 44.7 26.9 47.6 36.2 37.8 47.6 42.5

Greenwich 57.1 61.1 59.0 51.2 63.6 57.9 20.0 44.6 31.9 37.9 52.7 45.2 10.3 21.4 14.0 29.4 48.3 38.4

Harrow 58.1 73.0 65.4 63.4 78.7 71.0 33.3 55.7 44.9 24.0 46.9 35.4 31.3 56.3 43.8 29.5 52.6 41.2

Havering 50.0 100.0 61.5 59.3 82.4 68.2 66.7 84.6 74.2 57.1 61.5 59.6 33.3 75.0 57.1 59.5 69.8 64.7

Hillingdon 52.6 61.1 56.8 55.4 68.3 62.1 16.7 55.6 35.1 15.2 19.5 17.6 60.0 40.0 50.0 19.1 34.2 27.0

Hounslow 66.7 65.2 66.0 61.2 71.7 66.6 31.6 43.9 38.0 27.4 43.4 35.6 50.0 38.5 44.4 31.2 43.1 37.3

Kingston upon Thames 75.0 85.7 79.6 77.1 81.8 79.3 25.0 66.7 53.8 33.3 46.2 38.7 .. .. 60.0 36.0 54.2 44.9

Merton 39.1 50.0 45.5 44.2 63.7 54.8 13.6 33.3 22.5 30.4 52.1 42.6 30.0 39.1 34.0 23.0 43.3 33.1

Redbridge 74.5 87.7 82.0 68.4 82.2 75.1 37.5 58.0 50.0 50.7 58.1 54.0 75.0 42.1 57.1 48.3 56.2 52.5

Richmond upon Thames 60.0 66.7 61.5 48.8 77.3 63.5 40.0 45.0 42.5 8.3 71.4 42.3 23.1 25.0 23.8 26.7 50.0 37.9

Sutton 90.0 91.4 90.9 92.5 89.4 90.8 53.6 38.9 47.8 73.3 72.7 73.0 22.2 76.5 57.7 53.8 63.2 58.7

Waltham Forest 48.5 62.2 55.7  46.2 62.5 54.2  30.1 50.0 40.5  36.0 50.0 43.0  26.1 41.4 32.0  31.5 49.1 40.3
Source: DfES Statistical First Release 08 2005.    Note ..=number on which percentage is based is insufficient for publication 
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A25.  Percentage achieving 5 or more GCSE or equivalent A* to C grades in 2004, by  
ethnicity and maintaining London authority of school attended,  continued 

Chinese   
Any other ethnic 

group   Unclassified  All pupils 

  Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total
Camden 90.0 87.5 88.9 64.3 62.9 63.3 40.0 72.7 62.5  48.3 58.0 54.2
Hackney 62.5 54.5 57.9 43.2 38.9 41.1 25.0 71.4 54.5  37.3 50.3 45.1
Hammersmith and Fulham 66.7 .. 66.7 42.9 44.6 43.9 94.7 68.8 82.9  45.0 55.3 49.9
Haringey 40.0 75.0 61.5 27.5 45.1 36.4 33.3 31.3 32.5  37.2 48.9 43.1
Islington 87.5 100.0 93.3 40.4 55.3 46.7 50.0 66.7 61.1  41.6 50.8 46.0
Kensington and Chelsea .. .. 66.7 55.8 57.1 56.5 80.0 0.0 44.4  60.8 49.8 55.8
Lambeth 63.6 41.7 52.2 83.3 62.1 68.3 40.0 66.7 54.5  45.1 49.7 47.7
Lewisham 78.6 94.4 84.8 41.7 55.0 46.4 52.6 78.6 68.1  42.0 50.1 46.2
Newham 90.0 88.9 89.5 44.2 66.7 55.3 46.7 33.3 40.7  39.2 59.4 49.4
Southwark 40.9 62.5 50.0 28.6 60.0 44.3 20.0 80.0 50.0  36.1 47.0 41.6
Tower Hamlets 80.0 90.0 85.0 28.6 72.7 62.1 65.2 57.1 61.4  40.1 55.4 47.8
Wandsworth 85.7 88.9 87.5 50.0 63.6 54.8 55.0 18.2 35.7  44.8 54.9

64.3
49.1

City of Westminster 55.6 80.0 37.5 46.7 41.2 55.6 54.5 55.0  35.2 52.1 43.9

 Barking and Dagenham 40.0 0.0 25.0 81.8 55.6 70.0 53.8 60.0 56.5  43.3 49.5 46.3

Barnet 78.4 88.9 84.1 66.1 71.2 67.8 38.1 42.5 40.2  57.6 65.1 61.2

Bexley 76.5 93.8 84.8 73.7 66.7 70.6 55.0 36.8 44.3  53.1 60.2 56.6

Brent 78.175.0 83.3 80.0 55.7 70.7 61.8 74.6 82.3  49.9 59.5 54.5

Bromley 85.7 89.5 88.5 50.0 42.9 45.7 61.6 66.7 63.3  60.8 62.6 61.7

Croydon 100.0 100.0 100.0 48.6 68.2 59.5 25.0 90.0 48.2  43.0 60.0 51.8

Ealing 100.0 66.7 81.8 42.9 60.2 52.3 41.2 72.0 59.5  47.0 59.2 53.0

Enfield 90.0 71.4 82.4 40.8 60.6 50.4 55.0 59.4 57.7  47.4 57.0 52.0

Greenwich 77.8 72.2 75.0 34.8 58.6 48.1 37.5 31.7 33.3  34.3 46.1 40.2

Harrow 66.7 83.3 73.3 42.9 60.6 53.7 44.0 52.9 47.6  54.9 66.2 60.5

Havering 100.0 100.0 100.0 25.0 80.0 55.6 49.7 56.5 53.9  58.8

100.0 58.3

66.4 62.5

Hillingdon 75.0 90.9 55.6 60.6 64.7 50.0 56.1  42.5 53.1 47.8

Hounslow .. .. 75.0 48.3 48.9 48.6 25.0 50.0 37.5  47.5 57.1 52.4

Kingston upon Thames 84.6 88.9 86.4 83.3 68.2 76.1 33.3 51.7 48.6  58.2 68.9 63.9

Merton 81.8 83.3 82.4 53.8 50.0 52.7 59.4 75.0 61.1  42.7 50.1 46.1

66.7Redbridge 63.6 92.9 80.0 80.0 71.4 76.5 58.8 73.7  62.9 73.5 68.1

Richmond upon Thames 57.1 71.4 64.3 48.6 57.7 52.5 50.0 71.4 63.6  46.4 64.1 55.1

Sutton 75.0 93.8 84.4 66.7 80.0 72.7 11.1 90.9 67.7  63.6 69.1 66.4

Waltham Forest 77.8 100.0 84.6  34.6 56.3 42.9  50.0 63.6 57.1   40.4 54.4 47.1
Source: DfES Statistical First Release 08 2005.    Note ..=number on which percentage is based is insufficient for publication 
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A26. Pupils on roll in 2002 who had achieved nationally expected levels in key stage 1-3 
English, mathematics and science test/tasks in 2000, London Pupil Dataset. 
            

 

All
pupils

 % KS1
level 2+

2000

All
 Pupils
 % KS2

 level 4+ 2000

All
 pupils
% KS3

level 5+
2000

Male
 pupils
% KS1

 level 2+
2000

Male
 Pupils
 % KS2
level 4+

2000

Male
Pupils

 % KS3
level 5+

2000

Female
pupils

 % KS1
level 2+

2000

Female
 Pupils
 % KS2
level 4+

2000

Female
pupils  %

KS3
 level 5+ 

2000 
              
English 
White 71.0 75.8 68.3

55.5 66.4

68.0 

69.3 78.1
     

72.9
86.4

41.2

87.9 68.5

72.7 66.1
New (2003) categories 

55.3 90.1

75.8

40.0
Chinese 

 

 65.8 71.9 59.9 76.3 79.9 76.9
Black Caribbean 66.9 66.4 52.9 59.8 59.0 41.6 74.1 73.9 64.9
Black African 70.3 65.0 53.8 64.7 59.7 43.4 76.0 70.2 64.1
Black Other 70.3 69.1 58.0 65.7 62.6 46.1 75.1 75.7 70.3
Indian 77.5 78.1 74.8 73.9 73.6 68.4 81.1 83.1 81.6
Pakistani 66.3 67.3 63.3 60.8 62.6 54.9 72.2 72.3 72.0
Bangladeshi 60.6 66.1  54.6 61.2 47.5 70.7 63.8
Chinese 79.0 84.6 82.2 74.4 79.7 76.9 84.1 89.7 87.6
Other Ethnic Group 70.1 72.6 62.2 64.9 69.0 53.5 75.5 76.4 71.0
Unclassified 76.4 79.6 74.1 70.4 77.6 83.1 82.0 82.3
New (2003) categories 72.2 74.0 70.3 66.4 68.9 61.1 78.0 77.8 77.2
Total 70.6 73.7 65.8 65.3 57.1 76.0 74.6

       
Mathematics 
White 89.8 60.8 88.8 73.7 61.4 90.7 72.1 60.3
Black Caribbean 58.7 37.4 84.4 57.2 36.1 88.5 60.3 38.8
Black African 86.6 60.0 37.7 84.8 58.6 36.0 88.3 61.5 39.5
Black Other 88.2 62.8  87.5 62.0 38.4 89.0 63.5 44.0
Indian 92.6 78.2 60.8 92.0 78.8 61.1 93.3 77.5 60.5
Pakistani 85.8 63.3 44.0 83.5 65.3 45.0 88.3 61.2 43.0
Bangladeshi 84.1 65.3 37.0 82.9 67.7 40.0 85.4 62.9 33.8
Chinese 95.9 87.6 70.2 95.3 71.9 96.5 87.3
Other Ethnic Group 88.5 71.5 53.3 87.6 72.2 51.1 89.5 70.8 55.5
Unclassified 92.1 64.0 91.6 74.0  92.6 71.1 61.2

90.9 71.7 59.2 89.8 73.1 60.5 92.2 70.5 58.2
Totals 89.0 70.6  87.9 71.2 55.4 70.0 55.1
            
Science 
White  86.7 60.8  86.1 61.4  87.2 60.3
Black Caribbean  78.8 37.4  36.1  81.9 38.8
Black African  75.5 37.7  73.9 36.0  77.1 39.5
Black Other  80.7 41.2  79.6 38.4  81.9 44.0
Indian  87.7 60.8  86.5 61.1  89.1 60.5
Pakistani  75.7 44.0  74.4 45.0  77.0 43.0
Bangladeshi  76.5 37.0  76.5   76.6 33.8

 89.6 70.2  86.6 71.9  92.8 68.5
Other Ethnic Group  82.3 53.3  81.2 51.1  83.6 55.5
Unclassified  87.7 64.0  88.5 66.1  86.7 61.2
New (2003) categories 84.9 59.2  83.9 60.5  85.7 58.2
Total  84.3 55.3  83.4 55.4 85.1 55.1
                                    Source: 2002 London Pupil Dataset. Matched assessment data are provisional. There are no science tests at key stage 1. 

Assessment data have been matched for the Department for Education and Skills to pupil records in the Department' January 2002 
Pupil Level Annual Schools Census. There will be some movement of pupils between schools between the time when assessments are 
taken and the time when 2002 PLASC was carried out. The movement will be greater the greater the difference in time between the 
year in which assessments were taken and the year of the Pupil Level annual School census. The data therefore do not necessarily 
provide an exact match with annual school performance tables.  
The tables applies to pupils on roll in 2002, who attended a maintained school in London, or had a London home postcode and 
attended a maintained school elsewhere. 
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A27. Pupils on roll in 2002 who had achieved nationally expected levels in key stage 1-3 
English, mathematics and science test/tasks in 2001, London Pupil Dataset 
            

 

All
 pupils
% KS1

 level 2+
2001

All
 pupils

 % KS2
 level 4+

2001

All
 pupils

 % KS3
level 5+ 2001

Male
 Pupils
% KS1

level 2+
2001

Male
pupils

% KS2
 level

4+
2001

Male
pupils

 % KS3
level

 5+
 2001

Female
pupils %

KS1
 level 2+

2001

Female
Pupils

 % KS2
level

 4+
2001

Female
Pupils

 % KS3
 level

 5+
 2001

 
English 
White 74.0 76.4 67.7 68.9 71.9 59.9 79.3 81.2 75.6
Black Caribbean 69.6 67.9 52.8 62.6 61.2 41.1 76.8 74.5 64.0
Black African 71.6 68.4 55.5 66.5 64.6 46.2 76.7 72.4 64.3
Black Other 73.2 71.1 58.7 66.7 63.5 48.4 80.4 79.0 68.6
Indian 81.6 80.2 77.2 77.6 76.6 71.6 85.7 84.1 83.1
Pakistani 70.2 69.6 64.5 66.1 64.4 57.4 74.4 75.0 72.3
Bangladeshi 66.5 71.0 57.2 61.8 67.3 48.5 71.4 74.4 66.0
Chinese 81.2 83.2 79.7 76.0 81.4 74.4 86.1 85.1 85.8
Other Ethnic Group 73.2 72.9 63.8 69.7 69.0 56.6 77.0 77.3 71.3
Unclassified 74.2 80.8 76.8 67.6 77.4 73.9 81.0 84.9 81.1
New (2003) categories 70.6 75.8 65.1 65.1 71.0 57.4 76.2 79.2 71.1
Average 73.4 74.9 65.7 68.4 70.3 58.0 78.6 79.5 73.5
            
Mathematics 
White 91.0 72.2 68.1 90.3 72.9 67.1 91.8 71.4 69.2
Black Caribbean 86.0 59.7 47.3 83.6 59.2 45.4 88.5 60.3 49.1
Black African 86.2 62.2 48.2 84.7 62.5 46.8 87.7 61.8 49.5
Black Other 89.0 62.1 53.0 86.8 59.9 50.0 91.4 64.4 55.9
Indian 93.4 79.5 77.1 93.0 79.8 77.5 93.8 79.1 76.7
Pakistani 86.5 65.6 60.1 84.8 67.3 61.1 88.3 63.9 59.0
Bangladeshi 86.2 67.3 50.5 84.7 71.2 52.2 87.8 63.5 48.8
Chinese 95.2 86.9 87.4 94.1 85.9 87.2 96.3 88.1 87.6
Other Ethnic Group 90.2 71.3 65.5 90.3 71.9 64.9 90.2 70.7 66.1
Unclassified 90.8 76.2 73.7 89.3 78.3 76.1 92.2 73.8 70.0
New (2003) categories 90.1 70.6 64.7 89.3 73.0 66.3 90.8 69.0 63.5
Average 89.9 70.6 64.5 89.0 71.3 64.1 90.9 69.8 65.0
            
Science 
White  89.5 66.5  89.2 66.2  89.8 66.8
Black Caribbean  82.2 47.0  80.3 43.3  84.0 50.5
Black African  80.2 46.0  80.2 43.4  80.2 48.4
Black Other  83.9 52.6  81.8 49.6  86.0 55.6
Indian  88.9 69.9  88.4 70.6  89.3 69.1
Pakistani  80.3 54.2  79.0 53.8  81.6 54.6
Bangladeshi  81.7 45.0  82.6 46.0  80.9 43.9
Chinese  92.4 79.7  91.3 80.3  93.7 79.1
Other Ethnic Group  85.2 60.5  84.6 59.7  85.8 61.3
Unclassified  90.8 70.9  89.8 74.2  92.0 66.1
New (2003) categories 87.3 61.4  86.9 62.4  87.6 60.5
Average  87.2 61.9  86.8 61.5  87.7 62.3
                                    Source: 2002 London Pupil Dataset. Matched assessment data are provisional. There are no science tests at key stage 1. 

Assessment data have been matched for the Department for Education and Skills to pupil records in the Department' January 2002 Pupil 
Level Annual Schools Census. There will be some movement of pupils between schools between the time when assessments are taken and 
the time when 2002 PLASC was carried out. The movement will be greater the greater the difference in time between the year in which 
assessments were taken and the year of the Pupil Level annual School census. The data therefore do not necessarily provide an exact 
match with annual school performance tables.  
The tables applies to pupils on roll in 2002, who attended a maintained school in London, or had a London home postcode and attended 
a maintained school elsewhere. 
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A28. Pupils on roll in 2002 who had achieved nationally expected levels in key stage 1-3 
English, mathematics and science test/tasks in 2002, London Pupil Dataset 
                                                

 

All
 pupils

 % KS1
level 2+

2002.

All
pupils

 % KS2
 level 4+

2002.

All
pupils

 % KS3
 level 5+

2002.

Male
 pupils

 % KS1
 level 2+

2002.

Male
 pupils

 % KS2
 level 4+

2002.

Male
pupils

 % KS3
 level 5+

2002.

Female
pupils

 % KS1
 level 2+

2002.

Female
pupils

 % KS2
 level 4+

2002.

Female
pupils

 % KS3
 level 5+

2002.
              
English             
White 73.8 76.7 71.3 69.1 72.7 63.7 78.7 80.8 78.9
Black Caribbean 68.4 66.8 56.1 62.1 59.7 44.9 75.0 73.7 67.0
Black African 71.7 68.0 61.5 67.5 63.5 52.6 75.9 72.8 69.9
Black Other 72.0 71.5 63.9 66.3 65.5 54.3 77.8 77.7 73.4
Indian 82.2 80.5 79.3 78.9 76.7 73.3 85.8 84.3 85.3
Pakistani 72.0 67.7 68.8 68.0 64.0 61.3 76.4 71.6 77.0
Bangladeshi 68.1 69.7 63.7 65.1 65.9 53.4 71.1 73.6 72.4
Chinese 86.3 84.9 81.3 84.2 81.1 75.2 88.6 88.2 87.6
Other Ethnic Group 73.7 73.7 68.1 70.0 69.1 60.5 77.7 78.5 75.9
Unclassified 74.8 79.7 76.0 70.9 78.3 71.4 79.4 81.1 81.6
New (2003) categories 71.9 78.6 71.6 65.2 76.5 63.8 79.3 81.0 77.3
Totals 73.4 74.7 69.7 68.9 70.4 61.8 78.2 79.1 77.4
            
Mathematics            
White 90.7 75.0 70.5 90.0 75.4 69.9 99.9 74.7 71.0
Black Caribbean 86.0 62.2 50.8 83.6 60.3 48.1 99.1 64.1 53.6
Black African 85.8 66.2 53.9 84.2 65.6 51.4 99.4 66.8 56.4
Black Other 87.4 67.4 56.1 86.2 67.3 54.7 98.3 67.5 57.5
Indian 93.6 82.8 77.7 93.3 82.3 77.4 99.0 83.3 78.0
Pakistani 86.3 68.5 62.7 85.1 69.5 63.0 98.1 67.4 62.4
Bangladeshi 85.6 68.0 56.9 85.1 69.0 57.5 98.5 67.0 56.4
Chinese 97.3 92.3 87.3 96.4 92.5 86.1 92.6 92.1 88.6
Other Ethnic Group 89.9 76.2 66.8 89.0 75.3 65.4 99.3 77.1 68.4
Unclassified 90.3 78.6 76.7 89.5 81.2 77.9 95.6 75.8 75.1
New (2003) categories 89.7 78.7 67.0 87.6 78.7 66.9 95.2 78.6 67.0
Totals 89.6 73.5 67.3 88.6 73.5 66.5 99.9 73.4 68.0
            
Science            
White  88.4 70.0  88.2 69.9  88.7 70.1
Black Caribbean  81.2 49.2  79.5 44.9  82.9 53.6
Black African  78.8 52.7  77.8 49.2  79.8 56.1
Black Other  85.0 55.1  84.9 51.0  85.2 59.3
Indian  90.3 74.4  89.3 73.9  91.3 75.0
Pakistani  80.3 57.7  80.3 56.3  80.3 59.1
Bangladeshi  82.0 49.6  82.0 49.9  81.9 49.3
Chinese  94.0 81.8  94.9 79.9  93.1 83.7
Other Ethnic Group  86.1 63.4  85.4 60.7  86.7 66.3
Unclassified  88.2 73.6  88.0 74.6  88.5 72.3
New (2003) categories 88.0 66.3  88.4 65.3  87.6 67.1
Totals  86.5 65.7  86.0 64.8  86.9 66.7
                                    Source: 2002 London Pupil Dataset. Matched assessment data are provisional. There are no science tests at key stage 1. 

Assessment data have been matched for the Department for Education and Skills to pupil records in the Department' January 2002 
Pupil Level Annual Schools Census. There will be some movement of pupils between schools between the time when assessments 
are taken and the time when 2002 PLASC was carried out. The movement will be greater the greater the difference in time between 
the year in which assessments were taken and the year of the Pupil Level annual School census. The data therefore do not 
necessarily provide an exact match with annual school performance tables.  
The tables applies to pupils on roll in 2002, who attended a maintained school in London, or had a London home postcode and 
attended a maintained school elsewhere. 

Ethnicity and Attainment in Schools                                         113                                                 DMAG Briefing 2005/31                                        



A29. Under-achievement at key stage 1, by ethnic group and gender. Pupils on roll in January 
2002, London Pupil Dataset 
                                             

 

Are boys more likely than girls 
to reach nationally expected 

levels? (Blank=no)  
Percentage point difference where the proportion of pupils in an ethnic group reaching 

nationally expected levels falls below the LPD average 

 Ks1 English test  All pupils – ks1 English test  Boys – ks1 English test  Girls – ks1 English test 
                           
Ethnic heritage 2000 2001 2002  2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002

White                      

Black Caribbean  -3.7 -3.8 -5.0  -5.5 -5.8 -6.8  -1.8 -1.9 -3.2

Black African  -0.2 -1.8 -1.7  -0.6 -1.9 -1.4    -2.0 -2.3

Black Other  -0.2 -0.2 -1.4    -1.7 -2.6  -0.9   -0.3

Indian                      

Pakistani  -4.2 -3.2 -1.4  -4.5 -2.3 -0.9  -3.7 -4.3 -1.7

Bangladeshi  -9.9 -6.9 -5.3  -10.7 -6.5 -3.8  -9.6 -7.3 -7.0

Chinese                      

Other Ethnic Group  -0.5 -0.2    -0.4      -0.5 -1.7 -0.5

Unclassified           -0.8          

New (2003) categories    -2.8 -1.5    -3.3 -3.7    -2.5   

Total                      

                

 Ks1 mathematics test  All pupils – ks1 mathematics test  
Boys – ks1 mathematics 

test  
Girls – ks1 mathematics 

test 

Ethnic heritage 2000 2001 2002  2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002

White                    -0.1

Black Caribbean  -2.7 -3.9 -3.5  -3.6 -5.4 -5.0  -1.7 -2.4 -0.9

Black African  -2.5 -3.7 -3.7  -3.1 -4.3 -4.4  -1.9 -3.2 -0.6

Black Other  -0.8 -0.9 -2.2  -0.4 -2.1 -2.4  -1.2   -1.6

Indian                    -0.9

Pakistani  -3.2 -3.4 -3.3  -4.4 -4.2 -3.5  -1.9 -2.6 -1.8

Bangladeshi  -4.9 -3.7 -4.0  -5.1 -4.3 -3.5  -4.8 -3.1 -1.4

Chinese Yes                    -7.3

Other Ethnic Group Yes  -0.5      -0.4      -0.6 -0.7 -0.6

Unclassified                    -4.4

New (2003) categories             -1.0    -0.1 -4.7

Totals                      

                

Source: 2002 London Pupil Dataset. Records are for pupils attending maintained primary or special schools who live in London, regardless of where 
they attend school, or who attend school in London, regardless of where they live. Note: Some pupils who were assessed in 2000 and 2001 will not 
be included in the 2002 LPD. 

There was no key stage 1 science test in 2000, 2001 or 2002.           
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A30. Under-achievement at key stage 2, by ethnic group and gender. Pupils on roll January 
2002, London Pupil Dataset 

 

Are boys more likely than 
girls to reach nationally 

expected levels? 
(Blank=no)  

Percentage point difference between the proportion of pupils reaching nationally expected 
levels and the LPD average, where group performance is below the LPD average 

 Ks2 English test  All pupils – ks2 English test  Boys – ks2 English test  Girls – ks2 English test 

Ethnic heritage 2000 2001 2002  2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002

White  
Black Caribbean  -7.2 -7.0 -7.9  -10.4 -9.1 -10.7  -4.2 -5.0 -5.3

Black African  -8.7 -6.5 -6.6  -9.6 -5.8 -6.9  -7.9 -7.1 -6.3

Black Other  -4.6 -3.8 -3.2  -6.7 -6.9 -4.8  -2.4 -0.5 -1.3

Indian                      

Pakistani  -6.4 -5.3 -7.0  -6.8 -6.0 -6.4  -5.8 -4.5 -7.4

Bangladeshi  -7.6 -3.9 -4.9  -8.1 -3.1 -4.4  -7.4 -5.1 -5.5

Chinese                      

Other Ethnic Group  -1.0 -1.9 -0.9  -0.3 -1.4 -1.3  -1.7 -2.3 -0.5

Unclassified                      

New (2003) categories         -0.4      -0.4 -0.3   

Total                      

                               

 Ks2 mathematics test  All pupils – ks2 mathematics test  Boys – ks2 mathematics test  
Girls – ks2 mathematics 

test 

Ethnic heritage 2000 2001 2002  2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002

White Yes Yes Yes                      

Black Caribbean  -11.8 -10.8 -11.3  -14.0 -12.1 -13.2  -9.7 -9.5 -9.3

Black African Yes  -10.5 -8.4 -7.3  -12.6 -8.8 -7.9  -8.5 -7.9 -6.7

Black Other  -7.8 -8.4 -6.1  -9.1 -11.4 -6.2  -6.5 -5.3 -6.0

Indian Yes Yes                      

Pakistani Yes Yes Yes  -7.2 -4.9 -5.0  -5.9 -4.0 -4.0  -8.7 -5.9 -6.0

Bangladeshi Yes Yes Yes  -5.3 -3.3 -5.4  -3.5 -0.1 -4.5  -7.1 -6.3 -6.4

Chinese Yes Yes                      

Other Ethnic Group Yes Yes                      

Unclassified Yes Yes Yes                      

New (2003) categories Yes Yes Yes                  -0.8   

Totals Yes Yes Yes                      

      
 Ks2 science test  All pupils – ks2 science test  Boys – ks2 science test  Girls – ks2 science test 

Ethnic heritage 2000 2001 2002  2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002

White                      

Black Caribbean  -5.4 -5.0 -5.3  -7.7 -6.4 -6.5  -3.2 -3.7 -4.0

Black African  -8.7 -7.0 -7.7  -9.5 -6.6 -8.2  -8.0 -7.5 -7.1

Black Other  -3.5 -3.4 -1.4  -3.8 -5.0 -1.1  -3.2 -1.7 -1.7

Indian                      

Pakistani Yes  -8.6 -6.9 -6.2  -9.0 -7.7 -5.7  -8.1 -6.1 -6.7

Bangladeshi Yes Yes  -7.8 -5.5 -4.5  -7.0 -4.2 -4.0  -8.6 -6.7 -5.0

Chinese Yes                      

Other Ethnic Group  -1.9 -2.1 -0.4  -2.3 -2.2 -0.6  -1.6 -1.9 -0.2

Unclassified Yes                      

New (2003) categories Yes                  0.0   

Total                      

Source: 2002 London Pupil Dataset. Records are for pupils attending maintained primary or special schools who live in London, regardless of where 
they attend school, or who attend school in London, regardless of where they live. Note: Some pupils who were assessed in 2000 and 2001 will not 
be included in the 2002 LPD. 
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A31. Under-achievement at key stage 3, by ethnic group and gender. Pupils on roll January 2002, 
London Pupil Dataset  

 

Do a higher percentage 
of boys than girls reach 

nationally expected 
levels? (Blank=no)  

Percentage point difference between the proportion of pupils reaching nationally 
expected levels and the LPD average, where group performance is below the LPD 

average 

 Ks3 English test  All pupils – ks3 English test  Boys – ks3 English test  
Girls – ks3 English 

test 

Ethnic heritage 2000 2001 2002  2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002

White                      

Black Caribbean  -12.9 -12.9 -13.6  -15.6 -16.9 -16.9  -9.7 -9.5 -10.4

Black African  -12.1 -10.2 -8.2  -13.7 -11.8 -9.2  -10.6 -9.3 -7.5

Black Other  -7.8 -7.0 -5.7  -11.1 -9.6 -7.5  -4.4 -4.9 -4.0

Indian                      

Pakistani  -2.5 -1.2 -0.9  -2.3 -0.6 -0.6  -2.6 -1.2 -0.4

Bangladeshi  -10.3 -8.5 -6.0  -9.6 -9.5 -8.4  -10.8 -7.5 -4.9

Chinese                      

Other Ethnic Group  -3.7 -1.9 -1.6  -3.6 -1.4 -1.3  -3.6 -2.2 -1.5

Unclassified                      

New (2003) categories    -0.6      -0.6      -2.4 -0.1

Total                      

      

 Ks3 mathematics test  
All pupils – ks3 mathematics 

test  
Boys – ks3 mathematics 

test  
Girls – ks3 

mathematics test 

Maths - All pupils 2000 2001 2002  2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002

White                      

Black Caribbean  -19.2 -17.3 -16.5  -20.6 -18.6 -18.5  -17.6 -16.0 -14.4

Black African  -17.9 -16.4 -13.4  -19.2 -17.3 -15.2  -16.7 -15.5 -11.6

Black Other  -14.6 -11.5 -11.2  -16.6 -14.0 -11.8  -12.4 -9.1 -10.5

Indian Yes Yes                      

Pakistani Yes Yes Yes  -5.6 -4.4 -4.6  -4.9 -2.9 -3.6  -6.2 -6.1 -5.6

Bangladeshi Yes Yes Yes  -14.0 -14.0 -10.4  -11.6 -11.9 -9.1  -16.5 -16.2 -11.6

Chinese                      

Other Ethnic Group      -0.4  -0.3   -1.1        

Unclassified Yes Yes Yes                      

New (2003) categories Yes Yes      -0.3           -1.6 -1.0

Totals                      

                                

 Ks3 science test  All pupils – ks3 science test  Boys – ks3 science test  
Girls – ks3 science 

test 

Science - All pupils 2000 2001 2002  2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002 2000 2001 2002

White Yes                      

Black Caribbean  -17.8 -14.9 -16.5  -19.2 -18.2 -19.9  -16.4 -11.8 -13.1

Black African  -17.5 -15.9 -13.1  -19.4 -18.1 -15.6  -15.6 -13.9 -10.6

Black Other  -14.1 -9.2 -10.6  -16.9 -11.9 -13.8  -11.2 -6.7 -7.4

Indian Yes Yes                      

Pakistani Yes  -11.2 -7.7 -8.1  -10.4 -7.7 -8.4  -12.1 -7.7 -7.6

Bangladeshi Yes Yes Yes  -18.3 -16.9 -16.1  -15.4 -15.5 -14.9  -21.4 -18.3 -17.4

Chinese Yes Yes                      

Other Ethnic Group  -2.0 -1.4 -2.4  -4.2 -1.8 -4.1    -1.0 -0.4

Unclassified Yes Yes Yes                      

New (2003) categories Yes Yes    -0.5             -1.7   

Total Yes                

Source: 2002 London Pupil Dataset. Records are for pupils attending maintained primary or special schools who live in London, regardless of where 
they attend school, or who attend school in London, regardless of where they live. Note: Some pupils who were assessed in 2000 and 2001 will not 
be included in the 2002 LPD. 
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A32. Key stage 1, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in reading tests in London maintained schools, by 
ethnicity 

  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total 
             
White
 

           
           

         
        

 
        

         
         

       
          

 
           

          
          

         
        

 
           

          
          

        
 

           
 

         
 

          
 

           

78.0 86.0 82.0  83.079.0 87.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
White British

 
80.0 88.0 84.0 80.0 88.0 84.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

 Irish 79.0 86.0 83.0  80.0 89.0 84.0 1.0 3.0 1.0
 Any other White 

 
69.0 

 
78.0 

 
74.0 

 
70.0

 
80.0

 
75.0

 
1.0

 
2.0

 
1.0

   
Multiple heritage 81.0 88.0 85.0 80.0 88.0 84.0 -1.0 0.0 -1.0
 White and Black Caribbean 77.0 87.0 82.0 76.0 87.0 82.0 -1.0 0.0 0.0
 White and Black African 85.0 87.0 86.0 80.0 88.0 84.0 -5.0 1.0 -2.0
 White and Asian 89.0 93.0 91.0  86.0 93.0 89.0 -3.0 0.0 -2.0
 Any other multiple heritage 

 
81.0 

 
88.0

 
84.0

 
80.0

 
88.0

 
84.0

 
-1.0

 
0.0

 
0.0

   
Asian
 

81.0 86.0 83.0  84.081.0 87.0 0.0 1.0 1.0
Indian 86.0 90.0 88.0  87.0 92.0 90.0 1.0 2.0 2.0

 Pakistani 80.0 85.0 82.0  79.0 85.0 82.0 -1.0 0.0 0.0
 Bangladeshi 75.0 81.0 78.0  74.0 83.0 78.0 -1.0 2.0 0.0
 Any other Asian 

 
81.0 

 
85.0 

 
83.0 

 
82.0

 
88.0

 
85.0

 
1.0

 
3.0

 
2.0

   
Black
 

76.0 83.0 79.0  81.076.0 85.0 0.0 2.0 2.0
Black Caribbean 

 
74.0 84.0 79.0 75.0 86.0 81.0 1.0 2.0 2.0

 Black African 77.0 83.0 80.0 77.0 85.0 81.0 0.0 2.0 1.0
 Any other Black 

 
76.0 

 
86.0 

 
81.0 

 
78.0

 
85.0

 
81.0

 
2.0

 
-1.0

 
0.0

   
Chinese
  

88.0
 

92.0
 

90.0
 

 90.0
 

86.0
 

93.0
 

-2.0
 

1.0
 

0.0
  

Any other ethnic group 
  

72.0 
 

77.0 
 

74.0
 

72.0
 

78.0
 

75.0
 

0.0
 

1.0
 

1.0
  

Unclassified
  

66.0
 

 76.0
 

71.0
 

 71.0
 

66.0
 

75.0
 

0.0
 

-1.0
 

0.0
  

Total 78.0 85.0 81.0  82.078.0 86.0 0.0 1.0 1.0

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables are 
rounded to the nearest whole number and are not given separately for inner and outer London.  
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A33. Key stage 1, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in reading tests in English maintained schools, by 
ethnicity 

 
    2003   2004   Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total 
             
White           

          
         

        

81.0 89.0 85.0  85.081.0 90.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
 White British

 
90.0 92.0 91.0  82.0 90.0 86.0 -8.0 -2.0 -5.0

 Irish 80.0 88.0 84.0  82.0 90.0 85.0 2.0 2.0 1.0
 Any other White 73.0 80.0 77.0 74.0 82.0 77.0 1.0 2.0 0.0
             
Multiple heritage 82.0 89.0 85.0         

         
         

        
          

81.0 89.0 85.0 -1.0 0.0 0.0
 White and Black Caribbean 78.0 88.0 83.0 77.0 89.0 83.0 -1.0 1.0 0.0
 White and Black African 83.0 88.0 86.0 81.0 88.0 84.0 -2.0 0.0 -2.0
 White and Asian 86.0 91.0 88.0 85.0 93.0 89.0 -1.0 2.0 1.0
 Any other multiple heritage 82.0 90.0 85.0 82.0 89.0 86.0 0.0 -1.0 1.0
             
Asian
 

           
          

           
          

        

77.0 84.0 80.0  81.078.0 85.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Indian 85.0 91.0 88.0 86.0 92.0 89.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

 Pakistani 72.0 81.0 76.0 73.0 81.0 77.0 1.0 0.0 1.0
 Bangladeshi 71.0 78.0 75.0 72.0 81.0 76.0 1.0 3.0 1.0
 Any other Asian 80.0 85.0 82.0 80.0 86.0 83.0 0.0 1.0 1.0
             
Black
 

           
          

           
        

74.0 83.0 78.0  79.075.0 84.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Black Caribbean 74.0 84.0 79.0 76.0 86.0 81.0 2.0 2.0 2.0

 Black African 74.0 81.0 77.0 74.0 82.0 78.0 0.0 1.0 1.0
 Any other Black 75.0 84.0 79.0 76.0 86.0 81.0 1.0 2.0 2.0
             
Chinese           86.0 93.0 90.0  90.087.0 92.0 1.0 -1.0 0.0
             
Any other ethnic group 71.0 77.0 74.0         72.0 78.0 75.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
             
Unclassified          72.0 81.0 76.0  77.072.0 82.0 0.0 1.0 1.0
             
Total           80.0 88.0 84.0  85.081.0 89.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
                
Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables are 
rounded to the nearest whole number. 
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A34. Key stage 1, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in writing tests in London maintained schools, by 
ethnicity 
  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total 
             
White
 

           
         

       
        

74.0 85.0 79.0  80.074.0 85.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
White British 76.0 86.0 81.0 76.0 86.0 81.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

 Irish 74.0 84.0 79.0  77.0 86.0 81.0 3.0 2.0 2.0
 Any other White 66.0 77.0 71.0 66.0 78.0 72.0 0.0 1.0 1.0
             
Multiple heritage 76.0 86.0 81.0         

         
         

       
          

74.0 86.0 80.0 -2.0 0.0 -1.0
 White and Black Caribbean 71.0 85.0 78.0 70.0 84.0 77.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0
 White and Black African 79.0 84.0 82.0 74.0 84.0 79.0 -5.0 0.0 -3.0
 White and Asian 82.0 91.0 86.0  80.0 90.0 85.0 -2.0 -1.0 -1.0
 Any other multiple heritage 77.0 86.0 81.0 75.0 86.0 81.0 -2.0 0.0 0.0
             
Asian
 

           
        

        

77.0 85.0 81.0  81.076.0 85.0 -1.0 0.0 0.0
Indian 83.0 89.0 86.0  82.0 90.0 86.0 -1.0 1.0 0.0

 Pakistani 74.0 83.0 78.0  73.0 83.0 78.0 -1.0 0.0 0.0
 Bangladeshi            73.0 81.0 77.0 71.0 82.0 76.0 -2.0 1.0 -1.0
 Any other Asian 79.0 85.0 81.0  78.0       86.0 82.0 -1.0 1.0 1.0
             
Black
 

           
        
        

68.0 80.0 74.0  75.069.0 82.0 1.0 2.0 1.0
Black Caribbean 

 
66.0 80.0 73.0 67.0 82.0 74.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

 Black African 70.0 80.0 75.0 70.0 82.0 76.0 0.0 2.0 1.0
 Any other Black 
  

68.0 81.0 74.0  70.0
 

       
         

            

83.0 76.0 2.0
 

2.0 2.0

Chinese 87.0 93.0 90.0 85.0 92.0 88.0 -2.0 -1.0 -2.0
             
Any other ethnic group            68.0 75.0 71.0 67.0 77.0 72.0 -1.0 2.0 1.0
             
Unclassified          60.0 72.0 66.0  67.061.0 73.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
             
Total           73.0 83.0 78.0  78.073.0 84.0 0.0 1.0 0.0

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables are 
rounded to the nearest whole number and are not given separately for inner and outer London.  
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A35. Key stage 1, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in writing tests in English maintained schools, by 
ethnicity 

  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls    Total Boys  Girls Total
             

White
 

           
         

          
        

77.0 87.0 82.0  83.077.0 88.0 0.0 1.0 1.0
White British 90.0 92.0 91.0  77.0 88.0 83.0 -13.0 -4.0 -8.0

 Irish 77.0 85.0 81.0  78.0 88.0 83.0 1.0 3.0 2.0
 Any other White 69.0 79.0 74.0 69.0 80.0 75.0 0.0 1.0 1.0
             
Multiple heritage 77.0 87.0 82.0         

         
         

        
          

76.0 88.0 82.0 -1.0 1.0 0.0
 White and Black Caribbean 73.0 86.0 79.0 71.0 86.0 79.0 -2.0 0.0 0.0
 White and Black African 80.0 86.0 83.0 75.0 86.0 81.0 -5.0 0.0 -2.0
 White and Asian 82.0 89.0 85.0 80.0 91.0 85.0 -2.0 2.0 0.0
 Any other multiple heritage 78.0 87.0 82.0 78.0 88.0 82.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
             
Asian
 

           
          

          
          

        

73.0 82.0 78.0  78.073.0 83.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
Indian 82.0 89.0 86.0  81.0 91.0 86.0 -1.0 2.0 0.0

 Pakistani 67.0 79.0 73.0  68.0 79.0 73.0 1.0 0.0 0.0
 Bangladeshi 69.0 78.0 73.0  68.0 80.0 74.0 -1.0 2.0 1.0
 Any other Asian 77.0 83.0 80.0 76.0 85.0 80.0 -1.0 2.0 0.0
             
Black           

           
       1.0  

     0.0   

68.0 80.0 74.0  74.068.0 81.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
 Black Caribbean

 
67.0 81.0 74.0 69.0 82.0

79.0 
75.0 2.0 1.0 1.0

 Black African
Any other Black 

68.0 78.0 73.0 68.0
69.0

74.0 0.0 1.0
 69.0 81.0 75.0 83.0 76.0 2.0 1.0
             
Chinese 84 0 93.0 88.0 85.0 92.0 88.0  1.0 -1.0 0.0 .  
             
Any other ethnic group 66.0 76.0 71.   71.0    0.0 0  66.0 77.0 0.0 1.0
             
Unclassified      0.0  67.0 80.0 67.073.0 80.0 73.0 0.0 0.0
             
Total           76.0 86.0 81.0  82.076.0 87.0 0.0 1.0 1.0
             
Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables are 
rounded to the nearest whole number. 
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A36. Key stage 1, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in mathematics tests in London maintained schools, by 
ethnicity 
                            2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls     Total Boys  Girls Total
             
White
 Whi

       0.0  
te British      0.0   

           
     3.0  

     
Multiple heritage         
 89.0         

   89.0     -1.0 
     -3.0   

ltiple heritage           

89.0 91.0 90.0  91.0 90.0 89.0 0.0 0.0
90.0 92.0 91.0  90.0 92.0 91.0 0.0 0.0

Irish 88.0 91.0 
85.0 

89.0 90.0 93.0
88.0 

92.0 2.0 2.0 3.0
 Any other White 

 
85.0 

 
85.0 

 
84.0

 
86.0

 
-1.0

 
1.0

  
90.0 91.0 90.0 88.0 91.0 89.0 -2.0 0.0 -1.0

White and Black Caribbean 87.0 91.0 
87.0 

87.0 89.0 88.0 0.0 -2.0 -1.0
 White and Black African 90.0 

94.0 
89.0 86.0

91.0
88.0 -4.0 2.0

 White and Asian 
Any other mu

93.0 93.0 94.0 93.0 1.0 0.0
 89.0 90.0 90.0 89.0 91.0 90.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
             
Asian
 

  89.0         
        0.0   

            
          

       

89.0 89.0  89.087.0 90.0 -2.0 1.0 0.0
Indian 91.0 93.0 92.0 91.0 94.0 93.0 1.0 1.0
Pakistani 87.0 87.0 87.0

85.0 
86.0 89.0 87.0 -1.0 2.0 0.0

Bangladeshi 85.0 86.0 83.0 87.0
92.0 

85.0 -2.0 1.0 0.0
 Any other Asian 90.0 91.0 91.0 89.0 91.0 -1.0 1.0 0.0
             
Black
 

           
           

        2.0  
     

83.0 86.0 84.0  85.082.0 87.0 -1.0 1.0 1.0
Black Caribbean

 
82.0 86.0 

85.0 
84.0 82.0 88.0

87.0 
85.0 0.0 2.0 1.0

Black African
Any other Black 

83.0 84.0 83.0 85.0 0.0 1.0
 86.0 86.0 86.0  84.0 86.0 85.0 -2.0 0.0 -1.0
             
Chinese           97.0 95.0 96.0  96.097.0 96.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
             
Any other ethnic group 86.0 85.0 86.0         85.0 86.0 86.0 -1.0 1.0 0.0
             
Unclassified       1.0   76.0 82.0 79.0  79.077.0 81.0 -1.0 0.0
             
Total           87.0 89.0 88.0  88.087.0 90.0 0.0 1.0 0.0

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables are rounded 
to the nearest whole number and are not given separately for inner and outer London.  
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A37. Key stage 1, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in mathematics tests in English maintained 
schools, by ethnicity 
  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
   Boys Girls Total  Boys Girls Total Total  Boys Girls 
             
White
 

 90 0       0.0  
White British           

       91.0     
    

           
Multiple heritage 90.0 92.0          

       
       1.0  

      
          

. 92.0 91.0 90.0 92.0 91.0 0.0 0.0
90.0 92.0 91.0 90.0 92.0 91.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

0.0 Irish 89.0 93.0
86.0 

91.0 90.0 93.0
88.0

1.0 0.0
 Any other White 
  

86.0 86.0 85.0 87.0  -1.0 2.0 1.0 

91.0
90.

89.0 92.0 90.0 -1.0 0.0 -1.0
 White and Black Caribbean 88.0 92.0 0  87.0 90.0 88.0 -1.0 -2.0 -2.0
 White and Black African 91.0 

92.0 
90.0 90.0 87.0

90.0
91.0 89.0 -4.0

-2.0
-1.0

 White and Asian 94.0 93.0  94.0 92.0 0.0 -1.0
 Any other multiple heritage 90.0 91.0 91.0 90.0 92.0 91.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
             
Asian  87 0       0.0 

           
Pakistani           

          
      -1.0  

85.0 . 86.0 85.0 88.0 86.0 0.0 1.0
 Indian
 

91.0 93.0 92.0 91.0 93.0 92.0 
 

0.0 0.0 0.0
81.0 84.0 83.0 82.0 84.0 83.0 1.0 0.0 0.0

 Bangladeshi 83.0
88.0 

83.0 83.0 82.0 85.0 83.0  -1.0 2.0 0.0
 Any other Asian 91.0 89.0 89.0 90.0 90.0 1.0 1.0
             
Black           

           
        

     

82.0 85.0 84.0 82.0 86.0 84.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
1.0 Black Caribbean

 
82.0 87.0

84.0
84.0 83.0 88.0

86.0
85.0 1.0 1.0

 Black African 81.0 83.0 81.0 83.0 0.0 2.0 0.0 
 Any other Black 85.0 86.0 86.0  84.0 87.0 85.0  -1.0 1.0 -1.0
             
Chinese  96 0       -1.0 95.0 . 96.0 95.0 96.0 95.0 0.0 0.0
             
Any other ethnic group 85.0 86.0 85.   85 0     0  85.0 85.0 . 0.0 -1.0 0.0
             
Unclassified   85 0    84.0   -1.0 84.0 87.0 . 83.0 85.0  -1.0 -2.0
             
Total            
Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables 
are rounded to the nearest whole number. 

89.0 91.0 90.0 89.0 91.0 90.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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A38. Key stage 2, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in English tests in London maintained schools, 
by ethnicity 
  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
 Boys Total Boys Total Boys Total   Girls   Girls   Girls 
             
White 73 0 82.0     1 0  

       
     

      1.0 
       

79.0    80.0    1.0 
         

   86.0     0.0 
      

         

.  77.0 73.0 83.0 78.0 0.0 . 1.0
 
 
White British 74.0 83.0 78.0 

81.0 
74.0 84.0 79.0

82.0
 0.0 1.0 1.0

Irish 78.0 84.0  77.0 88.0  -1.0 4.0 1.0
 Any other White 
  

65.0 74.0 70.0 
  

67.0 77.0 71.0
  

 2.0 3.0

Multiple heritage 75.0 84.0 74.0 86.0 -1.0 2.0
 White and Black Caribbean 69.0 78.0

83.0 
74.0 70.0 82.0 76.0 1.0 4.0 2.0

 White and Black African 75.0 79.0 71.0
80.0

79.0 -4.0
-4.0

3.0
 White and Asian 
Any other multiple heritage 

84.0 89.0 87.0  90.0 85.0 1.0 -2.0
 77.0 87.0 82.0 76.0 88.0 82.0 -1.0 1.0 0.0
             
Asian 82 0    79 0    2.0 

      
      
     2.0 

  85.0   2.0  

73.0 77.0.  84.075.0 .  2.0 2.0
3.0 Indian 79.0 86.0 82.0  81.0 89.0 85.0 2.0 3.0

 Pakistani 67.0 76.0 72.0  68.0 81.0 75.0 1.0 5.0 3.0
 Bangladeshi 67.0 79.0 

83.0 
73.0  70.0 81.0 75.0 3.0 2.0

 Any other Asian 77.0 80.0 75.0 80.0 -2.0 0.0
             
Black        

       
      

      

65.0 71.077.0  80.065.0 72.0 0.0 3.0 1.0
 Black Caribbean 62.0 76.0 

77.0 
69.0 61.0 79.0 70.0 -1.0 3.0

3.0
1.0

 Black African 67.0 72.0 67.0 80.0 74.0 0.0 2.0
 Any other Black 68.0 80.0 74.0  65.0 80.0 73.0 -3.0 0.0 -1.0
             
Chinese   86.0  84.0 91.0 88.0  1.0 2.0 2.0 83.0 89.0
             
Any other ethnic group 65.0 75.0 69.0    72 0     67.0 77.0 .  2.0 2.0 3.0
             
Unclassified          65.0 71.078.0 69.0 81.0 75.0 4.0 3.0 4.0
             
Total         71.0 76.081.0  83.071.0 77.0 0.0 2.0 1.0

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables 
are rounded to the nearest whole number and are not given separately for inner and outer London.  
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A39. Key stage 2, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in English tests in English maintained schools, by 
ethnicity 
  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total 
             
White
 

           
          

        
        

           
         

          
       1.0 

       
          

70.0 81.0 76.0  78.072.0 84.0 2.0 3.0 2.0
White British

 
70.0 81.0 76.0 73.0 84.0 78.0 3.0 3.0 2.0

 Irish 77.0 87.0 82.0  77.0 87.0 82.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
 Any other White 
  

68.0 77.0 72.0 67.0 78.0 73.0 -1.0 1.0 1.0

Multiple heritage 72.0 82.0 77.0 74.0 85.0 79.0 2.0 3.0 2.0
 White and Black Caribbean 67.0 79.0

82.0 
73.0 68.0 82.0

86.0 
75.0 1.0 3.0 2.0

 White and Black African 74.0 
78.0 

78.0 70.0
81.0

79.0 -4.0
3.0 

4.0
 White and Asian 86.0 82.0 88.0 84.0 2.0 2.0
 Any other multiple heritage 74.0 84.0 79.0 76.0 86.0 81.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
             
Asian
 

  75 0     5.0  
       

         
        

       2.0 

65.0
76.0 

. 70.0  80.0 75.0 69.0
79.

4.0 5.0
Indian 84.0 80.0  0 87.0 83.0 3.0 3.0 3.0

 Pakistani 55.0 67.0 61.0  62.0 75.0 68.0 7.0 8.0 7.0
 Bangladeshi 63.0 75.0 69.0  67.0 78.0 72.0 4.0 3.0 3.0
 Any other Asian 73.0 80.0 76.0 73.0 84.0 78.0 0.0 4.0
             
Black
 

 63.0   64.0       
         
         

     -1.0 2.0  

76.0 69.0  71.079.0 1.0 3.0 2.0
Black Caribbean 

 
61.0 75.0 68.0 61.0 79.0 70.0 0.0 4.0 2.0

 Black African 64.0 76.0 70.0 65.0
65.0

78.0 72.0 1.0 2.0 2.0
 Any other Black 66.0 77.0 71.0 79.0 72.0 1.0
             
Ch nese           i 79.0 88.0 83.0  83.078.0 88.0 -1.0 0.0 0.0
             
Any other ethnic group 63.0 73.0 68.0         65.0 75.0 70.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
             
Unclassified          64.0 77.0 70.0  72.067.0 79.0 3.0 2.0 2.0
             
Total           70.0 80.0 75.0  77.072.0 83.0 2.0 3.0 2.0

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables are 
rounded to the nearest whole number. 
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A40. Key stage 2, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in mathematics tests in London maintained schools, 
by ethnicity 
  Change 2003 to 2004 2003  2004  
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total 
             
White 74.0 73.0         
           
        2.0  

      2.0  
    

      0.0   
          

       -2.0 
        
        

73.0  75.075.0 74.0 1.0 1.0 2.0
White British

 
75.0 73.0 74.0 76.0 75.0 75.0 1.0 2.0 1.0

Irish 78.0 78.0 78.0 78.0 80.0 79.0 0.0 1.0
 Any other White 

 
68.0 

 
67.0 

 
68.0 

 
71.0

 
69.0

 
70.0

 
3.0

 
2.0

 
Multiple heritage 74.0 72.0 73.0 74.0 75.0 75.0 3.0 2.0
 White and Black Caribbean 68.0 65.0 66.0 70.0 69.0 69.0

73.0 
2.0 4.0 3.0

 White and Black African 77.0 73.0 75.0 73.0 73.0 -4.0 0.0
 White and Asian 83.0 81.0 82.0 81.0 86.0 83.0 -2.0 5.0 1.0
 Any other multiple heritage 75.0 76.0 75.0 76.0 77.0 77.0 1.0 1.0 2.0
             
Asian
 

           
         

             
           

      4.0  

76.0 73.0 75.0  77.078.0 77.0 2.0 4.0 2.0
Indian 82.0 79.0 80.0 84.0 83.0 83.0 2.0 4.0 3.0
Pakistani 68.0 65.0 67.0 70.0 70.0 70.0 2.0 5.0 3.0
Bangladeshi 70.0 68.0 69.0 72.0 71.0 72.0 2.0 3.0 3.0

 Any other Asian 82.0 79.0 81.0 84.0 83.0 83.0 2.0 2.0
             
Black
 Bla

        1.0   
ck Caribbean        

           
        

   
           

62.0 63.0 63.0  65.063.0 67.0 4.0 2.0
58.0 60.0 59.0  59.0 64.0 61.0 1.0 4.0 2.0

Black African 65.0 65.0 65.0 66.0 69.0 68.0 1.0 4.0 3.0
 Any other Black 

 
62.0 

 
64.0 

 
63.0 

 
66.0

 
68.0

 
67.0

 
4.0

 
4.0

 
4.0

 
Chinese 91.0 90.0 91.0  93.094.0 92.0 3.0 2.0 2.0
             
Any other ethnic group 72.0 71.0 72.0         75.0 75.0 75.0 3.0 4.0 3.0
             
Unclassified          68.0 68.0 68.0  70.069.0 71.0 1.0 3.0 2.0
             
Total           72.0 71.0 71.0  73.073.0 73.0 1.0 2.0 2.0

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables are 
rounded to the nearest whole number and are not given separately for inner and outer London.  

 
  

 Ethnicity and Attainment in Schools                                                                                                        125                                                                                                       DMAG Briefing 2005/31 



A41. Key stage 2, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in mathematics tests in English maintained 
schools, by ethnicity 
  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total 
             
White
 Whi

 74.0      1.0   
te British        

 Irish     1.0   
        

         
       2.0 2.0 

Caribbean      0.0 3.0  
         

        
          

72.0 73.0  74.075.0 74.0 2.0 1.0
74.0 73.0 73.0

78.0 
 75.0 74.0 75.0

78.0
1.0 1.0 2.0

78.0 79.0 79.0 78.0
70.0 

-1.0 0.0
Any other White 

  
71.0 69.0 70.0 71.0

 
70.0 0.0

 
1.0 0.0

Multiple heritage 
White and Black 

73.0 
68.0 

72.0 72.0 73.0 74.0 74.0 0.0
 66.0 67.0 68.0 69.0 69.0 2.0
 White and Black African 73.0 73.0 73.0 71.0 74.0 73.0 -2.0 1.0 0.0
 White and Asian 79.0 77.0 78.0 80.0 81.0 80.0 1.0 4.0 2.0
 Any other multiple heritage 75.0 75.0 75.0 76.0 75.0 76.0 1.0 0.0 1.0
             
Asian
 

           
     2.0   

         
         3.0 

      4.0  

69.0
79.0 

66.0 67.0  70.071.0
81.

69.0 2.0 3.0 3.0
Indian 75.0 77.0 0 79.0 80.0 4.0 3.0

 Pakistani 60.0 57.0 58.0 62.0 60.0 61.0 2.0 3.0 3.0
 Bangladeshi 65.0 

78.0 
63.0 64.0 69.0

79.0
66.0 67.0 4.0 3.0

 Any other Asian 75.0 76.0 79.0 79.0 1.0 3.0
             
Black
 

           
       2.0 

      3.0  
   2.0   

61.0 62.0 62.0
59.0 

 64.0
61.0 

62.0 66.0 1.0 4.0 2.0
Black Caribbean

 
57.0 
64.0 

60.0 58.0 64.0
68.0 

1.0 4.0
 Black African

Any other Black 
65.0 64.0 64.0 66.0 0.0 2.0

 62.0 63.0 62.0  64.0 66.0 65.0 3.0 3.0
             
Chinese   89.0    90.0    1.0 88.0 89.0 90.0 90.0 2.0 1.0
             
Any other ethnic group 72.0 71.0 71.0  74.0       72.0 73.0 2.0 1.0 2.0
             
Unclassified 67.0          66.0 67.0  69.069.0 68.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
             
Total       74 0     73.0 72.0 72.0 74.0 73.0 . 1.0 1.0 2.0

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables 
are rounded to the nearest whole number. 
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A42. Key stage 2, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in science tests in London maintained schools, by 
ethnicity 
                          
  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total 
             
White
 

          
          

         
       

  
        

        0.0  
     -1.0   

       
  90.0     0.0 

86.0 87.0 87.0  86.085.0 86.0  -1.0-1.0 -1.0
White British

 
87.0 
87.0 

88.0 88.0 86.0 87.0 87.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0
Irish 90.0 88.0 87.0 87.0 87.0 0.0 -3.0 -1.0

 Any other White 
 

79.0 
 

80.0 
 

80.0 
 

 80.0
 

79.0
 

79.0
 

1.0
 

-1.0
 

-1.0
  

Multiple heritage 87.0 88.0 87.0 86.0 88.0 87.0 -1.0 0.0 0.0
 White and Black Caribbean 

White and Black African 
84.0 84.0 84.0 84.0

84.0 
84.0 84.0 0.0 0.0

 85.0 89.0 87.0 87.0 85.0 -2.0 -2.0
 White and Asian 90.0 92.0 91.0  88.0 92.0 90.0 -2.0 0.0 -1.0
 Any other multiple heritage 88.0 90.0 89.0 88.0 89.0 0.0 0.0
             
Asian 85.0      0.0   

         
        1.0 
       1.0 1.0 

86.0 86.0 87.0 86.0  0.0 -1.0 -1.0 

85.0 85.0  85.085.0 85.0 0.0 0.0
 Indian 90.0 89.0

80.0 
90.0 89.0 89.0

83.0
89.0 -1.0 0.0 -1.0

Pakistani 81.0 
80.0 

80.0 79.0 81.0 -2.0 3.0
Bangladeshi
Any other Asian 

81.0
88.0 

81.0 
87.0 

82.0 82.0 82.0 2.0
  
             
Black
 

           
        1.0  

          
        

  
 89 0       

78.0 80.0 79.0  79.076.0
75.0

81.0 -2.0 1.0 0.0
Black Caribbean
Black African 

76.0 80.0 78.0 81.0 78.0 -1.0 0.0
79.0 80.0 80.0 77.0 80.0 79.0 -2.0 0.0 -1.0

 Any other Black 
 

78.0 
 

83.0 
 

81.0 
 

78.0
 

84.0
 

81.0
 

0.0
 

1.0
 

0.0
  

Chinese . 95.0 92.0  93.0 93.0 93.0 4.0 -2.0 1.0
             
Any other ethnic group          79.0 82.0 80.0 80.0 82.0 81.0 1.0 0.0 1.0
             
Unclassified      82.0     82.0 84.0 83.0 80.0 84.0 -2.0 0.0 -1.0
             
Total          84.0 86.0 85.0  84.083.0 85.0  -1.0-1.0 -1.0

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables are 
rounded to the nearest whole number and are not given separately for inner and outer London.  
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A43. Key stage 2, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in science tests in English maintained schools, 
by ethnicity 
  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total Total   Boys Girls   Boys Girls Total 
             
White
 

   87 0       
         
      

            
         

  86.0  -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 
85.0       

      -2.0   
       

      -1.0  

87.0 88.0 .  87.087.0 87.0 0.0 -1.0 0.0
White British 

 
87.0 88.0 

91.0 
88.0  87.0 87.0 87.0

88.0 88.0 
0.0 -1.0 -1.0

 Irish 88.0 90.0  88.0 0.0 -3.0 -2.0
 Any other White
  

82.0 83.0 82.0 81.0
 

81.0 81.0 -1.0
 

-2.0 -1.0

Multiple heritage 
 

87.0 
85.0 

88.0 87.0  86.0
83.0 

87.0
85.0 White and Black Caribbean 86.0 84.0 -2.0 -1.0 -1.0

 
 

White and Black African 85.0 87.0 86.0
90.0 

83.0 87.0 85.0 0.0 -1.0
-1.0White and Asian 89.0 90.0  89.0 89.0 89.0 0.0 -1.0

 Any other multiple heritage 88.0 89.0 88.0 88.0 88.0 88.0 0.0 0.0
             
Asian
 

     79.0 80.0 79.0  -1.0 0.0 -1.0 
Indian 88.0  87.0     
Pakistani           

    2.0   
      

80.0 80.0 80.0
88.0 88.0 87.0 87.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0 

 72.0 72.0 72.0 72.0 73.0 73.0 0.0 1.0 1.0
 
 

Bangladeshi 77.0 78.0 77.0  79.0 78.0 78.0 0.0 1.0
Any other Asian 85.0 84.0 84.0  85.0 85.0 85.0 0.0 1.0 1.0

             
Black
 

            
         
          

        

77.0 80.0 79.0 76.0
75.0

80.0 78.0 -1.0
-1.0 

0.0 -1.0
Black Caribbean 
Black African 

76.0 80.0 78.0 81.0 78.0 1.0 0.0
 78.0 79.0 79.0

80.0 
76.0 79.0 78.0 -2.0 0.0 -1.0

 Any other Black 78.0 82.0 79.0 83.0 81.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
             
Chinese    90 0     -1.0  89.0 93.0 91.0  91.0. 92.0 1.0 0.0
             
Any other ethnic group          78.0 81.0 80.0 79.0 80.0 80.0 1.0 -1.0 0.0
             
Unclassified         -1 0 83.0 84.0 83.0  82.082.0 83.0 -1.0 -1.0 .
             
Total            86.0 87.0 86.0 85.0 86.0 86.0 -1.0 -1.0 0.0

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES 
tables are rounded to the nearest whole number. 
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A44. Key stage 3, 2003. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in English tests in London maintained schools, by ethnicity.  
  Change 2003 to 2004 2003  2004  
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total 
             
White
 

            
          

        N/A 
54.0         

         
    N A     

        
         

        
          

61.0 74.0 68.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
N/AWhite British

 
62.0
68.0 

75.0 68.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Irish 78.0 73.0  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other White 
  

70.0 62.0 N/A
 

N/A N/A N/A
 

N/A N/A

Multiple heritage 61.0 75.0 68.0 N/A N/A / N/A N/A N/A
 White and Black Caribbean 

White and Black African 
51.0 69.0 61.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 

 66.0 74.0 71.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 White and Asian 75.0 86.0 80.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other multiple heritage 62.0 77.0 70.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Asian
 

           
           

           
       N/A   

62.0 77.0 69.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Indian 70.0 84.0 76.0  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Pakistani 55.0 73.0 64.0  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 
 

Bangladeshi 50.0 67.0 58.0  
 

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Any other Asian 65.0 79.0 72.0 N/A N/A N/A  N/A N/A N/A 

             
Black
 

           
        N/A   

           
        

48.0 66.0 57.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Black Caribbean 

 
46.0 66.0 56.0

58.0 
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Black African 50.0 65.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other Black 49.0 71.0 60.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Chinese           76.0 88.0 82.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Any other ethnic group       N/A   56.0 67.0 61.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Unclassified          56.0 71.0 63.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Total 59 0    N/A    N A . 73.0 66.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A /

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables are 
rounded to the nearest whole number and are not given separately for inner and outer London.  
Equivalent Figures for 2004 are not available at the time of writing. 
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A45. Key stage 3, 2003. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in English tests in English maintained schools, by 
ethnicity 
  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total 
             
White
 Whi

        N/A  
te British           

        
        

      N/A   
          

   N/A     
        

          

63.0 77.0 70.0  N/AN/A N/A  N/AN/A
63.0 77.0 70.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Irish 70.0 80.0 75.0  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other White 

 
59.0 

 
73.0 

 
66.0 

 
N/A

 
N/A

 
N/A

 
N/A

 
N/A

 
N/A

    
Multiple heritage 62.0 76.0 69.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 White and Black Caribbean 53.0 70.0 62.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

N/A 
N/A

 White and Black African 63.0 75.0 70.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A
 White and Asian 73.0 83.0 78.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other multiple heritage 64.0 78.0 71.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Asian
 

   66 0        
         

         
         

60.0 73.0 .  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Indian 71.0

50.0 
84.0 77.0  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Pakistani 65.0 57.0  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 
 

Bangladeshi 51.0 66.0 58.0
71.0 

 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Any other Asian 65.0 77.0  N/A N/A N/A  N/A N/A N/A 

             
Black
 

           
          
          

        

48.0 66.0 57.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Black Caribbean 

 
46.0 66.0 56.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Black African 51.0 65.0 58.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other Black 48.0 70.0 59.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Chinese           75.0 86.0 80.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Any other ethnic group 55.0 67.0 60.0         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Unclassified         56.0 71.0 N/A63.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Total       N/A   62.0 76.0 69.0  N/AN/A N/A  N/AN/A

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES 
tables are rounded to the nearest whole number. 
Equivalent Figures for 2004 are not available at the time of writing. 
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A46. Key stage 3, 2003. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in mathematics tests in London maintained schools, by ethnicity.  
  2003  2004  Change 203 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls     Total Boys  Girls Total
             
White
 

            
           
          

        
           

Multiple heritage        
           

  N/A  N/A 
  N/A    N/A  

Any other multiple heritage       

69.0 70.0 70.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
White British 

 
70.0 71.0 70.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Irish 75.0 70.0 72.0  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other White 
  

63.0 66.0 64.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

65.0 69.0 67.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
White and Black Caribbean 58.0 63.0

70.0 
61.0 N/A N/A

N/A N/A 
N/A N/A N/A

N/A N/A 
N/A

 
 

White and Black African 
White and Asian 

63.0 
82.0 

67.0
81.0 80.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A

 65.0 70.0 68.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Asian
 

 71 0   N/A       
           

           
    N/A 

 ian 77.0           

. 73.0 72.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A
Indian 79.0 82.0 81.0  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Pakistani 64.0
58.0 

64.0
60.0 

64.0  N/A N/A
N/A N/A 

N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Bangladeshi
 Any other As

59.0  N/A N/A N/A 
79.0 78.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

             
Black
 

           
            

           
        

52.0 57.0 55.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Black Caribbean

 
50.0 56.0 53.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Black African 53.0 58.0 56.0 N/A N/A
N/A

N/A N/A N/A
N/A

N/A
 Any other Black 53.0 59.0 56.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Chinese           89.0 91.0 90.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Any other ethnic group 66.0 65.0 66.0        N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Unclassified 66.0      N A   66.0 66.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A / N/A
             
Total            66.0 68.0 67.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables are rounded 
to the nearest whole number and are not given separately for inner and outer London.  
Equivalent Figures for 2004 are not available at the time of writing. 
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A47. Key stage 3, 2003. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in mathematics tests in English maintained schools, by 
ethnicity 
  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total 
             
White
 

   72.0         
       

    N/A   
        

           
   N/A    N/A  

Caribbean           
       

       
          

71.0 73.0 N/A N/A
N/A 

N/A N/A N/A N/A
White British 

 
71.0 73.0 72.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Irish 76.0 74.0 75.0  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other White 
  

68.0 70.0 69.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Multiple heritage 
White and Black 

67.0 71.0 69.0 N/A
N/A

N/A N/A N/A
 60.0 65.0 62.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 White and Black African 64.0 73.0 69.0 N/A N/A N/A  N/A N/A N/A

N/A  White and Asian 77.0 79.0 78.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other multiple heritage 69.0 73.0 71.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Asian
 

           
  N/A     
     N/A  

        

66.0 66.0 66.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Indian 78.0 80.0 79.0  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Pakistani 56.0 54.0 55.0  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Bangladeshi 57.0 57.0 57.0  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other Asian 75.0 76.0 76.0  N/A N/A N/A  N/A N/A N/A 
             
Black
 

           
         

    
      

52.0 57.0 55.0  N/AN/A
N/A

N/A N/A
N/A

N/A N/A
Black Caribbean
Black African 

49.0 56.0 53.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A
 55.0 58.0 56.0 

55.0 
 N/A N/A N/A

N/A 
 N/A N/A N/A

N/A  Any other Black 52.0 59.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Chinese    N/   N/A   89.0 90.0 90.0  N/AA N/A N/A N/A
             
Any other ethnic group 65.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 64.0 66.0  N/A  N/A 
             
Unclassified         66.0 68.0 N/A67.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Total 70.0    N A    N/A   72.0 71.0 / N/A N/A N/A N/A

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES 
tables are rounded to the nearest whole number. 
Equivalent Figures for 2004 are not available at the time of writing. 
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A48. Key stage 3, 2003. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels in science in London maintained schools, by ethnicity 

  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 

    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total 
             
White            

 67.0         N/A  

       N/A   

        

66.0 67.0 66.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 White British 68.0 68.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Irish 70.0 70.0 70.0  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Any other White 57.0 59.0 58.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Multiple heritage 63.0 67.0 65.0   N/A    N/A  

          

  N/A    N/A N/A  

78.0  N/A     N/A  

63.0    N/A    N/A N/A  

N/A N/A N/A N/A

 White and Black Caribbean 56.0 60.0 59.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 White and Black African 64.0 67.0 66.0 N/A N/A N/A

 White and Asian 80.0 79.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Any other multiple heritage 69.0 66.0 N/A N/A N/A
             
Asian           

 72.0    N/   N/A N/A  

56.0           

 48.0      N/A N/A  

70.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A 

63.0 67.0 65.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Indian 77.0 75.0 A N/A N/A N/A

 Pakistani 60.0 58.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Bangladeshi 52.0 50.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Any other Asian 75.0 72.0  N/A N/A  
             
Black          N/A 

 54.0    N/A      

Black African        N/A   

 54.0         

48.0 54.0 51.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A

 Black Caribbean 47.0 51.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 49.0 53.0 51.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Any other Black 52.0 57.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Chinese 81.0 84.0 83.0  N/A N/A N/A     N/A N/A N/A
             
Any other ethnic group 59.0 59.0 59.0      N/A   N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Unclassified     N/A     60.0 63.0 61.0 N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Total          N/A  62.0 64.0 63.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables are 
rounded to the nearest whole number and are not given separately for inner and outer London.  
Equivalent Figures for 2004 are not available at the time of writing. 
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A49. Key Stage 3, 2003. Percentage of pupils achieving nationally expected levels of science in English maintained schools. 
  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls    Total Boys  Girls Total
             
White
 

           
           

          
        

           
         

          
         

        
          

70.0 70.0 70.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
White British

 
70.0 70.0 70.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Irish 74.0 73.0 73.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other White 
  

65.0 65.0 65.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Multiple heritage 65.0 68.0 67.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 White and Black Caribbean 58.0 62.0 60.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 White and Black African 67.0 69.0 68.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 White and Asian 75.0 76.0 76.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other multiple heritage 67.0 70.0 68.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Asian
 

           
           

           
          

58.0 60.0 59.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Indian 71.0 74.0 73.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Pakistani 47.0 47.0 47.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Bangladeshi 48.0 50.0 49.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other Asian 69.0 71.0 70.0  N/A N/A N/A  N/A N/A N/A 
             
Black
 

           
          
          

        

49.0 54.0 51.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Black Caribbean 

 
47.0 54.0 51.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

 Black African 50.0 53.0 51.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
 Any other Black 50.0 58.0 54.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Chinese           81.0 84.0 82.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Any other ethnic group 59.0 59.0 59.0         N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Unclassified          65.0 65.0 65.0  N/AN/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
             
Total            68.0 69.0 68.0 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES 
tables are rounded to the nearest whole number. 
Equivalent Figures for 2004 are not available at the time of writing
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A50. Attainment in 2002 GCSE, by ethnicity and gender, pupils with records in 2002 
LPD, provisional 
 
           

 

% achieving
5+ GCSE

A*-C
grades or

equivalent

% achieving
5+ GCSE

A*-G
grades or

equivalent

% achieving
1+ GCSE

A*-G
grades or

equivalent

Average
uncapped

point score

Average
capped

point score
           
 
All Pupils          
White 51.1 91.9 93.0 38.8 33.6
Black Caribbean 30.0 89.7 92.8 30.2 27.1
Black African 39.4 91.5 92.2 33.1 29.4
Black Other 36.9 90.4 92.2 32.5 28.8
Indian 66.5 98.0 97.5 47.0 40.0
Pakistani 51.5 96.1 95.9 39.9 34.7
Bangladeshi 47.2 93.7 94.4 37.8 32.8
Chinese 74.0 97.6 96.2 51.3 42.5
Other Ethnic Group 50.7 90.5 92.1 38.2 33.1
Unclassified 57.3 93.7 92.5 42.0 36.0
New (2003) categories 52.8 92.2 92.7 39.1 33.7
Total 49.9 92.4 93.4 38.4 33.3
          
Boys          
White 46.1 90.1 91.5 35.9 31.2
Black Caribbean 23.2 85.9 91.0 26.5 24.1
Black African 32.9 90.0 91.3 30.1 26.9
Black Other 29.5 87.3 90.4 28.8 25.8
Indian 60.7 97.2 97.2 44.7 38.2
Pakistani 45.1 96.0 95.3 37.4 32.7
Bangladeshi 43.1 91.4 93.2 35.1 30.7
Chinese 72.7 96.2 95.5 48.8 40.9
Other Ethnic Group 43.6 87.9 90.7 34.5 30.1
Unclassified 54.4 93.0 91.9 41.1 35.0
New (2003) categories 48.3 90.7 90.2 35.8 31.0
Total 44.5 90.6 92.0 35.5 30.9
          
Girls          
White 56.0 93.8 94.5 41.7 36.0
Black Caribbean 37.1 93.6 94.7 34.1 30.4
Black African 45.7 92.8 93.2 36.1 31.8
Black Other 44.1 93.4 94.1 36.3 31.9
Indian 72.5 98.8 97.8 49.5 42.0
Pakistani 58.1 96.2 96.7 42.5 36.8
Bangladeshi 51.5 96.2 95.7 40.8 35.2
Chinese 75.2 99.1 96.9 53.9 44.2
Other Ethnic Group 58.2 93.1 93.7 42.2 36.2
Unclassified 61.1 94.6 93.4 43.3 37.2
New (2003) categories 56.1 93.3 94.6 41.6 35.7
Total 55.3 94.2 94.7 41.4 35.7
                    
Source: 2002 London Pupil Dataset        
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A51. Free school meals and the number and percentage of pupils achieving/not achieving 
five or more higher grade GCSE passes in 2002, by ethnicity, provisional, London Pupil 
Dataset 
          

  Entitled to FSM  Not entitled to FSM  
Achieved 5+

A*-C

Did not
achieve 5+

A*-C
                 

  
Achieved 5+ 
A*-C grades 

Did not 
achieve 5+ 

A*-C grades 
Achieved 5+ 
A*-C grades 

Did not 
achieve 5+ 

A*-C grades 
Achieved
 5+ A*-C All

              
Number 

 Sex 

 Male 2,049 5,795 13,317 13,335 15,366 19,130

 Female 2,787 4,971 16,212 10,386 18,999 15,357

 Total 4,836 10,766 29,529 23,721 34,365 34,487
          
 Ethnicity         

 White 1,389 4,405 17,483 13,689 18,872 18,094

 Black Caribbean 276 933 1,041 2,134 1,317 3,067

 Black African 587 1,479 1,446 1,648 2,033 3,127

 Black Other 160 488 601 816 761 1,304

 Indian 322 389 3,330 1,452 3,652 1,841

 Pakistani 368 493 844 648 1,212 1,141

 Bangladeshi 776 962 485 449 1,261 1,411

 Chinese 93 54 376 111 469 165

 Other Ethnic Group 556 951 1,779 1,317 2,335 2,268

 Unclassified 48 131 780 486 828 617

 New (2003) categories 261 481 1,364 971 1,625 1,452

 Total 4,836 10,766 29,529 23,721 34,365 34,487
          
Percentage         

 Sex 

 Male 26.1 73.9 50.0 50.0 44.5 55.5

 Female 35.9 64.1 61.0 39.0 55.3 44.7

 Total 31.0 69.0 55.5 44.5 49.9 50.1
          
 Ethnic group         

 White 24.0 76.0 56.1 43.9 51.1 48.9

 Black Caribbean 22.8 77.2 32.8 67.2 30.0 70.0

 Black African 28.4 71.6 46.7 53.3 39.4 60.6

 Black Other 24.7 75.3 42.4 57.6 36.9 63.1

 Indian 45.3 54.7 69.6 30.4 66.5 33.5

 Pakistani 42.7 57.3 56.6 43.4 51.5 48.5

 Bangladeshi 44.6 55.4 51.9 48.1 47.2 52.8

 Chinese 63.3 36.7 77.2 22.8 74.0 26.0

 Other Ethnic Group 36.9 63.1 57.5 42.5 50.7 49.3

 Unclassified 26.8 73.2 61.6 38.4 57.3 42.7

 New (2003) categories 35.2 64.8 58.4 41.6 52.8 47.2

 Total 31.0 69.0 55.5 44.5 49.9 50.1
                              
Source: 2002 London Pupil Dataset. Results are for pupils aged 15 at the start of the 2001/2002 school year. Candidates who could not be 
matched to a school, or were without a record of gender or of FSM status, are not included in this table.  

  

 Ethnicity and Attainment in Schools                                      136                                                 DMAG Briefing 2005/31 



A52. Key stage 4, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving 5 or more higher grade GCSE passes, or their equivalent, in London maintained 
schools, by ethnicity 
  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls     Total Boys  Girls Total
             
White
 

           
           

         
        

 
         

          
         

        
          

46.0 55.5 50.7  53.348.9 57.7 2.9 2.2 2.6
White British

 
46.2 55.5 50.8 49.0 57.3 53.1 2.8 1.8 2.3

 Irish 54.5 58.0 56.4  53.2 64.4 59.3 -1.3 6.4 2.9
 Any other White 

 
43.5 

 
55.2 

 
49.0 

 
47.6

 
59.2

 
52.9

 
4.1

 
4.0

 
3.9

   
Multiple heritage 42.3 55.6 49.3 46.9 56.1 51.7 4.6 0.5 2.4
 White and Black Caribbean 31.8 45.1 39.0 37.9 47.8 43.0 6.1 2.7 4.0
 White and Black African 37.9 57.6 48.6 51.3 52.7 52.0 13.4 -4.9 3.4
 White and Asian 67.3 70.7 69.1 66.4 78.2 72.6 -0.9 7.5 3.5
 Any other multiple heritage 42.5 58.6 50.7 46.6 55.6 51.3 4.1 -3.0 0.6
             
Asian
 

           
          

         
          

        

53.6 64.9 59.2  62.156.1 68.0 2.5 3.1 2.9
Indian 62.7 72.4 67.5  64.6 75.1 69.8 1.9 2.7 2.3

 Pakistani 47.4 58.7 52.8  50.2 63.3 56.5 2.8 4.6 3.7
 Bangladeshi 40.1 52.2 46.1  43.1 56.9 50.4 3.0 4.7 4.3
 Any other Asian 56.1 70.7 63.4 58.2 71.5 64.7 2.1 0.8 1.3
             
Black
 

           
           

          
        

30.3 44.8 37.8  41.634.1 48.8 3.8 4.0 3.8
Black Caribbean

 
24.2 39.6 32.2 28.4 44.3 36.6 4.2 4.7 4.4

 Black African 36.5 50.0 43.6 39.5 53.0 46.5 3.0 3.0 2.9
 Any other Black 27.4 42.2 34.5 33.2 47.9 40.1 5.8 5.7 5.6
             
Chinese           75.2 80.6 77.7  78.374.3 82.7 -0.9 2.1 0.6
             
Any other ethnic group 43.8 52.8 48.0         47.9 57.6 52.6 4.1 4.8 4.6
             
Unclassified          52.5 58.9 55.8  56.554.3 58.6 1.8 -0.3 0.7
             
Total           45.0 55.5 50.2  52.947.8 58.0 2.8 2.5 2.7

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. Figures in the source DfES tables are 
rounded to the nearest whole number and are not given separately for inner and outer London.  
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A53. Key stage 4, 2003 and 2004. Percentage of pupils achieving 5 or more higher grade GCSE passes, or their equivalent, in English 
maintained schools, by ethnicity  
  2003  2004  Change 2003 to 2004 
    Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total   Boys Girls Total 
             
White
 

          
            

          
        

         
        

         
         

        
          

46.2 56.7 51.4  52.447.4 57.4 1.2 0.7 1.0
White British

 
46.1 56.6 51.3 47.3 57.3 52.3 1.2 0.7 1.0

 Irish 58.4 61.8 60.1 54.0 62.5 58.3 -4.4 0.7 -1.8
 Any other White 
  

47.6 57.9 52.6 49.9
 

60.9 55.2 2.3
 

3.0 2.6

Multiple heritage 42.9 55.5 49.5 44.9 54.6 49.9 2.0 -0.9 0.4
 White and Black Caribbean 32.4 46.8 39.9 34.1 44.9 39.7 1.7 -1.9 -0.2
 White and Black African 40.1 55.8 48.2 43.9 51.6 47.7 3.8 -4.2 -0.5
 White and Asian 61.1 68.9 65.1 61.6 70.1 65.9 0.5 1.2 0.8
 Any other multiple heritage 45.2 57.9 51.9 47.2 57.5 52.6 2.0 -0.4 0.7
             
Asian
 

           
            

            
           

        

47.6 59.4 53.3  55.850.0 61.9 2.4 2.5 2.5
Indian 60.5 70.6 65.5 62.0 72.2 67.0 1.5 1.6 1.5

 Pakistani 36.1 48.4 41.9 39.1 52.4 45.5 3.0 4.0 3.6
 Bangladeshi 39.0 52.8 45.8 41.6 55.5 48.9 2.6 2.7 3.1
 Any other Asian 55.8 66.5 61.0 57.1 67.4 62.0 1.3 0.9 1.0
             
Black
 

           
           
           

        

30.0 44.4 37.4  40.132.7 47.3 2.7 2.9 2.7
Black Caribbean 

 
25.2 40.4 33.0 27.3 43.9 35.7 2.1 3.5 2.7

 Black African 36.4 50.0 43.5 39.4 52.2 46.0 3.0 2.2 2.5
 Any other Black 27.7 40.6 34.0 30.3 43.5 36.7 2.6 2.9 2.7
             
Chinese          72.0 81.0 76.2  76.571.8 81.6 -0.2 0.6 0.3
             
Any other ethnic group 44.1 53.8 48.6         46.1 57.5 51.5 2.0 3.7 2.9
             
Unclassified           43.2 52.3 47.4  47.242.8 52.1 -0.4 -0.2 -0.2
             
Total           45.7 56.2 50.9  52.047.0 57.2 1.3 1.0 1.1

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 and DfES Statistical First release 04/2004. Figures for 2003 in SFR 04/2004 are provisional. . 
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A54. Key stage 4, 2004. Percentage of pupils with no GCSE or equivalent pass, Greater 
London and England, by ethnicity 

  Greater London  England 

  Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total

White 5.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 3.0 4.0
 White British 5.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0 4.0
 Irish 6.0 4.0 5.0 4.0 3.0 4.0
 Any other White 5.0 3.0 4.0 6.0 4.0 5.0
  
Multiple heritage 5.0 3.0 4.0 6.0 4.0 5.0
 White and Black Caribbean 7.0 4.0 5.0 7.0 5.0 6.0
 White and Black African 6.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 6.0 6.0
 White and Asian 1.0 1.0 1.0 4.0 3.0 3.0
 Any other multiple heritage 5.0 3.0 4.0 6.0 4.0 5.0
  
Asian 2.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 2.0
 Indian 2.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0
 Pakistani 2.0 2.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0
 Bangladeshi 3.0 2.0 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0
 Any other Asian 3.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0
  
Black 5.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 3.0 4.0
 Black Caribbean 6.0 3.0 4.0 6.0 3.0 4.0
 Black African 4.0 2.0 3.0 5.0 3.0 4.0
 Any other Black 5.0 3.0 4.0 6.0 4.0 5.0
  
Chinese 3.0 0.0 2.0 4.0 2.0 3.0
  
Any other ethnic group 5.0 3.0 4.0 7.0 4.0 6.0
  
Unclassified 5.0 3.0 4.0 6.0 5.0 5.0
  
Total 5.0 3.0 4.0 5.0 3.0 4.0

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 National Curriculum Assessment, GCSE and 
Equivalent Attainment and Post-16 Attainment by Pupil Characteristics in England 2004, available at the time of writing at the DfES 
Research and Statistics Gateway (www.dfes.gov.uk/rsgateway/)  
DfES Figures under this heading are rounded to the nearest whole number. 
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A55. Key stage 5, 2004. Candidate average point score, GCE/VCE A/AS, Greater London and 
England, by ethnicity 

  Greater London  England 

  Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total

  
White 262 284 274 264 288 277
 White British 265 285 275 264 288 277
 Irish 240 271 258 264 284 276
 Any other White 253 280 266 268 298 283
  
Multiple heritage 243 284 267 266 292 280
 White and Black Caribbean 222 230 227 248 247 247
 White and Black African 184 282 236 241 295 268
 White and Asian 271 322 298 285 316 301
 Any other multiple heritage 244 289 273 265 296 283
  
Asian 247 247 247 242 245 244
 Indian 252 255 254 254 259 257
 Pakistani 230 229 230 213 221 218
 Bangladeshi 217 208 211 215 216 216
 Any other Asian 267 278 273 278 275 276
  
Black 193 220 209 202 227 217
 Black Caribbean 181 208 198 183 217 203
 Black African 201 225 216 213 230 223
 Any other Black 185 228 209 208 240 226
  
Chinese 310 303 306 311 318 315
  
Any other ethnic group 225 242 235 251 258 255
  
Unclassified 248 250 249 250 270 260
  
Total 250 265 259 260 282 272

Source : Derived from Web tables associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 National Curriculum Assessment, GCSE and 
Equivalent Attainment and Post-16 Attainment by Pupil Characteristics in England 2004, available at the time of writing at  the DfES Research 
and Statistics Gateway (www.dfes.gov.uk/rsgateway/)  

 
Point scores for each grade General Certificate of Education Advanced level, Vocational Certificate of Education 
Advanced level, GCE and VCE Advanced supplementary, and VCE Double Award examinations are shown below. The 
GCE AS course is the first half of a GCE A level course.  
 
Grade GCE and 

VCE A level 
points 

GCE and 
VCE AS 

 Grade VCE Double 
Award 

 Grade VCE Double 
Award 

A 120 60  AA 240  CD 140 
B 100 50  AB 220  DD 120 
C 80 40  BB 200  DE 100 
D 60 30  BC 180  EE 80 
E 40 20  CC 160  U, X 0 
U, X 0 0       
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A56. Staying on in the London maintained school system, by ethnicity, London Pupil Dataset 
  
          

    
Number aged

15 in 2002

Number aged 15 in 2002
with a 2003
LPD record % Staying on

       
Males    
  White 19,767 7,156 36.2
  Black Caribbean 2,388 457 19.1
  Black African 2,751 751 27.3
  Black Other 1,109 282 25.4
  Indian 2,885 1,541 53.4
  Pakistani 1,245 423 34.0
  Bangladeshi 1,442 299 20.7
  Chinese 332 155 46.7
  Other ethnic group 2,537 901 35.5
  Unclassified 874 381 43.6
  New categories 1,409 479 34.0
     
  total - males 36,739 12,825 34.9
          
Females    
  White 19,222 7,622 39.7
  Black Caribbean 2,251 484 21.5
  Black African 2,785 899 32.3
  Black Other 1,087 296 27.2
  Indian 2,729 1,623 59.5
  Pakistani 1,195 507 42.4
  Bangladeshi 1,350 413 30.6
  Chinese 323 179 55.4
  Other ethnic group 2,364 977 41.3
  Unclassified 667 290 43.5
  New categories 1,847 748 40.5
    
  Total - females 35,820 14,038 39.2
          
All pupils    
  White 38,989 14,778 37.9
  Black Caribbean 4,639 941 20.3
  Black African 5,536 1,650 29.8
  Black Other 2,196 578 26.3
  Indian 5,614 3,164 56.4
  Pakistani 2,440 930 38.1
  Bangladeshi 2,792 712 25.5
  Chinese 655 334 51.0
  Other ethnic group 4,901 1,878 38.3
  Unclassified 1,541 671 43.5
  New categories 3,256 1,227 37.7
   
Total - all pupils 72,559 26,863 37.0
          Source: merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs. 
The table shows the number and percentage of pupils aged 15 with a record in the 2002 LPD who also had a record in the 
2003 LPD. The data do not cover pupils attending further education colleges  
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A57.  Number and percentage of pupils aged 15 in 2002 staying on in maintained schools 
in 2003, by number of GCSE A*-C grades gained in 2002, provisional, London Pupil 
Dataset 
     
  Number    Percentage 
                          
A*-C GCSE grades gained M F    M F  
                    
0 1,138 825    12.3 14.0  
1 702 647    18.3 20.5  
2 577 547    24.1 23.0  
3 518 544    28.5 26.1  
4 608 583    33.1 30.7  
5 728 628    41.2 34.5  
6 780 759    45.2 41.4  
7 1,014 912    50.8 45.4  
8 1,389 1,404    57.3 52.3  
9 2,484 3,597    69.5 66.5  
10 1,876 2,544    74.3 68.4  
11 677 713    70.8 66.6  
12 121 148    57.6 59.9  
13 66 52    58.9 64.2  
14 24 32    80.0 86.5  
15 9 5    81.8 55.6  
16 0 1    0.0 50.0  
Missing data 114 97    5.1 6.6  
          
All pupils 12,825 14,038    34.9 39.2  
                          Source: Merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs        
 
 

A58.  Number and percentage of pupils aged 15 in 2002 staying on in maintained schools, 
by number of GCSE A*-G grades gained in 2002, provisional, London Pupil Dataset 
              
 Number  Percentage 
             
GCSE grades gained M F    M F  
                      
0 11 13   1.6 3.2  
1 18 15   2.9 3.8  
2 36 28   6.0 7.5  
3 37 30   6.3 8.7  
4 54 51   7.4 11.2  
5 108 93  10.6 14.2  
6 224 130   14.2 12.2  
7 490 331   18.7 18.7  
8 1,345 1,136   27.8 26.5  
9 4,731 5,933   44.7 45.2  
10 4,027 4,765   53.0 54.1   
11 1,175 1,039   53.6 52.5  
12 260 247   54.5 54.3  
13 131 84   53.0 50.3  
14 51 38   54.3 65.5  
15 12 6   80.0 46.2  
16 1 2   100.0 66.7  
Missing data 114 97   5.1 6.6  
          
All pupils 12,825 14,038   34.9 39.2  
              
Source: Merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs           
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A59.  Number and percentage of pupils aged 15 in 2002 staying on in 2003 to study 3 or 
more GCE A Levels in maintained schools, by number of GCSE A*-C grades gained in 2002,
provisional, London Pupil Dataset 
 Number  Percentage 
A*-G GCSE grades gained M F    M F  
                      
0 38 7   0.4 0.1  
1 40 16   1.0 0.5  
2 45 39   1.9 1.6  
3 97 86   5.3 4.1  
4 236 207   12.8 10.9  
5 435 370   24.6 20.3  
6 562 506   32.6 27.6  
7 814 680   40.8 33.8  
8 1199 1184   49.5 44.1  
9 2306 3223   64.5 59.6   
10 1741 2381   69.0 64.0  
11 652 629   68.2 58.8  
12 113 128   53.8 51.8  
13 61 46   54.5 56.8  
14 24 31   80.0 83.8  
15 9 5   81.8 55.6  
16 0 1   0.0 50.0  
Missing data 54 46   2.4 3.1  
          
All pupils 8426 9585   22.9 26.8  
              
Source: Merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs           
 
 
A60.  Number and percentage of pupils aged 15 in 2002 staying on in 2003 to study 3 or 
more GCE A Levels in maintained schools, by number of GCSE A*-G grades gained in 
2002, provisional, London Pupil Dataset 
              
 Number  Percentage 
             
GCSE grades gained M F    M F  
                      
0 0 0   0.0 0.0  
1 2 0   0.3 0.0  
2 2 2   0.3 0.5  
3 1 1   0.2 0.3  
4 3 2   0.4 0.4  
5 8 7   0.8 1.1  
6 24 14   1.5 1.3  
7 104 59   4.0 3.3  
8 543 403   11.2 9.4  
9 3,168 4,148   30.0 31.6  
10 3,113 3,747   41.0 42.6  
11 1,042 850   47.5 43.0  
12 220 198   46.1 43.5  
13 87 67   35.2 40.1  
14 44 34   46.8 58.6  
15 10 5   66.7 38.5  
16 1 2   100.0 66.7  
Missing data 54 46   2.4 3.1  
          
All pupils 8426 9585   22.9 26.8  
              
Source: Merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs           
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A61. Threshold points, pupils aged 15 in 2002, by ethnicity. The lowest number of A*-C 
and A*-G grades gained in 2002 at which the majority of pupils continued education in a 
maintained school in 2003, provisional, London Pupil Dataset  

number of pupils in A*-G threshold group number of pupils in A*-C threshold group 
      

   
M&F

combined
M&F

combined  Male female    Male female   
      
White 626 795 1,119    2,388 2,614 5,002  
Black Caribbean 51 9 19    6 - -  
Black African 93 152 245    2 13 2  
Black Other 25 53 87    7 10 15  
Indian 65 81 154    596 699 1,295  
Pakistani 64 108 172    125 153 278  

- 28 - - -Bangladeshi 16     
Chinese 5 9 11    5 52 99  

594Other Ethnic group 64 95 178    269 325   
136Unclassified 27 21 48    148 284  
303New categories 47 49 121    202 154  

                   
All pupils 1,014 1,404 2,793    4,027 4,765 8,792  

                
Percentage of pupils in A*-G threshold group

staying on 
Percentage of pupils in A*-C threshold 

group staying on     
 

   
White 57.1 56.3 52.3    57.5 55.4 56.3  
Black Caribbean 56.7 64.3 63.3    60.0 - -  
Black African 56.7 54.9 55.6    100.0 54.2 100.0  
Black Other 51.0 55.8 57.6    70.0 71.4             53.6 
Indian 50.8 54.0 53.1    57.9 63.5 60.8  
Pakistani 57.7 61.4 59.9    56.3 58.6 57.6  
Bangladeshi 64.0 - 50.9   - - -  
Chinese 71.4 60.0 57.9    83.3 54.7 52.9  
Other Ethnic group 52.0 53.7 50.7    52.4 52.7 52.6  
Unclassified 58.7 56.8 57.8    50.9 54.8 52.7  
New categories 60.3 50.5 56.0    54.0 52.9 57.0  
                   
All pupils 50.8 52.3 54.7    53.0 54.1 53.6  

                

  
Number of GCSE A*-C grades at 

threshold point   
Number of GCSE A*-G grades at threshold 

point 

   
White 7 8 7   10 10 10  
Black Caribbean 9 11 11   13 - -  
Black African 9 9 9   15 12 15  
Black Other 8 9 9   13 12 12  
Indian 4 5 5   9 9 9  
Pakistani 9 9 9   10 10 10  
Bangladeshi 11 - 11   - - -  
Chinese 3 5 5   6 9 9  
Other Ethnic group 6 8 8   10 10 10  
Unclassified 7 7 7   9 9 9  
New categories 8 7 8   9 10 11  
                   
All pupils 7 8 8    10 10 10  
                
Source: Merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs 
Note: ‘-‘ indicates that there was no threshold point.             
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A62. Threshold points, pupils aged 15 in 2002, by ethnicity. The lowest number of A*-C 
and A*-G grades gained in 2002 after which the majority of pupils went on to study 3 or 
more A levels in a maintained school in 2003, provisional, London Pupil Dataset  

  
number of pupils in A*-C threshold group 

   
number of pupils in A*-G threshold group 

 
   
  Male female total    Male female total  
      
White 750 1,938 1,413    585 1,938 1,050  
Black Caribbean 10 8 18    1 - 1  
Black African 54 118 172    2 6 2  
Black Other 29 48 77    - 3 -  
Indian 146 149 295    32 424 60  
Pakistani 61 99 160    6 7 15  
Bangladeshi 14 - -   - - -  
Chinese 43 8 72    8 50 100  
Other Ethnic group 149 239 388    87 16 -  
Unclassified 29 83 165    129 - 201  
New categories 43 70 113    89 - 143  
                   
All pupils 2,306 3,223 5,529    10 34 78  

                

  
Percentage of pupils in A*-C threshold 

group studying 3+ A levels   

Percentage of pupils in A*-G threshold group
studying 3+ A levels 

 
   
White 55.3 61.6 51.0    52.6 61.6 50.4  
Black Caribbean 62.5 57.1 60.0    100.0 - 100.0  
Black African 55.1 56.5 56.0    100.0 60.0 100.0  
Black Other 51.8 50.5 51.0    - 60.0 -  
Indian 56.4 51.9 54.0    61.5 51.5 58.8  
Pakistani 55.0 56.3 55.7    66.7 63.6 51.7  
Bangladeshi 56.0 - -   - - -  
Chinese 69.4 53.3 65.5    66.7 51.0 50.3  
Other Ethnic group 66.2 60.2 62.4    51.5 51.6 -  
Unclassified 51.8 68.0 71.1    59.2 - 52.8  
New categories 55.1 50.7 52.3    61.0 - 53.0  
                   
All pupils 64.5 59.6 61.5    66.7 58.6 51.3  

                

  
Number of GCSE A*-C grades at 

threshold point   
Number of GCSE A*-G grades at threshold 

point 

   
White 8 9 8   11 9 11  
Black Caribbean 11 11 11   15 - 15  
Black African 10 10 10   15 13 15  
Black Other 9 9 9   - 13 -  
Indian 8 8 8   12 10 12  
Pakistani 9.0 9.0 9.0   14.0 12.0 12.0  
Bangladeshi 11 - -   - - -  
Chinese 9 5 9   12 10 10  
Other Ethnic group 9 9 9   11 12 -  
Unclassified 8 9 9   10 - 10  
New categories 8 8 8   11 - 11  
                   
All pupils 9 9 9    15 14 14  
                
Source: Merged 2002 and 2003 LPDs 
Note: ‘-‘ indicates that there was no threshold point             
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A63. Technical definition of value added measures in tables A63 to A65 
 
‘In order to calculate the value added measures a pupil’s current attainment (the output measure) 
is compared with the median* current attainment of pupils with the same, or similar prior 
attainment** (the input measure). Where the pupil has achieved above the average for pupils with 
the same starting point they have a positive score, and where they achieve below (the average), 
the score is negative. For groups of pupils the value added measure is the average value added 
score, presented around 100 for Key Stage 1 to Key Stage 2 and 1000 for Key Stage 2 to age 15 
and Key Stage 3 to Age 15. 
 
Key Stage 1- Key Stage 2 Value Added Measure: 
In order to calculate the Key Stage 1 to Key Stage 2 value added measure a pupil’s average point 
score at Key Stage 2 is used as the output measure, and the average point score at Key Stage 1 is 
the input measure. Pupils included are those eligible for Key Stage 2 assessment in 2004 for whom 
prior attainment at Key Stage 1 has been identified. 
 
Key Stage 2- Age 15 Value Added Measure: 
In order to calculate the Key Stage 2 to age 15 value added measure a pupil’s average point score 
at Key Stage 2 is used as the input measure, and capped point score (total point achieved in their 
best 8 GCSEs or equivalent) as the output measure. Pupil included are those (who) were age 15 at 
the start of the 2003/04 school year for whom prior attainment at Key Stage 2 has been 
identified. 
 
Key Stage 3- Age 15 Value Added Measure: 
In order to calculate the Key Stage 3 to age 15 value added measure, a pupil’s average point score 
at Key Stage 2 is used as the input measure, and capped point score (total point(s) achieved in the 
in their best 8 GCSEs or equivalent) as the output measure. Pupils included are those (who) were 
age 15 at the start of the 2003/04 school year for whom prior attainment at the start of the 
2003/04 school year for whom prior attainment at Key Stage 3 has been identified.’ 
 
(Source: the above is taken from DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 National Curriculum 
Assessment, GCSE and Equivalent Attainment and Post-16 Attainment by Pupil Characteristics in 
England 2004 DfES 2005). 
 
See the second part of appendix B in this  for an outline of the stages of the national curriculum. 
 
* The median is the mid-point in a range of scores, that is the score where 50 per cent of all scores are above that point and 50 per 
cent of all scores are below that point. 
** Current attainment is a pupil’s present, or most recent attainment. Prior attainment is the attainment of the same pupil at an earlier 
point in time. For example, for pupils with key stage 2 test results, key stage 1 provides a measure of prior attainment. 
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A64. 2004 key stage 1 to key stage 2 value added measures, Greater London and England, by 
ethnicity 
               Greater London  England 

  Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total

  
White 100 100 100 100 100 100
 White British 

101

 

White and Black African 100

 
Asian 101 101 101

101 101 101
 Any other Asian 
 

100

100

101

100 100 100 100 100 100
 Irish 101 101 100 100 100
 Any other White 99 99 99 99 99 99
 

Multiple heritage 100 100 100 100 100 100
 White and Black Caribbean 100 100 100 100 100 100
 101 100 100 100 100
 White and Asian 101 101 101 101 100 100
 Any other multiple heritage 101 100 101 100 100 100
 

100 100 100
 Indian 101 101 101 101 100 101
 Pakistani 101 101 101 100 100 100
 Bangladeshi 101 101 101

101 101 101 101 101 101
 

Black 100 100 100 100 100 100
 Black Caribbean 100 100 100 100 100 100
 Black African 100 100 100 100 100
 Any other Black 100 100 100 100 100 100
  
Chinese 102 101 102 102 101 101
  
Any other ethnic group 101 101 101 101 101 101
  
Unclassified 100 100 100 100 100
  
Total 100 100 100 100 100

Source : Derived from Web table 40a associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 National Curriculum Assessment, GCSE and 
Equivalent Attainment and Post-16 Attainment by Pupil Characteristics in England 2004, available at the time of writing at the DfES Research 
and Statistics Gateway (www.dfes.gov.uk/rsgateway/)  
 
The Figures in this table show pupil progress from key stage 1 to key stage 2 as calculated by the DfES. Each pupil’s 
attainment at key stage 2 is compared with that of pupils who had the same or similar levels of attainment at key stage 
1. Where a pupil has achieved above average progress between key stage 1 and key stage 2, compared with pupils who 
had similar la similar level of attainment at key stage 1, this is shown as so many points above 100. Where a pupil has 
achieved below average progress, given his or her level of attainment at key stage 1, this is shown as so many points 
below 100. 
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A65. 2004 key stage 2 to age 15 value added measures, Greater London and England, by 
ethnicity 
  Greater London  England 

  Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total

  
White 974
White British 

1,002

991
970 968

993
993

Any other multiple heritage 

1,007

1,000 998

1,013

994 984 974 994 984
 971 991 981 974 994 984
 Irish 974 993 984 975 993 984
 Any other White 999 1,021 1,009 992 1,012
  
Multiple heritage 972 995 984 970 981
 White and Black Caribbean 959 981 956 978
 White and Black African 994 1,002 999 972 982
 White and Asian 1,000 1,020 1,011 1,008 1,001
 970 997 984 973 996 985
  
Asian 1,015 1,039 1,027 1,011 1,036 1,023
 Indian 1,022 1,042 1,032 1,018 1,040 1,029
 Pakistani 1,015 1,041 1,028 1,004 1,035 1,019
 Bangladeshi 1,003 1,030 1,017 1,031 1,019
 Any other Asian 1,012 1,039 1,025 1,012 1,036 1,024
  
Black 982 1,013 997 977 1,008 993
 Black Caribbean 965 983 965 981
 Black African 1,004 1,031 1,018 1,004 1,031 1,017
 Any other Black 968 996 981 960 989 974
  
Chinese 1,032 1,043 1,037 1,029 1,043 1,036
  
Any other ethnic group 1,002 1,029 1,015 1,001 1,025
  
Unclassified 985 994 990 964 984 974
  
Total 984 1,006 995 976 997 986

Source : Derived from Web table 40a associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 National Curriculum Assessment, GCSE and 
Equivalent Attainment and Post-16 Attainment by Pupil Characteristics in England 2004, available at the time of writing at the DfES 
Research and Statistics Gateway (www.dfes.gov.uk/rsgateway/)  
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A66. 2004 key stage 3 to age 15 value added measures, Greater London and England, by 
ethnicity 

  Greater London  England 

  Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total

         
White 984 1,000 992  980 997 989
 White British 981 997 989  980 997 988
 Irish 982 1,000 992  980 999 989
 Any other White 1,005 1,023 1,013  996 1,012 1,004
         
Multiple heritage 985 1001 994  

1,000
Any other multiple heritage 

 

1,036
1,020

 
998

 

 

974

980 996 989
 White and Black Caribbean 978 993 986  971 990 981
 White and Black African 997 1,014 1,006  981 1,003 991
 White and Asian 1,012 1,007  994 1,004 999
 984 1,001 993  982 998 991

        
Asian 1,016 1,033 1,024  1,012 1,032 1,022
 Indian 1,015 1,030 1,022  1,012 1,027 1,019
 Pakistani 1,015 1,035 1,025  1,011 1,023
 Bangladeshi 1,022 1,040 1,032  1,039 1,030
 Any other Asian 1,009 1,025 1,017  1,008 1,024 1,016
         
Black 1,002 1,023 1,013  998 1,019 1,008
 Black Caribbean 991 1,011 1,001  987 1,010 999
 Black African 1,016 1,036 1,027 1,015 1,036 1,025
 Any other Black 990 1,007  983 1,001 992
     
Chinese 1,015 1,028 1,021  1,008 1,021 1,014
        
Any other ethnic group 1,003 1,025 1,014  1,003 1,022 1,012
      
Unclassified 994 1,002 998  991 982
         
Total 994 1,011 1,002  983 1,000 991

Source : Derived from Web table 40a associated with DfES Statistical First Release 08/2005 National Curriculum Assessment, GCSE and 
Equivalent Attainment and Post-16 Attainment by Pupil Characteristics in England 2004, available at the time of writing at the DfES 
Research and Statistics Gateway (www.dfes.gov.uk/rsgateway/)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Ethnicity and Attainment in Schools                                            149                                         DMAG Briefing 2005/31 



A67. Banded 2002 GCSE point scores by FSM and school type. All pupils aged 15 at the start of 
the school year, London Pupil Dataset 

 Entitled to FSM  No record of FSM   

 Banded point score range   Banded point score range    

Number 
low point

scores (0-20)

Mid-range
point scores

(20.5-50)

High point
scores (50.5-

80.5+) Total
low point

scores (0-20)

Mid-range
point scores

(20.5-50)

High point
scores (50.5-

80.5+) Total   

   

Community school 3,845

Foundation 567 1,496

6 43 231

1

  47  62 2 1 65   

Total 5,731 8,414 2,608 16,753

 

5,396 1,495 10,736  5,939 13,590 7,736 27,265   

Voluntary Aided School 735 1,696 665 3,096  1,699 6,108 6,596 14,403   

Voluntary Controlled School 62 111 30 203  126 262 139 527   

1,161 354 2,082  5,757 5,058 12,311   

City Technology College 63 112  21 331 583   

Community Special 469 7 1 477  634 17 652   

Foundation Special School 47   

 9,977 25,967 19,862 55,806   

           

% distribution within FSM group            

 Entitled to FSM  No record of FSM   

 Banded point score range   Banded point score range    

 
low point

scores (0-20)

   

Mid-range
point scores

(20.5-50)

High point
scores (50.5-

80.5+) Total
low point

scores (0-20)

Mid-range
point scores

(20.5-50)

High point
scores (50.5-

80.5+) Total   

Community school 35.8 50.3 13.9 100.0  21.8 49.8 28.4 100.0   

Voluntary Aided School 23.7 54.8 21.5 100.0  11.8 42.4 45.8 100.0   

Voluntary Controlled School 30.5 54.7 14.8 100.0  23.9 49.7 26.4

98.3 97.2

17.9 35.6

 

100.0   

Foundation 27.2 55.8 17.0 100.0  12.2 46.8 41.1 100.0   

City Technology College 5.4 38.4 56.3 100.0  3.6 39.6 56.8 100.0   

Community Special 1.5 0.2 100.0  2.6 0.2 100.0   

Foundation Special School 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0  95.4 3.1 1.5 100.0   

Total 34.2 50.2 15.6 100.0  46.5 100.0   

           

% distribution within school type group           

 Entitled to FSM  No record of FSM  All pupils 

 Banded point score range   Banded point score range    

 
low point

scores (0-20)

Mid-range
point scores

(20.5-50)

High point
scores (50.5-

80.5+) Total
low point

scores (0-20)

Mid-range
point scores

(20.5-50)

High point
scores (50.5-

80.5+) Total  Grand total 

Community school 10.1 14.2 3.9 28.3  15.6 35.8 20.4 71.7  100.0

Voluntary Aided School 4.2 9.7 3.8 17.7  9.7 34.9 37.7

0.1

55.4

Total 7.9 11.6 3.6 23.1

82.3  100.0

Voluntary Controlled School 8.5 15.2 4.1 27.8  17.3 35.9 19.0 72.2  100.0

Foundation 3.9 8.1 2.5 14.5  10.4 40.0 35.1 85.5  100.0

City Technology College 0.9 6.2 9.1 16.1  3.0 33.2 47.6 83.9  100.0

Community Special 41.5 0.6 0.1 42.2  56.2 1.5 57.8  100.0

Foundation Special School 42.0 0.0 0.0 42.0  1.8 0.9 58.0  100.0

 13.8 35.8 27.4 76.9  100.0

Source: 2002 LPD            
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A68. Percentage of pupils aged 5-10 entitled to free school meals, by type of school 
attended and pupil home LEA, 2003, London Pupil Dataset 
                                             

 
Community and voluntary controlled 

schools  
Voluntary Aided or Foundation 
school, CTC or City Academy  Maintained and other special school 

                                          Pupil grouped 
home LEA - 
postcode-based Entitled

Not
entitled

Missing
data Total Entitled Entitled

Not
entitled

Missing
data Total

Not
entitled

Missing
data Total

                                   

City of London 19.4 80.6 0.0 100.0 43.0 57.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 100.0
               

Camden 48.9 51.1 0.0 100.0 37.8 62.2 0.0 100.0 51.4 48.6 0.0 100.0

Hackney 46.2 53.8 0.0 100.0 36.0 64.0 0.0 100.0 50.0 0.0

Islington 

32.3

44.6 31.3

58.3

0.0

100.0

100.0

59.5
         

78.1

Hillingdon 

0.0

92.7 0.0

0.0

54.4
   

  

No postcode match 42.9 56.4 72.2

44.6 55.4 0.0 100.0 30.5 69.5

Outer London 100.0
 

100.0
 

0.0

50.0 100.0

Hammersmith and 
Fulham 54.8 45.2 0.0 100.0 28.4 71.6 0.0 100.0 51.9 48.1 0.0 100.0

Haringey 41.3 58.7 0.0 100.0 25.3 74.7 0.0 100.0 41.4 58.6 0.0 100.0

46.8 53.2 0.0 100.0 31.7 68.3 0.0 100.0 62.5 37.5 0.0 100.0

Kensington and 
Chelsea 48.6 51.4 0.0 100.0 67.7 0.0 100.0 48.5 51.5 0.0 100.0

Lambeth 55.4 0.0 100.0 30.7 69.3 0.0 100.0 68.7 0.0 100.0

Lewisham 33.4 66.6 0.0 100.0 21.5 78.5 0.0 100.0 47.5 52.5 0.0 100.0

Newham 41.7 0.0 100.0 24.4 75.6 0.0 100.0 48.6 51.4 0.0 100.0

Southwark 43.0 57.0 0.0 100.0 31.3 68.7 100.0 57.4 42.6 0.0 100.0

Tower Hamlets 61.8 38.2 0.0 100.0 44.0 56.0 0.0 100.0 69.7 30.3 0.0

Wandsworth 34.0 66.0 0.0 100.0 21.4 78.6 0.0  51.5 48.5 0.0 100.0

Westminster 55.6 44.4 0.0 100.0 36.6 63.4 0.0 100.0 40.5 0.0 100.0
      

Barking and 
Dagenham 28.2 71.8 0.0 100.0 13.5 86.5 0.0 100.0 35.5 64.5 0.0 100.0

Barnet 25.4 74.6 0.0 100.0 7.7 92.3 0.0 100.0 27.9 72.1 0.0 100.0

Bexley 15.7 84.3 0.0 100.0 6.9 93.1 0.0 100.0 25.3 74.7 0.0 100.0

Brent 30.4 69.6 0.0 100.0 22.6 77.4 0.0 100.0 41.1 58.9 0.0 100.0

Bromley 15.7 84.3 0.0 100.0 7.4 92.6 0.0 100.0 22.8 77.2 0.0 100.0

Croydon 25.0 75.0 0.0 100.0 10.2 89.8 0.0 100.0 37.3 62.7 0.0 100.0

Ealing 30.2 69.8 0.0 100.0 17.8 82.2 0.0 100.0 42.6 57.4 0.0 100.0

Enfield 29.1 70.9 0.0 100.0 10.0 90.0 0.0 100.0 36.0 64.0 0.0 100.0

Greenwich 40.0 60.0 0.0 100.0 23.5 76.5 0.0 100.0 53.4 46.6 0.0 100.0

Harrow 17.2 82.8 0.0 100.0 5.9 94.1 0.0 100.0 35.5 64.5 0.0 100.0

Havering 13.8 86.2 0.0 100.0 4.2 95.8 0.0 100.0 21.9 0.0 100.0

20.7 79.3 0.0 100.0 11.3 88.7 0.0 100.0 27.2 72.8 0.0 100.0

Hounslow 25.1 74.9 0.0 100.0 13.5 86.5 0.0 100.0 42.0 58.0 100.0

Kingston 9.9 90.1 0.0 100.0 6.2 93.8 0.0 100.0 23.6 76.4 0.0 100.0

Merton 18.5 81.5 0.0 100.0 8.6 91.4 0.0 100.0 38.8 61.2 0.0 100.0

Redbridge 20.0 80.0 0.0 100.0 7.3 0.0 100.0 30.5 69.5 100.0

Richmond  12.8 87.2 0.0 100.0 7.3 92.7 100.0 37.3 62.7 0.0 100.0

Sutton 14.7 85.3 0.0 100.0 7.0 93.0 0.0 100.0 34.0 66.0 0.0 100.0

Waltham Forest 30.1 69.9 0.0 100.0 13.9 86.1 0.0 100.0 45.6 0.0 100.0
            

Other LEA 8.2 91.8 0.0 100.0 1.8 98.2 0.0 100.0 7.3 92.7 0.0 100.0
             

0.7 100.0 27.5 0.3 100.0 54.7 44.1 1.2 100.0
               

Inner London 0.0 100.0 54.6 45.4 0.0 100.0

23.2 76.8 0.0 100.0 11.2 88.8 0.0  35.6 64.4 0.0 100.0
              

Greater London 30.5 69.5 0.0  18.9 81.1 0.0 100.0 41.6 58.4 0.0 100.0
              

Total 30.7 69.3 0.0 100.0 19.0 81.0 100.0 41.7 58.3 0.0 100.0
                              Source: 2003 LPD. Pupils are grouped in terms of where they lived, rather than where they attended school. 
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A69. Percentage of pupils aged 11-15 entitled to free school meals, by type of school 
attended and pupil home LEA, 2003, London Pupil Dataset 
                                            

 
Community and voluntary controlled 

schools  
Voluntary Aided or Foundation 
school, CTC or City Academy  Maintained and other special school 

                                          Pupil grouped 
home LEA - 
postcode-based Entitled

Not
entitled

Missing
data Total Entitled

Not
entitled

Missing
data Total Entitled

Not
entitled

Missing
data Total

                                   

City of London 71.9 28.1 0.0 100.0 51.2 48.8 0.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 100.0
              

100.0 0.0

 

Camden 46.9 53.1 0.0  32.0 68.0 100.0 59.4 40.6 0.0 100.0

Hackney 47.2 52.8 0.0 100.0 34.9 65.1 0.0 100.0 60.9 39.1 0.0 100.0

Hammersmith and 
Fulham 51.7 48.3 0.0 100.0 28.5 71.5 0.0 100.0 59.8 40.2 0.0 100.0

Haringey 41.6 58.4 0.0 100.0 27.5 72.5 0.0 100.0 40.6 59.4 0.0 100.0

Islington 44.3 55.7 0.0 100.0 27.7 72.3 0.0 100.0 53.6 46.4 0.0 100.0

Kensington and 
Chelsea 48.7 51.3 0.0 100.0 29.1 70.9 0.0 100.0 53.8 46.2 0.0 100.0

Lambeth 47.7 52.3 0.0 100.0 28.5 71.5 0.0 100.0  55.5 44.5 0.0 100.0

Lewisham 33.4 66.6 0.0 100.0 18.9 81.1 0.0 100.0 50.7 49.3 0.0 100.0

Newham 46.9 53.1 0.0 100.0 24.3 75.7 0.0 100.0 54.1 45.9 0.0 100.0

Southwark 46.1 53.9 0.0 100.0 31.2 68.8 0.0 100.0 49.4 50.6 0.0 100.0

Tower Hamlets 69.5 30.5 0.0 100.0 50.3 49.7 0.0 100.0 76.9 23.1 0.0 100.0

Wandsworth 35.3 64.7 0.0 100.0 24.5 75.5 0.0 100.0 42.9 57.1 0.0 100.0

Westminster 43.6 56.4 0.0 100.0 36.2 63.8 0.0 100.0 52.7 47.3 0.0 100.0
               

Barking and 
Dagenham 26.1 73.9 0.0 100.0 12.3 87.7 0.0 100.0 37.2 62.8 0.0 100.0

Barnet 21.8 78.2 0.0 100.0 10.1 89.9 0.0 100.0 28.8 71.2 0.0 100.0

Bexley 10.9 89.1 0.0 100.0 9.6 90.4 0.0 100.0 33.2 66.8 0.0 100.0

Brent 32.5 67.5 0.0 100.0 22.3 77.7 0.0 100.0 46.6 53.4 0.0 100.0

Bromley 25.3 74.7 0.0 100.0 10.9 89.1 0.0 100.0 32.3 67.7 0.0 100.0

Croydon 26.9 73.1 0.0 100.0 13.0 87.0 0.0 100.0 33.0 67.0 0.0 100.0

Ealing 38.9 61.1 0.0 100.0 21.2 78.8 0.0 100.0 42.8 57.2 0.0 100.0

Enfield 24.0 76.0 0.0 100.0 13.4 86.6 0.0 100.0 33.7 66.3 0.0 100.0

Greenwich 31.9 68.1 0.0 100.0 18.5 81.5 0.0 100.0 53.2 46.8 0.0 100.0

Harrow 18.1 81.9 0.0 100.0 8.2 91.8 0.0 100.0 27.2 72.8 0.0 100.0

Havering 14.0 86.0 0.0 100.0 5.6 94.4 0.0 100.0 23.1 76.9 0.0 100.0

Hillingdon 27.4 72.6 0.0 100.0 14.3 85.7 0.0 100.0  36.4 63.6 0.0 100.0

Hounslow 22.3 77.7 0.0 100.0 10.5 89.5 0.0 100.0 35.6 64.4 0.0 100.0

Kingston 9.6 90.4 0.0 100.0 8.7 91.3 0.0 100.0 19.5 80.5 0.0 100.0

Merton 18.8 81.2 0.0 100.0 8.1 91.9 0.0 100.0 31.8 68.2 0.0 100.0

Redbridge 18.7 81.3 0.0 100.0 12.8 87.2 0.0 100.0  38.3 61.7 0.0 100.0

Richmond  14.3 85.7 0.0 100.0 7.3 92.7 0.0 100.0 30.6 69.4 0.0 100.0

Sutton 15.7 84.3 0.0 100.0 4.2 95.8 0.0 100.0 33.6 66.4 0.0 100.0

Waltham Forest 33.4 66.6 0.0 100.0 10.8 89.2 0.0 100.0 39.9 60.1 0.0 100.0
               

Other LEA 8.4 91.6 0.0 100.0 3.7 96.3 0.0 100.0 18.1 81.9 0.0 100.0
               

No postcode 
match 40.5 48.8 10.7 100.0 25.1 66.9 7.9 100.0 45.0 42.8 12.2 100.0
               

Inner London 46.9 53.1 0.0 100.0 29.5 70.5 0.0 100.0 54.6 45.4 0.0 100.0

Outer London 22.5 77.5 0.0 100.0 13.0 87.0 0.0 100.0 35.6 64.4 0.0 100.0
               

Greater London 31.1 68.9 0.0 100.0 17.9 82.1 0.0 100.0 42.7 57.3
 

0.0 100.0
              

Total 31.2 68.6 100.0 17.8 82.1 0.2 100.0 42.5 57.10.3 0.5 100.0
                                            Source: 2003 LPD. Pupils are grouped in terms of where they lived, rather than where they attended school. 
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A70. Percentage of pupils aged 5-10 with and without SEN, by school type and pupil 
home LEA, January 2003, London Pupil Dataset 
                                   

 Community  and VC schools 
Voluntary Aided or Foundation School, CTC or City 

Academy 
                     
Pupil grouped 
home LEA - 
postcode-based 

No SEN
record

SEN with
School
action

SEN with
statement

Old
codes Total

No SEN
record

SEN with
School
action

SEN with
statement

Old
codes Total

                            

City of London 83.3 16.7 0.0 75.3 100.0
 

100.0 1.9

Hackney 68.5 29.4 2.2 0.0 100.0 72.8 25.5 1.7 0.0 100.0

Hammersmith and 
Fulham 66.7

24.1

0.0

75.2

Newham 100.0

77.0

  

0.0 100.0

Barnet 71.6 25.9 2.5 0.0 100.0 78.6 19.8 1.6 0.0 100.0

0.0

12.3

100.0

78.2

 20.1

0.0

24.1

81.4

14.2

0.0 0.0

18.1

80.6

0.0

0.0

0.0 100.0 21.5 3.2 0.0
           

Camden 73.9 23.3 2.8 0.0  73.7 24.4 0.0 100.0

29.3 4.0 0.0 100.0 77.1 20.9 2.0 0.0 100.0

Haringey 74.0 24.2 1.9 0.0 100.0 77.9 20.4 1.7 0.0 100.0

Islington 71.6 26.6 1.9 0.0 100.0 74.7 1.2 0.0 100.0

Kensington and 
Chelsea 76.5 20.9 2.6 0.0 100.0 80.3 17.6 2.1 0.0 100.0

Lambeth 71.4 26.4 2.2 100.0 74.7 24.0 1.3 0.0 100.0

Lewisham 72.3 25.8 2.0 0.0 100.0 23.0 1.8 0.0 100.0

81.2 17.2 1.6 0.0 100.0 81.3 17.8 0.9 0.0

Southwark 72.4 24.8 2.8 0.0 100.0 77.8 20.2 2.0 0.0 100.0

Tower Hamlets 77.7 19.7 2.6 0.0 100.0 19.6 3.4 0.0 100.0

Wandsworth 70.7 26.9 2.4 0.0 100.0 75.6 22.8 1.6 0.0 100.0

Westminster 72.6 24.4 3.0 0.0 100.0 75.0 22.8 2.3 0.0 100.0
          

Barking and 
Dagenham 81.0 16.5 2.4 0.0 100.0 85.2 12.9 1.9

Bexley 77.8 19.8 2.4 0.0 100.0 80.8 17.4 1.8 0.0 100.0

Brent 75.7 22.8 1.5 0.0 100.0 72.3 25.7 2.0 100.0

Bromley 78.9 17.9 3.2 0.0 100.0 85.9 1.8 0.0 100.0

Croydon 79.2 19.5 1.2 0.0  84.7 14.6 0.7 0.0 100.0

Ealing 77.8 20.5 1.7 0.0 100.0 80.5 18.3 1.2 0.0 100.0

Enfield 20.1 1.7 0.0 100.0 84.3 14.5 1.2 0.0 100.0

Greenwich 70.4 27.2 2.4 0.0 100.0 78.0 20.2 1.8 0.0 100.0

Harrow 77.5 20.4 2.2 0.0 100.0 78.1 1.8 0.0 100.0

Havering 85.6 12.5 1.9 0.0 100.0 89.1 10.1 0.8 0.0 100.0

Hillingdon 79.4 18.5 2.0 100.0 83.3 15.1 1.6 0.0 100.0

Hounslow 73.5 2.4 0.0 100.0 80.7 17.8 1.5 0.0 100.0

Kingston 79.6 18.4 2.1 0.0 100.0 84.1 14.8 1.1 0.0 100.0

Merton 76.0 21.5 2.6 0.0 100.0 17.1 1.5 0.0 100.0

Redbridge 82.5 15.7 1.8 0.0 100.0 84.9 1.0 0.0 100.0

Richmond 83.0 14.6 2.5 100.0 86.2 11.9 1.9 100.0

Sutton 79.5 2.4 0.0 100.0 82.3 16.3 1.4 0.0 100.0

Waltham Forest 70.4 27.8 1.8 0.0 100.0 80.7 18.5 0.8 0.0 100.0
            

Other 82.1 15.7 2.2 0.0 100.0 18.0 1.4 0.0 100.0

No postcode match 71.9 25.0 2.7 0.3 100.0 75.8 22.3 1.7 0.2 100.0
            

Inner London 73.9 23.8 2.2 0.0 100.0 76.0 22.1 1.8 0.0 100.0

Outer London 77.7 20.3 2.1 0.0 100.0 81.6 16.9 1.5 100.0
            

Greater London 76.4 21.5 2.1 0.0 100.0 79.4 19.0 1.6 0.0 100.0
            

All LPD 76.3 21.5 2.1 0.0 100.0 79.3 19.1 1.6 100.0
                       Source: 2003 LPD. Pupils are grouped in terms of where they lived, rather than where they attended school. 
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A71.  Percentage of pupils aged 11-15 with and without SEN, by school type and home
LEA, 2003, London Pupil Dataset 
                                   

 Community  and VC schools 
Voluntary Aided or Foundation School, CTC or City 

Academy 
                     

Pupil grouped 
home LEA - 
postcode-based 

No SEN
record

SEN with
School
action

SEN with
statement

Old
codes Total

No SEN
record

SEN with
School
action

SEN with
statement

Old
codes Total

                            

City of London 100.0

76.5

4.0 0.0

28.0

100.0
 

85.3

2.4

10.7

100.0

17.1 0.0 100.0

Harrow 77.5 19.3 3.2 0.0 100.0

  

Inner London 

 

13.4
 

90.6 9.4 0.0 0.0 100.0 73.2 22.0 4.9 0.0
            

Camden 69.4 25.6 4.9 0.0 100.0 19.5 4.0 0.0 100.0

Hackney 69.3 28.0 2.6 0.0 100.0 81.3 16.5 2.1 0.0 100.0

Hammersmith 
and Fulham 69.9 27.2 2.9 0.0 100.0 79.9 16.9 3.2 0.0 100.0

Haringey 71.3 26.2 2.6 0.0 100.0 81.8 16.9 1.3 0.0 100.0

Islington 74.1 22.3 3.6 0.0 100.0 79.2 17.7 3.1 0.0 100.0

Kensington and 
Chelsea 69.1 28.0 2.9 0.0 100.0 81.2 16.0 2.9 0.0 100.0

Lambeth 64.4 32.2 3.4 0.0 100.0 81.3 16.3 2.4 0.0 100.0

Lewisham 77.2 19.9 3.0 0.0 100.0 82.0 15.4 2.6 0.0 100.0

Newham 75.0 20.9 100.0 86.0 11.9 2.1 0.0 100.0

Southwark 71.2 25.1 3.7 0.0 100.0 80.1 17.1 2.8 0.0 100.0

Tower Hamlets 76.0 19.2 4.8 0.0 100.0 86.6 10.6 2.8 0.0 100.0

Wandsworth 69.5 2.5 0.0 100.0 77.8 19.9 2.3 0.0 100.0

Westminster 78.8 17.7 3.5 0.0 100.0 80.9 15.3 3.8 0.0
           

Barking and 
Dagenham 80.3 16.5 3.2 0.0 100.0 13.0 1.7 0.0 100.0

Barnet 72.4 24.1 3.5 0.0 100.0 84.5 12.7 2.8 0.0 100.0

Bexley 81.8 15.9 0.0 100.0 86.3 11.5 2.2 0.0 100.0

Brent 77.2 20.3 2.6 0.0 100.0 82.1 15.0 2.9 0.0 100.0

Bromley 74.1 22.7 3.2 0.0 100.0 85.3 11.7 2.9 0.0 100.0

Croydon 76.0 22.4 1.6 0.0 100.0 88.1 1.2 0.0 100.0

Ealing 68.7 28.7 2.5 0.0 100.0 81.1 17.0 1.8 0.0 100.0

Enfield 74.4 23.0 2.6 0.0 100.0 85.1 13.3 1.6 0.0

Greenwich 72.8 24.0 3.3 0.0 100.0 80.5 2.5

 91.2 7.1 1.6 0.0 100.0

Havering 86.7 9.5 3.8 0.0 100.0 93.0 5.9 1.1 0.0 100.0

Hillingdon 77.3 18.5 4.2 0.0 100.0 86.8 10.4 2.8 0.0 100.0

Hounslow 74.9 21.4 3.7 0.0 100.0 84.8 12.9 2.3 0.0 100.0

Kingston 85.2 13.0 1.8 0.0 100.0 82.7 15.8 1.4 0.0 100.0

Merton 76.9 19.8 3.3 0.0 100.0 90.2 8.1 1.7 0.0 100.0

Redbridge 83.5 14.4 2.1 0.0 100.0 86.2 12.4 1.4 0.0 100.0

Richmond 86.4 10.0 3.6 0.0 100.0 85.4 12.3 2.3 0.0 100.0

Sutton 81.6 14.5 3.9 0.0 100.0 90.5 8.1 1.4 0.0 100.0

Waltham Forest 74.4 22.8 2.8 0.0 100.0 85.3 13.2 1.6 0.0 100.0
            

Other 86.3 11.8 1.9 0.0 100.0 90.5 8.4 1.1 0.0 100.0
No postcode 
match 66.1 25.8 4.2 3.9 100.0 77.8 17.0 2.5 2.7 100.0
          

72.7 23.7 3.5 0.0 100.0 81.1 16.4 2.6 0.0 100.0

Outer London 77.9 19.1 3.0 0.0 100.0 85.8 12.1 2.1 0.0 100.0
           

Greater London 76.1 20.7 3.2 0.0 100.0 84.4 2.2 0.0 100.0
           

All LPD 75.9 20.8 3.2 0.1 100.0 84.4 13.3 2.2 0.1 100.0
                       Source: 2003 LPD. Pupils are grouped in terms of where they lived, rather than where they attended school. 
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A72. Number of pupils in the first year of secondary schooling in January 2003, and the 
number with summer 2002 key stage 2 test records in English, mathematics and 
science, London Pupil Dataset  
               Number of pupils

 aged 11 attending

 a maintained school in Number of pupils aged 11 in 2003 with matching

 

matched 2002 record)

2003 (with or without 2002 pupil record 

Pupil grouped with KS2 with KS2 with KS2

home LEA, resident in each English mathematics science

postcode-based Borough Total record record record
       

Camden 1,338 1,237 1,215 1,214

2,029 1,997

Hammersmith and Fulham 1,076 986

Lambeth 2,521 2,323 2,292 2,292 2,292

Southwark 

2,414

843

1,213

Hackney 2,207 1,988 1,998

 1,000 991 992

Haringey 2,383 2,213 2,166 2,166 2,162

Islington 1,724 1,630 1,580 1,590 1,590

Kensington and Chelsea 611 576 571 570 570

Lewisham 2,883 2,662 2,601 2,615 2,617

Newham 3,576 3,335 3,275 3,274 3,257

2,583 2,372 2,333 2,341 2,340

Tower Hamlets  2,098 2,061 2,066 2,064

Wandsworth 1,764 1,640 1,609 1,617 1,615

Westminster 923 828 832 830
       
Barking and Dagenham 2,348 2,223 2,184 2,187

2,516

2,876

2,709

2,178

Barnet 3,049 2,816 2,791 2,738 2,796

Bexley 3,166 3,002 2,936 2,936 2,933

Brent 2,840 2,531 2,501 2,502 2,501

Bromley 3,322 3,076 3,035 3,028 2,996

Croydon 4,345 4,011 3,941 3,955 3,943

Ealing 3,225 3,011 2,958 2,961 2,963

Enfield 3,550 3,340 3,299 3,302 3,306

Greenwich 2,732 2,594 2,538 2,530

Harrow 2,500 2,354 2,324 2,329 2,327

Havering 3,026 2,907 2,881 2,874

Hillingdon 3,095 2,921 2,882 2,886 2,890

Hounslow 2,546 2,400 2,361 2,364 2,358

Kingston upon Thames 1,459 1,336 1,321 1,320 1,320

Merton 1,662 1,535 1,507 1,491 1,508

Redbridge 3,249 2,983 2,929 2,934 2,939

Richmond upon Thames 1,162 1,113 1,103 1,103 1,103

Sutton 2,229 2,075 2,049 2,049 2,048

Waltham Forest 2,931 2,781 2,728 2,729
       
Other LEA 2,552 327 321 323 323
       
Inner London* 

52,436

26,003 23,958 23,510 23,567 23,533

Outer London  49,009 48,246 48,206 48,244
       
Greater London* 78,439 72,967 71,756 71,773 71,777
       
Total 81,003 73,299 72,081 72,100 72,104
                     
Source: merged 2002 and 2003 London Pupil Datasets. Pupils are grouped in terms of where they lived, rather than where they 
attended school. 

* This table excludes pupils who lived in the City of London     
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A73. Pupils attending secondary schools in 2003 who achieved nationally expected levels in 
2002 key stage 2 tests, by pupil home borough and by whether the secondary school 
attended was or was not its own admission authority, London Pupil Dataset  
                  

  
% with key stage 2 final test levels at the nationally expected level (level 4+) at the end of primary 

schooling in 2002 
                          
 KS2 English   KS2 maths  KS2 science  
               

Pupil grouped home LEA - postcode-
based 

Community and
VC schools

VA or
Foundation

schools, CTC or
City Academy

Community and
VC school

VA or
Foundation

schools, CTC or
City Academy

Community and
VC school

VA or
Foundation

schools, CTC or
City Academy

                   
Camden 69.2 79.6 64.5 77.5 83.3 89.4
Hackney 60.6 72.2 62.3 69.5 74.1 83.0
Hammersmith and Fulham 67.1 85.9 71.4 83.2 84.4 93.1
Haringey 60.9

92.9

74.9

78.0

89.5
87.8

75.5

67.9

77.8
Richmond upon Thames 

77.9

85.8
 

 
67.8

70.5 62.3 74.2 73.4 83.6
Islington 61.3 78.2 60.3 74.8 79.0 87.2
Kensington and Chelsea 72.7 83.7 75.0 78.5 89.4
Lambeth 54.4 77.1 55.9 75.3 73.8 87.4
Lewisham 63.6 79.6 59.7 76.5 79.6 88.0
Newham 61.9 72.8 65.9  79.2 86.3
Southwark 57.1 75.7 52.5 72.0 69.6 85.8
Tower Hamlets 66.2 78.2 66.6 69.3 82.4 84.4
Wandsworth 60.8  59.4 77.0 75.5 86.2
Westminster 68.2 84.1 70.1 80.6 82.0 92.6
         
Barking and Dagenham 67.7 81.2 71.3 78.6 86.6
Barnet 75.9 85.7 70.8 85.1 92.9
Bexley 78.0 71.6 77.7 84.1 88.2
Brent 65.1 75.9 62.4 78.2 78.2 86.9
Bromley 71.9 82.9 66.9 79.7 80.2 89.8
Croydon 65.0 81.7 62.2 79.0 80.2 89.5
Ealing 65.9 79.2 67.5 77.8 81.0 90.5
Enfield 68.8 81.3 68.4 83.7 82.8 91.4
Greenwich 63.9 78.8 61.9 77.0 79.2 88.2
Harrow 75.0 91.1 74.6 88.3 87.4 94.8
Havering 74.5 90.0 74.0 87.7 88.4 96.0
Hillingdon 66.5 80.7 71.1 78.4 84.7 91.6
Hounslow 67.5 90.2 88.5 83.9 95.6
Kingston upon Thames 78.5 83.0 74.4 81.8 89.4 90.4
Merton 68.9 87.6 63.4 81.6 82.9 92.1
Redbridge 78.5 75.9 76.7 88.0 88.5

81.9 93.4 80.6 91.0 93.3 96.7
Sutton 74.1 92.0 71.5 88.2 88.6 97.0
Waltham Forest 62.7 79.8 61.4 79.4 91.1

         
Other LEA 80.3 88.4 75.2  89.8 94.7
        
Inner London* 62.3 77.3 62.6 75.0 77.9 87.0
Outer London 70.8 82.3 69.4 80.7 84.5 90.9
         
Greater London* 67.8 80.8 67.0 79.0 82.2 89.7
        
Total 80.8 67.0 79.1 82.2 89.7
                           
Source: merged 2002 and 2003 London Pupil Datasets. The tables refers to where pupils live and not to the LEAs in which they attend 
school. 
* This table excludes pupils who lived in the City of London. 
Local authorities are the admissions authority for community and voluntary controlled schools. Voluntary aided and foundation  
schools, (City) Academies and City Technology Colleges are their own admissions authorities. 

 Ethnicity and Attainment in Schools                                            156                                         DMAG Briefing 2005/31 



A74. 2002 'key stage 2 advantage' of pupils attending schools in 2003 which 
were their own admissions authority, London Pupil Dataset 
  

Pupil grouped home LEA - postcode-
based  

VA or
Foundation

schools, CTC
or City

Academy ks2
English

advantage

VA or
Foundation

schools, CTC
or City

Academy ks2
mathematics

advantage

VA or
Foundation

schools, CTC
or City

Academy ks2
science

advantage
                     
Camden  10.4 13.0 6.1
Hackney  11.6 7.2 8.9
Hammersmith and Fulham  18.8 11.8 8.6

16.0

19.5

10.7

Haringey  9.6 11.9 10.2
Islington  16.9 14.6 8.2
Kensington and Chelsea  10.9 3.5 3.6
Lambeth  22.7 19.4 13.6
Lewisham   16.8 8.4
Newham  10.9 8.9 7.1
Southwark  18.6  16.2
Tower Hamlets  11.9 2.8 2.0
Wandsworth  17.2 17.6 
Westminster  15.9 10.6 10.6
       
Barking and Dagenham 

 

Harrow  
 

1.0
18.2

Redbridge  0.8 
11.4

Waltham Forest 18.0
  

 13.5 7.2 2.9
Barnet 9.8 14.3 5.1
Bexley  2.5 6.1 4.2
Brent  10.8 15.8 8.7
Bromley  11.0 12.8 9.6
Croydon  16.7 16.8 9.3
Ealing  13.3 10.3 9.6
Enfield  12.5 15.2 8.6
Greenwich  15.0 15.1 9.0

16.1 13.7 7.4
Havering 15.5 13.7 7.5
Hillingdon  14.1 7.4 6.9
Hounslow  22.7 20.6 11.7
Kingston upon Thames  4.5 7.4 
Merton  18.7  9.2

0.7 0.5
Richmond upon Thames   10.4 3.3
Sutton  17.9 16.7 8.4

 17.1  13.2
     

Other LEA  8.1 10.6 5.0
       
Inner London*  15.0 12.5 9.0
Outer London  11.5 11.3 6.4
       
Greater London*  13.0 12.0 7.5
       
Total  13.0 12.0 7.5
                
Source: merged 2002 and 2003 London Pupil Datasets. The tables refers to where pupils live and not to the LEAs in which 
they attend school. 
* This table excludes pupils who lived in the City of London. 
Local authorities are the admissions authority for community and voluntary controlled schools. Voluntary aided 
and foundation schools, (City) Academies and City Technology Colleges are their own admissions authorities. 
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Appendix B  Measures of educational attainment 
 
This section outlines key features of pupil assessments in England for those new to the field. It 
also points to some of the strengths and limitations of work focussing on test scores and public 
examination results, and indicates other approaches to understanding education outcomes. 
 
The national curriculum has to be taught in all maintained schools, and is organized in three main 
key stages. It consists of eight levels, and a child is expected to move up by one level over 
approximately two years. Additionally, the majority of pupils in England are expected to reach 
particular levels of attainment, measured through national curriculum tests and teacher 
assessments by the end of each key stage. These are shown in Table B1.  
 
Schools have an element of discretion in placing a pupil in a class where the majority of children 
are of a different age. The link between age and national curriculum year group does not always 
follow the sequence in table 6; some pupils will be ‘out of (their) year’ group.  
 
What is sometimes referred to as key stage 4 covers the final two years of compulsory schooling, 
and assessments differ from those at earlier key stages.  At the end of key stage 4 assessments are 
in the form of public examinations, with results given in grades, rather than in national curriculum 
levels. However, it has been central government’s intention that at least 50 per cent of pupils will 
achieve five of more higher-grade passes at GCSE, or their equivalent, by 2002. This is taken here 
as the ‘nationally expected level’ for key stage 4. 
 
The way in which public examination results are reported for schools differs from the way in which 
key stage tests are reported. The national public examination performance tables, introduced in 
1992, calculate the number of pupils gaining five or more higher grade passes in the General 
Certificate of Secondary Education (GCSE) as a percentage of all pupils aged 15 at the start of the 
school year, including those not entered for public examinations. The percentage of pupils gaining 
expected levels in nationally curriculum tests at key stages 1 to 3 are calculated nationally from 
the number in the national curriculum year group, rather than in the whole age group. 
 
Problems with some of the computing software supplied to schools in 2002 mean that the records 
of pupils’ national curriculum year group are unreliable for that year, and it is not yet possible to 
determine whether some groups of pupils are more likely than others to have been placed ‘out of 
year’, and not assessed with other pupils of the same age. This might usefully be reviewed in the 
future, as and when data become available.  
 
What is sometimes referred to as key stage 5 is post-compulsory education in schools, with pupils 
taking courses such as the General Certificate of Education Advanced level (GCE A level).  
 
School performance tables use threshold measures and point scores to report pupil attainment. A 
threshold measures simply reports the percentage of pupils who have reached or surpassed a 
particular level of attainment. A well-known example is the percentage of pupils who have 
achieved five or more higher grade passes in the General Certificate of Secondary Education. 
Others are the percentage of pupils reaching nationally expected levels in key stage 1, 2 and 3 
tests or teacher assessments. While the nationally expected levels have their origins in 
educationalists’ decisions about what children should be expected to know at different points in 
their school career, it is not clear why five or more higher grade passes at GCSE is the national 
benchmark for key stage 4. 
 
GCSE passes at grades A* to C correspond to passes at GCE Ordinary (O) level. The O level 
examination predates the GCSE, and was largely the preserve of selective grammar schools. David 
Gillborn and Caroline Gipps in their 1996 review of ethnicity and education (Recent Research on 
the Achievements of Ethnic Minority Pupils, OfSTED, 1996, page 6) explain the benchmark as 
reflecting “the historical importance of five separate (GCE) ‘O’ level passes as an entry 
requirement for many ‘old’ universities.” If so, it reflects practice of two decades ago, which 
related to a small minority of pupils.  
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B1. Pupil age, national curriculum year groups, and the level of attainment expected for 
the majority of pupils at each key stage 
 

                
Key Stage Foundation Stage Stage 1 Stage 2 Stage 3 Stage 4 

‘Stage 5’ 
(6th form) 

                                
Pupil age at 
start of 
school year 

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 

                
National 
curriculum 
year group 

(Nursery 
class) 

(Reception 
class)  

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 

                

Expected 
national 
curriculum 
level of 
study 

 

 1 to 5 2 to 5 3 to 7 

To GCSE 
level or 

equivalent 
in 5+ 

subjects 

- 

                
Nationally 
expected 
level of 
attainment 
for the 
majority of 
pupils 

 

 2 4 5 or 6** 

5 higher 
grade (A* to 

C) GCSE 
passes or 

equivalent 

- 

                
** It is DfES practice to treat level 5 as the benchmark for key stage 3.  
 
 
It is not clear whether ‘5 A*-C grades’ actually is a real threshold point, in the sense that the 
majority reaching that level of attainment are then more likely to take one route rather than 
another through education system. Section 8 provides provisional information suggesting that 
achieving five higher-grade passes at GCSE is not a threshold point, either in terms of pupils 
staying on in the school system, or in terms of the likelihood of young people staying on to take 
three or more GCE ‘A’ levels. Despite this, the ‘percentage achieving 5+ A*-C grades’ measure has 
a value as a marker in reviews of equality and inequality of attainment, and this is acknowledged 
in section 9. More importantly, the measure does not reflect the full range of attainment of all 
children in schools. 
 
Secondary school performance tables also report average point scores, where points have been 
allocated to a particular grade.  An A* grade, for example receives eight points, while an A grade 
receives 7, a B grade 6, a C grade 5 and so on. Totalling GCSE point scores takes account of the 
full range of pupils’ attainment in a way that threshold measures do not, and they are used in that 
way in section 9. Point scores can also be attributed to key stage assessment results, but are not 
reported in national performance tables, which rely instead on threshold measures.  
 
As the references shown on page s 70 and 71 the main report indicate, evidence on attainment 
has been of interest to policy makers in central government. Reports for the Treasury, the Cabinet 
Office and the National Audit Office have aimed to explain, rather than simply describe, 
disadvantage, and have used multivariate versions of regression analysis, such as multi-level 
modelling. At LEA level, the focus has been on using research and statistics to secure school 
improvement. That work put a premium on the immediacy of information in terms of accessibility 
and timing. Local authority analyses of pupil assessments are delivered within days or weeks of 
results becoming available, rather than the months or years that can elapse between data 
collection and reporting in academic research (for an example of a wider LEA review, see Jan 
McKenley, Chris Power, Louise Ishani and Feyisa Demie Raising Achievement of Black Caribbean 
Pupils: Good Practice in Lambeth Schools Lambeth Council 2003). 
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For some, the concentration on key stage test results and public examination results, of the type 
shown in this report, should either be balanced by, or replaced with, other approaches. Learning 
takes place in a wide variety of contexts. It takes place in the family, peer groups, interest groups, 
and political parties, as well as via the mass media and through agencies such as museums and 
libraries. No one is born with a White (or a Black) identity already fully in place. Assessments of 
what has been learned can also be carried out in a wide variety of ways. Further, there are many 
educational outcomes other than results in key stages assessments, and a number of these, such 
as attendance at school and behaviour, have been standard fare in school effectiveness research 
for many years (Also see Tom Sculler, John Preston, Cathie Hammond, Angela Brassett-Grundy 
and John Bynner (eds) The Benefits of Learning. The impact of education on health, family life 
and social capital RoutledgeFarmer 2004). Additionally, work by John MacBeath and others in the 
mid-1990’s confirmed that parents and pupils attach a high priority to the quality of home-school 
links and to teacher understanding of pupil needs (see John MacBeath, Brian Boyd, Jim Rand and 
Steve Bell Schools Speak for Themselves. Towards a Framework for Self-Evaluation National 
Union of Teachers, pages 59-63, John MacBeath Schools Must Speak for Themselves Routledge, 
1999. Also see June Wiseman, Philip Roe and Rhian Dent London Challenge: Second Survey of 
Parents and Carers 2004, Department for Education and Skills, 2005 pages 43-51). 
 
However, while acknowledging that there are education outcomes other than public examination 
results, and that parents identify at least some of these as being important, this is not to say that 
parents and pupils regard assessment results as unimportant. It is doubtful whether either parents 
or employers would be willing to return to the situation of a generation ago, when between 40 
and 60 per cent of pupils left schools with no qualifications. The General Certificate of Secondary 
Education (GCSE) examination, introduced in 1987, has extended assessment to all but 
approximately 5 per cent of pupils. A year after the introduction of the General Certificate of 
Secondary Education, the Education Reform Act of 1988 paved the way for the national 
curriculum with its, not universally popular, key stage tests for pupils at ages 7, 11 and 14. There 
were no equivalent national assessments before this, and no guarantee that non-examined 
children would have access to a wide curriculum. Parents and children from that period will 
remember that information on a child’s progress was confined to short, frequently vague, 
sentences in annual school reports (could do better, tries hard but, is progressing well). Those 
reports bear little comparison with the information currently available to parents (and to teachers).  
 
Nonetheless, with the introduction of devolution, both Scotland and Wales now have far less 
comprehensive reporting arrangements than England has. In England itself it is sometimes 
suggested that ‘high stakes’ education tests should be replaced by teacher assessments, based on 
observation of pupil progress over the course of a year. That change has now taken place at key 
stage 1. 
 
There is, however, long-standing research evidence that removing tests can reduce the access of 
lower status (working class) children to higher status education (see Jean Floud and A.H. Halsey, 
Social Class, Intelligence Tests, and Selection for Secondary Schools in A.H. Halsey, Jean Floud 
and C. Arnold Anderson (eds) Education, Economy and Society Free Press 1961, pages 209-215). 
More recently Bill Rammell, the Higher Education Minister has noted that over half grades 
predicted by teachers for A level candidates, and used by universities in deciding whether to offer 
an applicant a place, were wrong. This was especially the case for pupils from poorer families. 
There is also the point made by (some) ethnographers, and referred to below, that teachers see 
Black Caribbean children as an educational problem. It has been suggested that such children are 
at times held back from courses, which test scores suggest they would benefit from. Teacher 
assessments are not necessarily without their limitations.  
 
In reality, national curriculum key stage tests are pointers towards areas where a child’s 
understanding needs to be developed. If that evidence is ignored then a valuable tool is lost, with 
potentially damaging effects on subsequent attainment, and that leads to different life chances 
when young people enter the job market. Young people in London with no or few qualifications 
are particularly likely to face unemployment, while those with higher level qualifications are least 
likely to be in that situation (see Lorna Spence Unemployment in London. An analysis of 2001 

 Ethnicity and Attainment in Schools                                            160                                         DMAG Briefing 2005/31 



Census data DMAG Briefing 2003/26, Gareth Piggott Londoners’ qualifications: Analysis of 2001 
Census data DMAG Briefing 2004/6 and Stephen Machin and Anna Vignoles (eds) What’s the 
Good of Education? The Economics of Education in the UK, Princeton University Press, 2005). In 
short, however played, education is by its nature a high stakes game and raw score results, of the 
type covered in the report, matter.  
 

 

Recent research by the National Foundation for Educational Research compared OfSTED’s ratings 
of secondary schools with pupil achievement at key stage 3 and 4 in light of what might have 
been expected taking background factors into account. Of the judgements made by OfSTED, 
covering themes such as the quality of leadership and management in a school, and the quality of 
teaching, only one area of judgement, that concerned with the quality of pupil behaviour, 
matched actual levels of pupil success, and which some might see as a major measure of how 

In addition to methods of assessing pupils other than the tests referred to in this report, 
qualitative methods exist for gathering and analysing information. For some, quantitative and 
qualitative approaches are philosophically incompatible. For others, the choice between the two is 
a decision about which is the more appropriate tool to use in a particular situation. Either way, 
qualitative analyses are not without their own pitfalls.  
 
In their 1996 report, David Gillborn and Caroline Gipps note interesting conclusions from 
qualitative work based on the direct observation of pupils. This is sometimes referred to as 
ethnography. That work points unequivocally to tension within schools between Black Caribbean 
pupils and teachers. It is not entirely clear from that research how tension arises in the first place. 
However, a contributing factor may be teachers’ view of Black Caribbean children as an 
educational problem.  

A recent source of information on Black Children’s attitudes is provided by Helen Addams and 
Mike Johnson’s report London Challenge: Surveys of Pupils and Teachers 2004, DfES, 2005). 
Negative attitudes about education exist amongst all groups of children, but appear to be more 
common amongst Black pupils. Black boys in the first year of secondary schooling were less likely 
than others to plan to stay on in school in the 6th form. Black boys were more likely to report that 
they deliberately missed lessons and were more likely to wish to be at another school. They were 
least likely to believe that their school was a good school or that teachers were respected. We 
might suppose that this reflects a discontent within the Black community with maintained 
secondary schools in London, which either fuels under-achievement or is a realistic response to a 
poor quality service which itself generates under-achievement.  
 
However, parents’ and carers’ attitudes are not entirely consistent with that view. The survey of 
their attitudes, also carried out for London Challenge (June Wiseman, Philip Roe, Rhian Dent 
London Challenge: Second Survey of Parents and Carers, 2004 DfES 2005) concludes that parents 
‘from a Black or mixed heritage background …. were more likely to be satisfied with their local 
secondary or middle school than White parents’. Additionally ‘In terms of satisfaction with state 
secondary schooling throughout London …. Black parents and carers were most satisfied ….’ 
(London Challenge: Second Survey of Parents and Carers page 21). There are clear problems in 
assuming that the attitudes identified in qualitative research, based on a limited number of 
individuals, are representative of the wider group. We also need to recognise that the relationship 
between attitudes, as revealed by qualitative research, and actual behaviour may well be anything 
but straightforward. This is not simply a problem for those who are new to an area, and who might 
be expected to jump the gun when drawing conclusions from qualitative, observation-based, 
studies. 
 
The Office for Standards in Education (OfSTED) provides another case of the potential problems 
of qualitative judgements about education. OfSTED is responsible for school inspections, at an 
annual cost of £150 million in 1997-98 cash terms (see page 14, DfES Statistics of Education 
04/03). School inspectors have access to a range of contextual statistics before visiting schools, 
but ultimately inspection relies on observation and the professional judgements of experienced 
educationalists. 
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successful a school is. (see Tom Benton, Dougal Hutchinson, Ian Schagen and Emma Scott, Study 
of the Performance of Maintained Secondary Schools in England. Report for the National Audit 
Office NfER November 2003, pages 44-50). How good a school was, objectively speaking and 
taking background factors into account, was not reflected in the observation-based judgements of 
experienced OfSTED inspectors.  
 
Attitudinal surveys, however carried out, need to be viewed with caution, both in terms of making 
assumptions about links between attitudes and behaviour and in terms of generalising from 
conclusions based on evidence from one group to assumptions about the views of a wider groups. 
Focus group-type surveys of young people’s attitudes can provide a useful insight into ‘hard to 
quantify’ educational outcomes, but their results are more convincing when triangulated with 
quantitative analysis of more objective measures, such as the type of assessment results presented 
in this report.  
 
Nonetheless, there may be a point to be learned from the ethnographers’ contention that teachers 
tend to pre-judge Black Caribbean pupils as an ‘educational problem’. Evidence presented in this 
report points to high levels of attainment by Black pupils in (some) London schools. Taking the 
percentage of pupils reaching nationally expected levels in key stage tests or at GCSE as a starting 
point, can lead to the conclusion that Black Caribbean pupils are less likely than other pupils to 
have high levels of attainment. That observation is statistically correct. However, that observation 
may lead to the conclusion that Black Caribbean children all have low levels of attainment. That 
statement is statistically incorrect, and the report has pointed to the incidence of high levels of 
attainment amongst all ethnic groups.  
 
The ethnographers’ conclusion that negative preconceptions about a whole group can inhibit 
progress might be relevant at this point. Shorthand average performance measures, such as the 
percentage of pupils gaining five of more higher grade passes at GCSE, need to be used in a way 
that does not lead to inaccurate conclusions or the stereotyping of all pupils in individual ethnic 
groups.  
 
School effectiveness research provides a further body of evidence on attainment in schools. In 
some cases that research links analyses of attainment in tests and public examinations with 
analyses of other educational outcomes such as pupil behaviour. A key finding in early school 
effectiveness research was that schools differed in their effectiveness with broadly similar groups 
of pupils (see Michael Rutter, Barbara Maughan, Peter Mortimore and Janet Ouston Fifteen 
Thousand Hours. Secondary Schools and their effects on Children, Open Books). Educational 
effectiveness can also vary between departments in the same school. 
 
School effectiveness* research takes pupil and school characteristics into account, using 
multivariate statistical techniques. This report focuses mainly, but not exclusively on pupil 
characteristics and pupil outcomes. Tables A67 to A73 provide a reminder that school 
effectiveness research has a point, and that what schools do needs to be taken into account in 
evaluating education outcomes for pupils.  
 
 
 
 
The published material on school effectiveness is extensive, usually contains references to pupil progress by ethnicity, but generally 
does not take ethnicity as its central concern. See, for example,  
John MacBeath and Peter Mortimore (eds) Improving School Effectiveness, Open University Press 2001 
Peter Mortimore, Pamela Sammons, Louise Stoll, David Lewis and Russell Ecob School Matters. The Junior Years reprinted by Paul 
Chapman Publishing 1995 
Peter Mortimore The Road to Improvement. Reflections on School Effectiveness Swets and Zeitlinger 1998 
Pam Sammons, Josh Hillman, Peter Mortimore Key characteristics of Effective Schools. A review of school effectiveness research A 
report by the Institute of Education for the Office for Standards in Education, OfSTED 1995 
Pam Sammons School Effectiveness. Coming of Age in the Twenty-First Century Swets and Zeitlinger 1999 
Also see Kathy Sylva, Edward Melhuish, Pam Sammons, Iram Siraj-Blatchford and Brenda Taggart The Final Report: Effective Pre-
School Education Technical Paper 12, The Effective Provision of Pre-School Education (EPPE) Project, London University Institute of 
Education, 2004) 
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Appendix C. Attainment in socio-economic status. Information from the 1991 and 2001 
national census 
 
Work on the statistical association between educational attainment and parental socio-economic 
status is extensive, though much of it dates back some years. Children from the most socially 
advantaged households tend to have the highest levels of attainment, and children from the least 
advantaged households tend to have the lowest levels of attainment. Those with an intermediate 
socio-economic status tend to have intermediate levels of educational attainment. The 
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development’s Programme for International Student 
Assessment (OECD PISA) provides a recent example of work which includes these considerations, 
and gives data for 32 countries, including the United Kingdom 
 
Table C1 reproduces data from PISA on average scores in mathematical competency tests for 
young people aged 15, ranked in terms of family wealth, and taken from a wider study of 
competencies in reading, mathematics and science in 2000. There is a consistent association, 
across the 32 countries between level of advantage and average level of attainment. The OECD 
raises a major point relevant to our understanding of inequality in educational attainment. A 
simple dichotomous view, in which disadvantaged pupils tend to under-achieve while other pupils 
do not, would be misleading. There are intermediate groups, which would not necessarily be 
considered to be socially disadvantaged to the point of being at risk of social exclusion, but which 
nonetheless do not have high levels of attainment. Policies aimed at improving education would 
need to take their position into account.  
 
The National Pupil Dataset does not include information on parents’ socio-economic status, 
though this was collected in the past by the Inner London Education Authority’s Research and 
Statistics Branch, and arguably should be collected in the future. One, albeit imperfect, way of 
filling the existing gap, and in a way which identifies intermediate status pupils, is to use 
information about the neighbourhoods in which young people live as a proxy measure of level of 
pupil social advantage. The national census in 1991 and in 2001 contains that type of information. 
 
There are, however, at least four actual or potential problems with this approach.  
 

 

__________________________________________________________________________________ 

The neighbourhood effect 
 
The composition of a school can have an effect on individual pupil’s level of educational 
attainment. In the same way the social composition of a neighbourhood may also have an 
independent effect, in which socially different individuals conform to the majority norm through a 
process of conversion by conversation.* Using information about neighbourhoods to provide 
estimates of individual pupil’s socio-economic position in an analysis of educational attainment 
might miss the point. It is possible that what is being measured is the impact of neighbourhood 
rather than the impact of the individual pupil’s SES. One solution would be to use pupil level data 
on, for example, parental occupation, in conjunction with neighbourhood level data in order to 
disentangle the effects of the two. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

* See, for example, Ron Johnston, Kelvin Jones, Rebecca Sarker, Simon Burgess, Carol Propper, and Anne Bolster, Party 
support and neighbourhood effect: spatial polarisation of the British electorate, 1991-2001, ESRC Research Methods 
Programme. Working Paper number 4) 
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C1. Performance on the mathematical literacy scale. 15 year olds group in 
quartiles based on family wealth in 12 countries (1st quartile is most wealthy) 

 
Fourth  
quartile 

Third 
quartile 

Second 
quartile  First quartile 

 
Mean
score S.E.*

Mean
score S.E.*

Mean
score S.E.*

Mean
score S.E.*

Australia 514 (4.9)  532 (5.1)  539 (5.2)  551 (5.8)
Austria 499 (4.9)  512 (4.0)  524 (3.6)  526 (4.0)
Belgium 499 (7.1)  520 (4.9)  535 (4.2)  530 (4.5)
Canada 514 (2.4)  535 (2.1)  542 (2.2)  544 (2.2)
Czech Republic 473 (4.0)  495 (4.6)  508 (4.3)  515 (4.5)
Denmark 498 (4.3)  507 (3.7)  526 (4.2)  530 (4.3)
Finland 524 (4.3)  532 (4.0)  539 (3.5)  552 (3.8)
France 491 (5.3)  515 (3.6)  527 (4.0)  538 (3.7)
Germany 456 (5.5)  491 (4.3)  500 (4.2)  513 (4.0)
Greece 427 (6.9)  437 (7.4)  451 (6.9)  475 (8.6)
Hungary 458 (6.2)  473 (5.3)  504 (5.3)  518 (5.9)
Iceland 523 (4.2)  517 (4.1)  515 (4.7)  508 (4.2)
Ireland 482 (3.9)  496 (4.4)  509 (4.1)  528 (4.0)
Italy 441 (4.5)  456 (4.4)  459 (5.1)  473 (4.4)
Japan 551 (6.4)  555 (7.2)  564 (5.7)  566 (7.0)
Korea 523 (4.6)  547 (3.6)  552 (4.9)  566 (5.0)
Luxembourg 410 (4.9)  446 (4.6)  459 (4.3)  473 (4.2)
Mexico 363 (4.6)  370 (4.4)  388 (4.3)  429 (6.6)
New Zealand 511 (5.8)  537 (5.0)  544 (5.1)  560 (4.6)
Norway 488 (4.4)  505 (4.4)  501 (5.1)  506 (5.1)
Poland 447 (6.8)  467 (6.5)  490 (7.1)  487 (8.1)
Portugal 412 (5.0)  445 (5.5)  470 (4.3)  490 (5.3)
Spain 456 (4.1)  471 (4.7)  485 (4.4)  496 (4.2)
Sweden 493 (4.3)  510 (4.2)  516 (4.8)  522 (3.7)
Switzerland 510 (6.2)  537 (5.6)  536 (5.1)  536 (7.3)
United Kingdom 509 (4.1)  529 (4.5)  537 (3.2)  548 (4.3)
United States 439 (8.1)  489 (8.2)  511 (7.9)  538 (7.0)
OECD total 468 (3.0)   494 (2.3)   508 (2.2)   524 (2.2)
Country average 478 (1.1)   497 (1.0)   509 (1.0)   519 (1.0)
Brazil 297 (5.4) 316 (4.5) 335 (5.2) 391 (8.3)
Latvia 444 (8.1)  458 (5.6)  469 (5.9)  483 (7.1)
Liechtenstein 505 (16.2) 515 (15.3) 523 (16.5) 513 (14.5)
Russian Federation 462 (8.2) 474 (5.8) 484 (6.3) 495 (4.6)
Netherlands 561 (7.5)  574 (5.4)  556 (5.9)  564 (7.0)
Source: Web tables associated with PISA 2000 Knowledge and Skills for Life . PISA is the Programme for International 
 Student Assessment organised by the Organisation for Economic Development and Co-operation. 
* SE is standard error, which is a measure of the margin of error which should be allowed for in the average (mean) 
score.   
 
 
 
The ecological fallacy 
 
Some individuals may be atypical of the area in which they live. The majority of those employed in 
a particular neighbourhood may well be employed in professional occupations, but this does not 
mean that everyone is. To assume that they are (and this is the ecological fallacy) may well 
produce misleading analyses. The more diverse an area actually is, the greater the risk of the 
ecological fallacy and, in London at least, the larger the area the greater the risk of the diversity. 
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This appendix sets out what has been done in recognition of the risks of the ecological fallacy, and 
by way of attempts to reduce its effects.   
 
 
Diversity in London and the limited number of single class areas 

 

 

 
There are relatively simple statistical tests which can be used to test the strength of association 
between, for example, the percentage of heads of household in professional occupations living in 
an area, and individual pupils’ total GCSE point scores. Equally, there are statistical tests which can 
be used to compare the extent of variation in attainment within a group with the extent of 
variations in attainment between groups. 
 
However, the aim in this report has been to provide an analysis of socio-economic status and 
attainment which is directly comparable with the analysis of differences of attainment within and 
between ethnic groups given in section 9 (and which, like section 9, aims to be accessible to a 
non-statistician). This entails identifying areas in London which are sufficiently socially 
homogenous to allow us, with a reasonable degree of confidence, to attribute a socio-economic 
label to a locally resident child.    
 
In London, children of the wealthiest families are likely to attend independent schools. Areas 
where the majority of households are wealthy will, by definition, be socially homogenous, but will 
contain few pupils with records in the London pupil dataset. Those areas aside, it is open to 
question whether there are a sufficient number of socially homogenous areas in London for a 
socio-economic label to be attached with any degree of confidence to a ‘significant’ number of 
locally resident pupils. Larger geographical areas, such as boroughs, will have a social mix in their 
population, and even smaller areas such as wards may well be socially diverse to the extent that 
knowing their overall characteristics provides an inadequate guide to the characteristics of 
individual households. 

Enumeration districts were the smallest geographical area for which data from the 1991 census 
were organised. These were of unequal size, but in London typically consisted of 150 households. 
Output areas (OAs) were the smallest geographical unit for which data are generally available from 
the 2001 census, and in London typically contained 125 households. The approach taken here has 
been, firstly, to use 1991 census enumeration district data to identify areas where 2/3rd or more of 
heads of household were in professional or managerial occupations, and where 2/3rd or more of 
heads of households were in semi-skilled or unskilled occupations.  This uses Ian McCallum’s 
classification of data, carried out at the then London Research Centre during the 1990’s. 
Information on the numbers of pupils, grouped by ethnicity in the different types of 1991 census 
enumeration districts, is shown in table C2. 
 
In table C2, White pupils form the largest group overall, but there are only 190 White pupils living 
in neighbourhoods where heads of households were mainly engaged in routine or elementary 
occupations.  Because numbers can be small, the subsequent analysis of attainment at GCSE, 
shown in C3, should be read with caution. That said, White pupils living in higher status areas are 
more likely than White pupils living in low status areas to have higher-level 2002 GCSE point 
scores, and White pupils living in low status areas are more likely than White pupils living in high 
status areas to have low-level 2002 GCSE point scores. There is a 39.8 percentage point difference 
in the attainment of White pupils from the two types of area, calculated in the same way that 
differences between the attainment of White pupils and BME pupils are calculated in table 13 in 
the main text. This difference is substantially greater than the percentage difference shown in 
table 13 between the attainment of White pupils and the attainment and pupils in any single 
ethnic group.  

An almost similar pattern holds for Black Caribbean pupils. Black Caribbean pupils in low status 
areas are less likely than Black Caribbean pupils in high status areas to have high-level GCSE point 
scores. Black Caribbean pupils in low status areas are generally more likely than Black Caribbean 
pupils in high status areas to have low-level GCSE point scores. The percentage difference 
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between the attainment of the two Black Caribbean groups is 24.4, which is greater than the 
difference between Black Caribbean pupils and White pupils generally. The numbers of pupils in 
other groups are generally small, and the figures (again) need to be read with caution. However, in 
all cases, differences within ethnic groups between pupils living in high status areas, and pupils 
living in low status areas are greater than the overall differences between White pupils and pupils 
with an ethnic heritage.  
 
Measuring socio-economic status 
 
As with understanding of social class, understanding of socio-economic status (SES) changes over 
time. From the 1960’s to the 1980’s social and political science came to the view that 
characteristics such as level of income, type of home tenure, car ownership, and social affiliations 
could be associated with the individual’s attitudes and behaviour over and above what might be 
explained simply by focussing on an adult’s occupation (for example, see Hilde T. Himmelweit, 
Patrick Humphries and Marianne Jaeger How Voters Decide Open University Press 1985). Ian 
McCallum’s work on 1991 census data, part of which has been used in this report, includes 
measures such as the percentage of heads of household in each census enumeration district 
owning a car, type of housing tenure, and heads’ of households levels of education. All of these 
would have been familiar to political scientists in the 1970’s as potential predictors of behaviour.  
 
If we exclude free school meal entitlement, then occupation is the single measure of socio-
economic status used in this report. The evidence presented in this appendix and in the main part 
of the report confirms that occupation is associated with differential attainment within ethnic 
groups. This is particularly within the White group. However, the report does not claim to have 
done more than point to occupation as having a bearing on attainment in London. The report is 
not informed by a comprehensive, systematic, view of what SES is or how it ‘ties in’ with 
education. As with our understanding of social class, further work is needed.      
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C2 Number of 2002 15 year-olds by ethnicity, and home and school area type. 1991 census enumeration districts 

White
Black

Caribbean
Black

African
Black
Other Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Chinese

Other
Ethnic
Group Unclassified

New (2003)
categories Total

Pupil home enumeration district (ED) 
Low SC 1 or 2 (0.00  to 33.32%) 15,168 2,259 2,924 983 2,611 1,149 1,461 270 2,219 542 1,302 30,888

Mid-range SC 1 or 2 (33.33 to 66.66%) 17,292 1,889 2,022 920 2,452 1,056 962 300 2,033 599 1,365 30,890

High SC 1 or 2 (more than 66.66pc) 4,291 242 258 125 393 153 130 56 429 231 429 6,737

Missing value 2,238 249 332 168 158 82 239 29 220 169 160 4,044

Total 38,989 4,639 5,536 2,196 5,614 2,440 2,792 655 4,901 1,541 3,256 72,559
             
Low SC 4 or 5 (0.00  to 33.32%) 31,548 3,339 3,736 1,600 4,534 1,930 1,595 498 3,686 1,203 2,510 56,179

Mid-range SC 4 or 5 (33.33 to 66.66%) 

 

5,013 1,013 1,404 412 887 415 896 121 953 163 558 11,835

High SC 4 or 5 (more than 66.66pc) 190 38 64 16 35 13 62 7 42 6 28 501

Missing value 2,238 249 332 168 158 82 239 29 220 169 160 4,044

Total 38,989 4,639 5,536 2,196 5,614 2,440 2,792 655 4,901 1,541 3,256 72,559
             
Enumeration district (ED) of school attended            

 

             

 

Low SC 1 or 2 (0.00  to 33.32%) 13,594 1,917 2,418 751 2,177 1,061 1,531 249 1,859 376 417 26,350

Mid-range SC 1 or 2 (33.33 to 66.66%) 15,575 2,129 2,375 1,057 2,580 1,107 1,032 269 2,003 435 1,922 30,484

High SC 1 or 2 (more than 66.66pc) 7,474 556 657 349 541 214 191 106 891 442 843 12,264

Missing value 2,346 37 86 39 316 58 38 31 148 288 74 3,461

Total 38,989 4,639 5,536 2,196 5,614 2,440 2,792 655 4,901 1,541 3,256 72,559

Low SC 4 or 5 (0.00  to 33.32%) 31,876 3,846 4,457 1,892 4,817 2,152 1,781 528 4,149 1,079 2,636 59,213

Mid-range SC 4 or 5 (33.33 to 66.66%) 4,533 737 945 253 470 227 966 91 583 163 546 9,514

High SC 4 or 5 (more than 66.66pc) 234 19 48 12 11 3 7 5 21 11   371

Missing value 2,346 37 86 39 316 58 38 31 148 288 74 3,461

Total 38,989 4,639 5,536 2,196 5,614 2,440 2,792 655 4,901 1,541 3,256 72,559
Source: 2002 LPD and 1991 census 
In 1991, an enumeration district was the smallest geographical unit within which data were collected, and for which data were reported. 
SC1 and SC2 are abbreviations for ‘social class 1’ and ‘social class 2’. Social class 1 refers to those in professional occupations. Social class 2 refers to those in managerial occupations. 
SC4 and SC5 are abbreviations for ‘social class 4’ and ‘social class 5’. Social class 4 refers to those in semiskilled occupations. Social class 5 refers to those in unskilled occupations. The tables uses the percentage of heads of 
household in each social class in each enumeration district to identify areas which are largely high status and areas which are largely low status.  

 Ethnicity and Attainment in Schools                                                                                                    167                                                                                                              DMAG Briefing 2005/31 



C3. Social class differences in attainment, by ethnicity. 2002 GCSE point scores, and 1991 
enumeration districts (EDs).  
                       Number of pupils   Percentage of pupils     

  
GCSE point 
score ranges  Difference  

    

In high SC 1
& 2 (more

than
66.66pc)

EDs

In high SC 4
& 5 (more

than
66.66pc)

EDs
 

in each point
score

group,
high SC1

& SC2

in each point score
group, high SC4

 & SC5
    

Absolute
difference.

                       
White     

  0.0 217 12 5.1 6.3 1.3 1.3

  0.5 - 10.0 123 27 2.9 14.2 11.3 11.3

  10.5 - 20.0 177 28 4.1 14.7 10.6 10.6

  20.5 - 30.0 293 33 6.8 17.4 10.5 10.5

  30.5 - 40.0 488 33 11.4 17.4 6.0 6.0

  40.5 - 50.0 757 31 17.6 16.3 -1.3 1.3

  50.5 - 60.0 911 10 21.2 5.3 -16.0 16.0

  60.5 - 70.0 760 10 17.7 5.3 -12.4 12.4

  70.5 - 80.0 418 5 9.7 2.6 -7.1 7.1

  80.5+ 147 1 3.4 0.5 -2.9 2.9

  Total 4,291 190 100.0 100.0 0.0 79.5
                     
Black Caribbean           

  0.0 18 3 7.4 7.9 0.5 0.5

  0.5 - 10.0 31 1 12.8 2.6 -10.2 10.2

  10.5 - 20.0 32 7 13.2 18.4 5.2 5.2

  20.5 - 30.0 41 10 16.9 26.3 9.4 9.4

  30.5 - 40.0 41 10 16.9 26.3 9.4 9.4

  40.5 - 50.0 42 6 17.4 15.8 -1.6 1.6

  50.5 - 60.0 20 1 8.3 2.6 -5.6 5.6

  60.5 - 70.0 15   6.2 0.0 -6.2 6.2

  70.5 - 80.0 2   0.8 0.0 -0.8 0.8

  80.5+      0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

  Total 242 38 100.0 100.0   48.8
                     
Black African           

  0.0 25 4 9.7 6.3 -3.4 3.4

  0.5 - 10.0 18 3 7.0 4.7 -2.3 2.3

  10.5 - 20.0 34 10 13.2 15.6 2.4 2.4

  20.5 - 30.0 35 10 13.6 15.6 2.1 2.1

  30.5 - 40.0 27 6 10.5 9.4 -1.1 1.1

  40.5 - 50.0 55 18 21.3 28.1 6.8 6.8

  50.5 - 60.0 32 9 12.4 14.1 1.7 1.7

  60.5 - 70.0 23 4 8.9 6.3 -2.7 2.7

  70.5 - 80.0 6   2.3 0.0 -2.3 2.3

  80.5+ 3   1.2 0.0 -1.2 1.2

  Total 258 64 100.0 100.0   25.9
                     Source: 2002 LPD                                                                                                                                                           continued 
Note: total in italics indicates that numbers are too small to be reliable. 
See table 62 for an explanation of the terms ED and SC 1, 2, 4 and 5. 
This table shows, for each ethnic group, the total GCSE point scores of pupils in areas with high proportions of heads of household in professional or 
managerial occupations and the total GCSE point scores of pupils in areas with high proportions of heads of household in semiskilled or unskilled 
occupations. GCSE point scores are compared to show the impact of social class on attainment within ethnic groups. 
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C3 Social Class differences in attainment, by ethnicity, 2002 GCSE point scores, and 1991 
enumeration districts (EDs) , continued 
                        Number of pupils    Percentage of pupils     

  
GCSE point 
score ranges Difference   

    

In high SC 1
& 2 (more

than
66.66pc) EDs

In High SC 4
& 5 (more

than
66.66pc) EDs

  

in each point
score group,

high SC1 & SC2

in each point
score group,

high SC4 & SC5
    

Absolute
difference

                
       

Black Other           

  0.0 11   8.8 0.0 -8.8 8.8

  0.5 - 10.0 5 2 4.0 12.5 8.5 8.5

  10.5 - 20.0 17 1 13.6 6.3 -7.4 7.4

  20.5 - 30.0 13 3 10.4 18.8 8.4 8.4

  30.5 - 40.0 24 1 19.2 6.3 -13.0 13.0

  40.5 - 50.0 21 5 16.8 31.3 14.5 14.5

  50.5 - 60.0 16 1 12.8 6.3 -6.6 6.6

  60.5 - 70.0 13 1 10.4 6.3 -4.2 4.2

  70.5 - 80.0 4 2 3.2 12.5 9.3 9.3

  80.5+ 1   0.8 0.0 -0.8 0.8

  Total 125 16 100.0 100.0   81.2

                      
Indian           

  0.0 15   3.8 0.0 -3.8 3.8

  0.5 - 10.0 4   1.0 0.0 -1.0 1.0

  10.5 - 20.0 7 4 1.8 11.4 9.6 9.6

  20.5 - 30.0 23 5 5.9 14.3 8.4 8.4

  30.5 - 40.0 47 3 12.0 8.6 -3.4 3.4

  40.5 - 50.0 60 11 15.3 31.4 16.2 16.2

  50.5 - 60.0 81 3 20.6 8.6 -12.0 12.0

  60.5 - 70.0 81 6 20.6 17.1 -3.5 3.5

  70.5 - 80.0 51 2 13.0 5.7 -7.3 7.3

  80.5+ 24 1 6.1 2.9 -3.2 3.2

  Total 393 35 100.0 100.0   68.5

                      
Pakistani           

  0.0 10   6.5 0.0 -6.5 6.5

  0.5 - 10.0 2 1 1.3 7.7 6.4 6.4

  10.5 - 20.0 4   2.6 0.0 -2.6 2.6

  20.5 - 30.0 16 1 10.5 7.7 -2.8 2.8

  30.5 - 40.0 22 1 14.4 7.7 -6.7 6.7

  40.5 - 50.0 40 4 26.1 30.8 4.6 4.6

  50.5 - 60.0 30 5 19.6 38.5 18.9 18.9

  60.5 - 70.0 19 1 12.4 7.7 -4.7 4.7

  70.5 - 80.0 5   3.3 0.0 -3.3 3.3

  80.5+ 5   3.3 0.0 -3.3 3.3

  Total 153 13 100.0 100.0   59.7

Source: 2002 LPD                                                                                                                                                          continued 
Note: total in italics indicates that numbers are too small to be reliable. 
See table 62 for an explanation of the terms ED and SC 1, 2, 4 and 5. 
This table shows, for each ethnic group, the total GCSE point scores of pupils in areas with high proportions of heads of household in 
professional or managerial occupations and the total GCSE point scores of pupils in areas with high proportions of heads of household in 
semiskilled or unskilled occupations. GCSE point scores are compared to show the impact of social class on attainment within ethnic groups. 
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C3 Social class differences in attainment, by ethnicity, 2002 GCSE point scores, and 1991 
enumeration districts (EDs), continued 
  Number of pupils    Percentage of pupils     

   
  

In high
 SC 1 & 2

(more
 than

 66.66%) EDs

In High SC
 4 & 5 (more

than 66.66%)
EDs  

in each
point
score

group,
high SC1

& SC2

in each
 point score

group, high SC4
& SC5  

Absolute
difference

  

 
 
 
GCSE point 
score ranges 
 
  

         
 Difference

    
                     
Bangladeshi          

  0.0 11 3 8.5 4.8 -3.6 3.6

  0.5 - 10.0 8 4 6.2 6.5 0.3 0.3

  10.5 - 20.0 4 5 3.1 8.1 5.0 5.0

  20.5 - 30.0 19 6 14.6 9.7 -4.9 4.9

  30.5 - 40.0 26 11 20.0 17.7 -2.3 2.3

  40.5 - 50.0 31 16 23.8 25.8 2.0 2.0

  50.5 - 60.0 17 7 13.1 11.3 -1.8 1.8

  60.5 - 70.0 8 5 6.2 8.1 1.9 1.9

  70.5 - 80.0 4 3 3.1 4.8 1.8 1.8

  80.5+ 2 2 1.5 3.2 1.7 1.7

  Total 130 62 100.0 100.0   25.2

                     
Chinese        

  0.0 2   3.6 0.0 -3.6 3.6

  0.5 - 10.0 2   3.6 0.0 -3.6 3.6

  10.5 - 20.0 1 1 1.8 14.3 12.5 12.5

  20.5 - 30.0 4   7.1 0.0 -7.1 7.1

  30.5 - 40.0 3 1 5.4 14.3 8.9 8.9

  40.5 - 50.0 3 2 5.4 28.6 23.2 23.2

  50.5 - 60.0 10 3 17.9 42.9 25.0 25.0

  60.5 - 70.0 14   25.0 0.0 -25.0 25.0

  70.5 - 80.0 6   10.7 0.0 -10.7 10.7

  80.5+ 11   19.6 0.0 -19.6 19.6

  Total 56 7 100.0 100.0   139.3
                      Source: 2002 LPD          
Note: total in italics indicates that numbers are too small to be reliable. 
See table 62 for an explanation of the terms ED and SC 1, 2, 4 and 5. 
This table shows, for each ethnic group, the total GCSE point scores of pupils in areas with high proportions of heads of household in 
professional or managerial occupations and the total GCSE point scores of pupils in areas with high proportions of heads of household in 
semiskilled or unskilled occupations. GCSE point scores are compared to show the impact of social class on attainment within ethnic groups. 
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Table C4 shows gives a summary of information in table C3 on differences in 2002 GCSE total 
point score within ethnic groups, and sets this alongside information from table 13 in the main 
part of the report on percentage difference between the 2002 GCSE point scores of White pupils 
and pupils with a Black or other ethnic heritage.  
 
 
Table C4. GCSE total point scores. Within group differences by socio-economic 
status, and differences between White pupils and pupils in each ethnic group 
       Percentage difference, pupils in the 

same ethnic group living in 
advantaged and disadvantaged 

areas, 1991, census enumeration 
districts 

 
Percentage difference 

between White pupils and 
BME pupils (see tables 13 in 

the main text)  
     
White  39.7  - 
Black Caribbean  24.4  19.9 
Black African  12.9  11.8 
Black Other  40.6  14.3 
Indian  34.2  16.9 
Pakistani  29.8  9.6 
Bangladeshi  12.6  6.1 
Chinese  69.6  24.7 

     Source: 2002 LPD See table C3 and table 15 for the information on which this table is based. 

 
 
Differences in the attainment pupils in the same ethnic group, but living in areas of different 
socio-economic status, are consistently greater than differences between White pupils and pupils 
with a Black or other ethnic heritage. The low levels of achievement of some ethnic minority and 
White pupils will not be improved if the socio-economic dimension of underachievement is not 
taken into account. 
 
Table C5 provides a comparison of the attainment of White pupils and pupils with a Black or other 
ethnic heritage living in what are, in terms of the 1991 census measure, largely higher status areas. 
Table C6 provides the same comparison for pupils living in largely low status areas. In the higher 
status areas, ethnic differences between White and Black Caribbean pupils follow a familiar 
pattern. A higher proportion of White pupils than Black Caribbean pupils have high GCSE point 
scores, and a higher proportion of Black Caribbean than White pupils have low point scores. 
Broadly the same pattern applies when the attainment of Black African and Black Other pupils is 
compared with White pupils.  Again following a familiar pattern, in the higher status areas on the 
1991 census measure, the attainment of Indian and Chinese pupils compared with that of White 
pupils, is skewed towards higher GCSE point scores, and away from the lower point scores. 
 
The pattern of attainment amongst pupils to lower status areas also follows the familiar pattern in 
part, but not entirely. Pupils with an Indian, Pakistani, Bangladeshi or Black Other heritage are, on 
balance, proportionally less likely than their White counterparts to be represented in the low GCSE 
point scores ranges. Black Caribbean and Black African children are proportionally less likely than 
their White counterparts to be represented in some of the low attainment areas. Table C6 points 
to comparatively low levels of attainment amongst the White pupils in lower status 
neighbourhoods. 
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C5. Pupils living in high status areas in the 1991 census measure. Similarities and 
differences in 2002 GCSE total point scores, by ethnicity 

Pupils living in areas where more than 2/3rds of heads of household were in professional or managerial 
occupations on the 1991 census measure 

Percentage of pupils at each point score, by ethnic group 2002 GCSE 
point scores White Black Black Black Other Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Chinese
0.0 5.1 7.4 9.7 8.8 3.8 6.5 8.5 3.6
0.5 - 10.0 2.9 12.8 7 4 1 1.3 6.2 3.6
10.5 - 20.0 4.1 13.2 13.2 13.6 1.8 2.6 3.1 1.8
20.5 - 30.0 6.8 16.9 13.6 10.4 5.9 10.5 14.6 7.1
30.5 - 40.0 11.4 16.9 10.5 19.2 12 14.4 20 5.4
40.5 - 50.0 17.6 17.4 21.3 16.8 15.3 26.1 23.8 5.4
50.5 - 60.0 21.2 8.3 12.4 12.8 20.6 19.6 13.1 17.9
60.5 - 70.0 17.7 6.2 8.9 10.4 20.6 12.4 6.2 25
70.5 - 80.0 9.7 0.8 2.3 3.2 13 3.3 3.1 10.7
80.5+ 3.4 0 1.2 0.8 6.1 3.3 1.5 19.6
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

         
Percentage of pupils with point scores similar to those of White pupils   
0.0  5.1 5.1 5.1 3.8 5.1 5.1 3.6
0.5 - 10.0  2.9 2.9 2.9 1 1.3 2.9 2.9
10.5 - 20.0  4.1 4.1 4.1 1.8 2.6 3.1 1.8
20.5 - 30.0  6.8 6.8 6.8 5.9 6.8 6.8 6.8
30.5 - 40.0  11.4 10.5 11.4 11.4 11.4 11.4 5.4
40.5 - 50.0  17.4 17.6 16.8 15.3 17.6 17.6 5.4
50.5 - 60.0  8.3 12.4 12.8 20.6 19.6 13.1 17.9
60.5 - 70.0  6.2 8.9 10.4 17.7 12.4 6.2 17.7
70.5 - 80.0  0.8 2.3 3.2 9.7 3.3 3.1 9.7
80.5+  0 1.2 0.8 3.4 3.3 1.5 3.4
Total  63.0 71.8 74.3 90.6 83.4 70.8 74.6
         
Difference   
0.0 2.3 4.6 3.7 -1.3 1.4 3.4 -1.5
0.5 - 10.0 9.9 4.1 1.1 -1.9 -1.6 3.3 0.7
10.5 - 20.0 9.1 9.1 9.5 -2.3 -1.5 -1 -2.3
20.5 - 30.0 10.1 6.8 3.6 -0.9 3.7 7.8 0.3
30.5 - 40.0 5.5 -0.9 7.8 0.6 3 8.6 -6
40.5 - 50.0 -0.2 3.7 -0.8 -2.3 8.5 6.2 -12.2
50.5 - 60.0 -12.9 -8.8 -8.4 -0.6 -1.6 -8.1 -3.3
60.5 - 70.0 -11.5 -8.8 -7.3 2.9 -5.3 -11.5 7.3
70.5 - 80.0 -8.9 -7.4 -6.5 3.3 -6.4 -6.6 1
80.5+ -3.4 -2.2 -2.6 2.7 -0.1 -1.9 16.2
Absolute difference 73.8 56.4 51.3 18.8 33.1 58.4 50.8
Percentage difference 36.9 28.2 25.7 9.4 16.6 29.2 25.4
Source: 2002 LPD        
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C6. Pupils living in low status areas in the 1991 census measure. Similarities and 
differences in 2002 GCSE total point scores, by ethnicity 

Pupils living in areas where more than 2/3rds of heads of household were in semi-skilled or unskilled 
occupations on the 1991 census measure 

Percentage of pupils at each point score, by ethnic group 

 
 
2002 
GCSE 
point  
scores White

Black
Caribbean

Black
African

Black
Other Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Chinese

0.0 6.3 7.9 6.3 0 0 0 4.8 0
0.5 - 10.0 14.2 2.6 4.7 12.5 0 7.7 6.5 0
10.5 - 20.0 14.7 18.4 15.6 6.3 11.4 0 8.1 14.3
20.5 - 30.0 17.4 26.3 15.6 18.8 14.3 7.7 9.7 0
30.5 - 40.0 17.4 26.3 9.4 6.3 8.6 7.7 17.7 14.3
40.5 - 50.0 16.3 15.8 28.1 31.3 31.4 30.8 25.8 28.6
50.5 - 60.0 5.3 2.6 14.1 6.3 8.6 38.5 11.3 42.9
60.5 - 70.0 5.3 0 6.3 6.3 17.1 7.7 8.1 0
70.5 - 80.0 2.6 0 0 12.5 5.7 0 4.8 0
80.5+ 0.5 0 0 0 2.9 0 3.2 0
Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

         
Percentage of pupils with point scores similar to those of White pupils   
0.0  6.3 6.3 0 0 0 4.8 0
0.5 - 10.0  2.6 4.7 12.5 0 7.7 6.5 0
10.5 - 20.0  14.7 14.7 6.3 11.4 0 8.1 14.3
20.5 - 30.0  17.4 15.6 17.4 14.3 7.7 9.7 0
30.5 - 40.0  17.4 9.4 6.3 8.6 7.7 17.4 14.3
40.5 - 50.0  15.8 16.3 16.3 16.3 16.3 16.3 16.3
50.5 - 60.0  2.6 5.3 5.3 5.3 5.3 5.3 5.3
60.5 - 70.0  0 5.3 5.3 5.3 5.3 5.3 0
70.5 - 80.0  0 0 2.6 2.6 0 2.6 0
80.5+  0 0 0 0.5 0 0.5 0
Total  76.8 77.6 72.0 64.3 50.0 76.5 50.2
         
Difference   
0.0 1.6 -1.6 -6.3 0.0 0.0 4.8 -4.8
0.5 - 10.0 -11.6 2.1 7.8 -12.5 7.7 -1.2 -6.5
10.5 - 20.0 3.7 -2.8 -9.3 5.1 -11.4 8.1 6.2
20.5 - 30.0 8.9 -10.7 3.2 -4.5 -6.6 2.0 -9.7
30.5 - 40.0 8.9 -16.9 -3.1 2.3 -0.9 10.0 -3.4
40.5 - 50.0 -0.5 12.3 3.2 0.1 -0.6 -5.0 2.8
50.5 - 60.0 -2.7 11.5 -7.8 2.3 29.9 -27.2 31.6
60.5 - 70.0 -5.3 6.3 0.0 10.8 -9.4 0.4 -8.1
70.5 - 80.0 -2.6 0.0 12.5 -6.8 -5.7 4.8 -4.8
80.5+ -0.5 0.0 0.0 2.9 -2.9 3.2 -3.2
Absolute difference 46.3 64.2 53.2 47.3 75.1 66.7 81.1
Percentage difference 23.2 32.1 26.6 23.7 37.6 33.4 40.6

Source: 2002 LPD        
 
 
Differences in attainment exist within ethnic groups, which are likely to reflect differences in 
parental socio-economic status. Differences of attainment within ethnic groups are generally 
greater than differences in attainment between White pupils and pupils with a Black or other 
ethnic heritage.  Nonetheless, however viewed, similarities in the 2002 GCSE point scores of pupils 
from different groups, tend to outweigh dissimilarities. 
 
 
Unfortunately, it became clear in the early stages of work for this report that data received from 
Ian McCallum’s work on 1991 census enumeration districts (Eds) did not include a measure of the 
proportion of heads of household with an intermediate socio-economic status, and it remained 
open to question whether this could be derived from 2001 census data. Standard 2001 census 
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tables are available for the population aged 16 to 74 and over, and table C7 shows the numbers in 
different occupational groups in London. 
 
 
C7. 2001 national census. Household reference persons in London, by age and socio-
economic group 
 Age 

 16 to 24 25-59 60+ Total

Number 

ALL Household reference persons 116,740 2,100,795 514,361 2,731,896

  1. Higher managerial & professional occupations  11,338 383,228 20,455 415,021

     1.1 Large employers & higher managerial occupations 2,665 150,634 5,581 158,880

     1.2 Higher professional occupations 8,673 232,594 14,874 256,141

  2. Lower managerial and professional occupations 23,090 605,961 41,896 670,947

  3. Intermediate occupations 14,901 208,559 19,299 242,759

  4. Small employers and own account workers 2,477 195,168 27,175 224,820

  5. Lower supervisory and technical occupations 6,228 134,260 14,105 154,593

  6. Semi-routine occupations 14,025 180,475 27,033 221,533

  7. Routine occupations 7,611 130,431 22,958 161,000

  8. Never worked or long term unemployed     9,304 108,403 11,364 129,071

     L14.1 Never worked 7,778 68,980 7,850 84,608

     L14.2 Long-term unemployed 1,526 39,423 3,514 44,463

  Not classified  27,766 154,310 330,076 512,152

     L15 Full-time students 26,654 34,476 865 61,995

     L17 Not classifiable for other reasons 1,112 119,834 329,211 450,157

     

Percentage 

ALL HRPs 4.3 76.9 18.8 100.0

  1. Higher managerial & professional occupations  2.7 92.3 4.9 100.0

     1.1 Large employers & higher managerial occupations 1.7 94.8 3.5 100.0

     1.2 Higher professional occupations 3.4 90.8 5.8 100.0

  2. Lower managerial and professional occupations 3.4 90.3 6.2 100.0

  3. Intermediate occupations 6.1 85.9 7.9 100.0

  4. Small employers and own account workers 1.1 86.8 12.1 100.0

  5. Lower supervisory and technical occupations 4.0 86.8 9.1 100.0

  6. Semi-routine occupations 6.3 81.5 12.2 100.0

  7. Routine occupations 4.7 81.0 14.3 100.0

  8. Never worked or long term unemployed     7.2 84.0 8.8 100.0

     L14.1 Never worked 9.2 81.5 9.3 100.0

     L14.2 Long-term unemployed 3.4 88.7 7.9 100.0

  Not classified  5.4 30.1 64.4 100.0

     L15 Full-time students 43.0 55.6 1.4 100.0

     L17 Not classifiable for other reasons 0.2 26.6 73.1 100.0

Source: census table S045  
Census tables are Crown © copyright  
Note: a household reference person is the first person listed on a 2001census return. See 
www.statistics.gov.uk/census2001/outputclassification.asp for census data definitions. 
 
 
Table C8 gives an analysis of the overall similarities and differences in attainment of pupils living in 
output areas which had high proportions of household reference persons in, respectively, 
professional and managerial occupations, intermediate occupations and routine or elementary 
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occupations in 2001 census output areas (see www.statistics.gov.uk/census2001/op12.asp for a 
discussion of the geographical units used to group 2001 census data).  
  
Tables C2 to C6 required that more than two thirds of heads of household should be in a particular 
socio-economic group for an enumeration district to be classified as largely single class. However, 
there were comparatively few pupils living in areas which could be identified as largely semi-skilled 
or unskilled based on 2001 census data. Numbers fell further when pupils were further grouped by 
ethnicity.  To increase the numbers of pupils who could be included in the calculations, the 
threshold in table C8 for identifying an area as largely single class was lowered to 60 per cent of 
household reference persons belonging to the same occupational group.  
 

C8. 2002 total GCSE point scores by social composition of pupil home 2001 census output 
area type, census respondents aged 16-74 
 2002 GCSE point scores  

  0
0.5-
10.0

10.5-
20.0

20.5-
30.0

30.5-
40.0

40.5-
50.

50.5-
60.0

60.5-
70.0

70.5-
80.0 80.5+ Total

 

Number of pupils at each point score 

60% and over professional/managerial 11 10 7 14 17 37 36 33 28 7 200

60% and over intermediate 5 9 1 13 19 23 13 19 102

60% and over routine or elementary 27 28 32 47 38 45 15 6 2 240
 

Percentage of pupil at each point score 

60% and over professional/managerial 5.5 5.0 3.5 7.0 8.5 18.5 18.0 16.5 14.0 3.5 100.0

60% and over intermediate 4.9 8.8 1.0 12.7 18.6 22.5 12.7 18.6 0.0 0.0 100.0

60% and over routine or elementary 11.3 11.7 13.3 19.6 15.8 18.8 6.3 2.5 0.8 0.0 100.0

 -5.8 -6.7 -9.8 -12.6 -7.3 -0.3 11.8 14.0 13.2 3.5

Percentage of pupils in intermediate areas and 
professional/managerial areas with similar 
point scores 4.9 5.0 1.0 7.0 8.5 18.5 12.7 16.5 0.0 0.0 74.1

Percentage of pupils in intermediate areas and 
routine/elementary areas with similar point 
scores 4.9 8.8 1.0 12.7 15.8 18.8 6.3 2.5 0.0 0.0 70.8

Percentage of pupils in routine or elementary 
areas and high professional/managerial areas 
with similar point scores 5.5 5.0 3.5 7.0 8.5 18.5 6.3 2.5 0.8 0.0 57.6

 

Difference, intermediate group and 
professional managerial group -0.6 3.8 -2.5 5.7 10.1 4.0 -5.3 2.1 -14.0 -3.5 51.7

Difference, routine elementary group and 
intermediate group  6.3 2.8 12.4 6.8 -2.8 -3.8 -6.5 -16.1 0.8 0.0 58.4

Difference, routine elementary group and 
professional managerial group 5.8 6.7 9.8 12.6 7.3 0.3 -11.8 -14.0 -13.2 -3.5 84.8

Source: 2002 LPD 

GCSE A* grade=8, A=7, B=6, C=5, D=4, E=3, F=2, G=1. Other =0 
 
Table C8 confirms, that there is a greater degree of similarity than dissimilarity in the GCSE point 
scores of pupils living in different types of area. The single major difference is between pupils 
living in areas where there is a high proportion of household reference persons in professional or 
managerial occupations and pupils living in areas where there is a high proportion of household 
reference persons in elementary or routine occupations. That last difference is almost at the point 
where the majority of pupils in the socially most advantaged areas have dissimilar 2002 GCSE 
point scores to pupils in the socially least advantaged areas. This is consistent with the information 
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shown in Figure 11, which indicated that differences in attainment by socio-economic status can 
be greater than differences in attainment by ethnicity. 
 
Additionally, table C8 shows that pupils living in areas with a high proportion of household 
reference persons in the intermediate group tend to have levels of attainment which are 
intermediate between that of pupils living in the other two types of area. This is consistent with 
the findings from PISA 2000. Unfortunately, the total numbers in each type of area are too small 
to sustain an analysis by ethnicity. Future analyses of this group will require different data, 
different statistical methods, or both. 
 
Table C7 provides an occupational breakdown for the population aged 16 to 60+. It indicates that, 
in some age groups, a high proportion of the population was classified either as students, or were 
unclassified. A re-run of census tables based on a narrower age range (25-60+) increased the 
numbers of output areas which could be identified as having majority of household reference 
persons in one of the three major groups shown in table C8.  Additionally, the threshold for 
identifying an output area as largely single class was set at both the lower level of over 60 per 
cent, and then at 50 per cent plus. Lowering the threshold increases the numbers of output areas 
brought within the analysis, which in turn increases the number of pupils whose attainment at 
GCSE can be reviewed. 
 
This also increases the chance that output areas would be identified as largely single class when 
they actually contained households from other groups. That is, reducing the threshold increases 
the risk that the ecological fallacy will apply. If this is so, then the associations between ethnicity 
and attainment based on 1991 socio-economic context data, where the threshold for identifying a 
largely single class area was set at over 66.66 percent, would be weakened. This was the case. 
 
Table C9 shows the number and percentage of pupils living in what are identified as largely single 
class areas on the basis of the lower threshold measures applied to 2001 census data. There are 
still an insufficient number of pupils in output areas with a predominantly intermediate socio-
economic status to support an analysis by ethnicity. Again, alternative data sources and/or 
statistical techniques are needed if the attainment of pupils from households with an intermediate 
socio-economic status is to be explored further. 
 
For the present, the report focuses on the similarities and dissimilarities in the attainment of pupils 
living in output areas where there is a high proportion of household reference persons in 
professional and managerial occupations on the one hand, and on the other, pupils living in 
output areas where there is a high proportion of household reference persons in routine or 
elementary occupations.  
 
The underlying question at this point is whether socio-economic differences ‘explain’  differences 
in the attainment of pupils from different groups. This is approached through three more specific 
questions. 
   

1. What is the extent of similarity and dissimilarity in the attainment of White pupils and 
pupils with a Black or other ethnic heritage in the same type of output area? 

2. What is the extent of similarity and dissimilarity in the attainment of pupils in 
the same ethnic group, who live in different types of output area? 

3.  Are differences by socio-economic group greater than differences by ethnicity? 
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C9. Table Numbers of 15 year olds living in 2001 census output areas which are largely 
socially homogeneous 

 

% HRPs in professional and 
managerial occupations ay 

output area level 

% HRPs in intermediate 
occupations at output 

area level 

% HRPs in intermediate 
semi-routine or routine 
occupations at output 

area level 

  

Total
number

of pupils
aged 15  

66.66%
or more

More
than 60%

More
than 50%

 

66.66%
or more

More
than
60%

More
than
50%

 

66.66%
or more

More
than
60%

More
than
50%

              
Number              
White 37,730  3,774 6,886 13,162  1 8 398  24 123 1,396
Black Caribbean 4,422  167 374 959    7  4 28 372
Black African 5,250  181 387 958   1 13  11 55 634
Black Other 2,058  97 218 526    7  3 10 140
Indian 5,501  202 445 1,154   4 24  3 25 252
Pakistani 2,379  99 207 515    8  1 17 175
Bangladeshi 2,545  72 141 353      60 185 660
Chinese 628  42 81 208    1   1 48
Other 4,710  341 598 1,284   1 11  7 40 386
Unclassified 1,459  199 352 615   1 17  2 4 46
2003 categories 3,141  342 592 1,151    24  5 14 191
              
Total 69,823  5,516 10,281 20,885  1 15 510  120 502 4,300

              
Pupils aged 15 in each type of output area as a percentage of all pupils 
White   10.0 18.3 34.9  0.0 0.0 1.1  0.1 0.3 3.7
Black Caribbean   3.8 8.5 21.7  0.0 0.0 0.2  0.1 0.6 8.4
Black African   3.4 7.4 18.2  0.0 0.0 0.2  0.2 1.0 12.1
Black Other   4.7 10.6 25.6  0.0 0.0 0.3  0.1 0.5 6.8
Indian   3.7 8.1 21.0  0.0 0.1 0.4  0.1 0.5 4.6
Pakistani   4.2 8.7 21.6  0.0 0.0 0.3  0.0 0.7 7.4
Bangladeshi   2.8 5.5 13.9  0.0 0.0 0.0  2.4 7.3 25.9
Chinese   6.7 12.9 33.1  0.0 0.0 0.2  0.0 0.2 7.6
Other   7.2 12.7 27.3  0.0 0.0 0.2  0.1 0.8 8.2
Unclassified   13.6 24.1 42.2  0.0 0.1 1.2  0.1 0.3 3.2
2003 categories   10.9 18.8 36.6  0.0 0.0 0.8  0.2 0.4 6.1
              
Total    7.9 14.7 29.9   0.0 0.0 0.7   0.2 0.7 6.2

Source: 2002 LPD              
 
 
Tables C13 to C16 compare in detail the attainment of pupils from different ethnic groups with 
that of White pupils within socially ‘similar’ output areas, firstly using a 50 per cent plus threshold 
for identifying a largely single class area, and then using a 60 per cent per cent plus threshold for 
identifying a largely single class area.  Tables C17 and C18 compare the attainment of pupils in the 
same ethnic group, but living in different types of output area. 
 
The tables give the numbers of pupils at each total 2002 GCSE point score. As with earlier tables 
of this type, the existence of small numbers of pupils in a particular point score range indicates 
that the tables should be read with caution. Also, as with earlier tables, in tables C13 to C18 
differences in the proportions of pupils at each point score indicate whether differences follow a 
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pattern, with relative attainment of a group being concentrated in the high or low attainment 
ranges or whether comparative attainment is simply different, but not necessarily unequal with 
that of other groups.  
 
Tables C10 to C12 summarise information from the subsequent, more detailed, tables. Table C10 
gives a summary of information in Table 13 in the main text, showing the percentage of pupils 
with an ethnic heritage who have similar, and dissimilar total GCSE point scores to those of White 
pupils.  
 
 

C10. Summary - similarities and dissimilarities in 2002 GCSE total point scores 
of White pupils and pupils with a Black or other ethnic heritage  

  
Percentage of White pupils and pupils with an ethnic 

heritage    

  

with similar
total GCSE

point scores

with dissimilar
 total GCSE

 point scores Total
    
Black Caribbean 80.1 19.9 100.0
Black African 88.3 11.8 100.1
Black Other 85.7 14.3 100.0
Indian 83.1 16.9 100.0
Pakistani 90.4 9.6 100.0
Bangladeshi 93.9 6.1 100.0
Chinese 75.4 24.7 100.1
Source: 2002 LPD 
See table 15 in the main text  
Figures may not sum to 100 because of rounding 

 
 
Table 13 in the main text makes clear that, compared with the attainment of White pupils, the 
attainment of Black Caribbean pupils is skewed towards the lower attainment ranges, and that of 
Indian and Chinese pupils is skewed towards the higher attainment ranges. That said, a higher 
proportion of White pupils and pupils with a Black or other ethnic heritage have similar levels of 
attainment than is otherwise the case. 
 
Table C11 gives a summary of key information in tables C14 to C17 comparing the educational 
attainment of White pupils with that of pupils with a Black or other ethnic heritage, firstly for 
pupils living in areas of comparatively high social advantage, and then for pupils living in areas of 
comparatively low social advantage. The gap in attainment between Black Caribbean and Black 
African pupils on the one hand, and White pupils on the other, is more pronounced in areas of 
social advantage than in areas of social disadvantage. On the other hand, the difference between 
Chinese, Indian and Pakistani one the one hand, and White pupils on the other is less in areas of 
social advantage than amongst those pupils generally. Household socio-economic status does not, 
on the present data entirely explain away the skewed attainment particularly of Black Caribbean 
pupils compared with White pupils. However, level of household social advantage may explain at 
least some of the Asian educational advantage over White pupils in London.  
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C11. Similarity and dissimilarity in 2002 total GCSE point scores between White and BME 
pupils in different types of census output area. 

  

50% plus
professional/

managerial  

50%+ semi-
routine/
routine  

60% plus
professional/

managerial  

60%+ semi-
routine/
routine

 
Percentage of BME pupils with similar results to those of White pupils 
Black Caribbean 66.0  93.9  63.1  75.3
Black African 74.1  86.0  67.6  69.1
Black Other 75.4  90.6  71.2  65.5
Indian 89.6  69.7  88.0  74.5
Pakistani 89.4  75.8  82.9  71.5
Bangladeshi 79.4  75.0  70.1  74.7
Chinese 82.1  51.6  85.8  N/A
       
Percentage of BME pupils with dissimilar results to those of White pupils 
Black Caribbean 34.1  6.1  36.9  24.7
Black African 25.9  14.0  32.4  30.9
Black Other 24.6  9.4  28.8  34.5
Indian 10.4  30.3  12.0  25.5
Pakistani 10.6  24.2  17.1  28.5
Bangladeshi 20.6  25.0  29.9  25.3
Chinese 17.9   48.4   14.2   N/A

Source: 2002 LPD        

See tables C14 to C17 for further details      
  
 
Table C12 gives a summary of key points in table C18 and C19, which compare levels of 
attainment amongst pupils in the same ethnic group, but who live in different types of 2001 
census output area. The widest difference is in the attainment of White pupils, followed by 
differences in the attainment of Indian and Pakistani pupils. The difference between the 
attainment of White pupils in social advantaged areas and White pupils in socially disadvantaged 
areas is greater than any of the differences between White pupils and BME pupils shown in table 
C11.  
 
Tables C15 and C17 add to this picture of White under-achievement. White pupils in socially 
disadvantaged neighbourhoods are proportionally more likely than most BME groups in the same 
type of area to have total 2002 GCSE point scores in the low attainment range. The very low levels 
of attainment of White pupils in socially less advantaged areas, combined with the point that 
White pupils form the single largest group of pupils attending maintained schools in London, has 
implications for school improvement, social inclusion and equalities policies. 
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C12. Percentage of pupils in same ethnic group, but living in different types of output 
area, with similar and dissimilar GCSE point scores 

 

OAs with 50 per cent HRP in
professional/managerial occupations

compared with OAs with 50 per cent and over
HRPs in semi-routine and routine

occupations

OA's with 60 per cent HRP in
professional/managerial occupations

compared with OAs with 60 per cent and over
HRPs in semi-routine and routine

occupations

  

% of pupils with
similar total GCSE

point scores  

% of pupils
with

dissimilar
total GCSE

scores  

% of pupils with
similar total GCSE

point scores  

% of pupils
with

dissimilar
total GCSE

scores
White 57.3 42.7 53.3 46.7
Black Caribbean 88.8 11.2 77.9 22.1
Black African 93.1 6.9 79.5 20.5
Black Other 84.6 15.4 67.9 32.1
Indian 72.6 27.4 57.7 42.3
Pakistani 79.2 20.8 59.2 40.8
Bangladeshi 93.4 6.6 90.7 9.3
Chinese 71.5  28.5  N/A  N/A

Source: 2002 LPD        

See tables C18 and C19 for further details    
Note: HRP= household reference person. The household reference person is the first person in the household to complete the 2001 
national census. 
 
 

Table C13 adds to table C4, and summarises differences in pupil attainment within ethnic groups, 
taking the socio-economic context into account. For comparative purposes, those differences are 
shown alongside differences in the attainment of BME pupils compared with White pupils 
generally.  
 
 

C13. The level of difference of attainment between pupils of the same ethnic group living 
in social advantaged and socially disadvantaged areas, and between White and BME pupils, 
2002 total GCSE point scores 
  

Percentage 
difference, within  

the same ethnic 
groups, pupils living 
in different types of 

area (1991 census 
enumeration districts) 

 Percentage 
difference within 
the same ethnic 

groups, pupils 
living in socially 
different 2001 

output areas, 50 
per cent 

threshold 

Percentage 
difference within 
the same ethnic 

groups, pupils 
living in socially 
different 2001 

output areas, 60 
per cent threshold 

Percentage 
difference between 

White pupils and 
BME pupils 

       
White  39.7  42.7 46.7 - 
Black Caribbean  24.4  11.2 22.1 19.9 
Black African  12.9  6.9 20.5 11.7 
Black Other  40.6  15.4 32.1 14.3 
Indian  34.2  27.4 42.3 16.9 
Pakistani  29.8  20.8 40.8 9.6 
Bangladeshi  12.6  6.6 9.3 6.1 
Chinese  69.6  28.5 N/A 24.6 

      Source: 2002 LPD 

 
 

 Ethnicity and Attainment in Schools                                       180                                                  DMAG Briefing 2005/31 



Differences in the attainment of pupils within the same ethnic group are, with one exception, 
greater than the differences between White and BME pupils. The exception is that differences 
between Black African pupils living in output areas with high percentages of household reference 
persons in professional and managerial occupations, and Black African pupils living in output areas 
with high proportions of household reference persons in routine or elementary occupations is, on 
the 50 per cent threshold measure, less than the differences between White and Black African 
pupils generally. This is not the case when higher thresholds measures are used to identify socially 
advantaged and socially disadvantaged areas. 
 
There are 11 key conclusions when information from the national census is used to provide socio-
economic context to data on ethnicity and attainment.  
 
• Given London’s social diversity, the numbers of pupils who can be identified as living in largely 

single class enumeration districts or output areas using national census data, can be small. 
• Additional data sources and/or statistical techniques are needed, especially if outcomes for 

pupils in intermediate groups are to be analysed. 
• There is more similarity than dissimilarity in education outcomes at GCSE for White pupils and 

for pupils with a Black or other ethnic heritage. This is so for pupils generally, and for pupils 
living in socially advantaged areas compared with pupils living in socially disadvantaged areas. 

• The different methods used in this report to identify whether a pupil’s home area is socially 
advantaged or not, tend to lead to the same conclusion. Differences within ethnic groups, 
when social advantage and disadvantage are taken into account, are larger than the 
differences between White pupils and pupils with a Black or other ethnic heritage.  

• Nonetheless, differences in attainment between White pupils and other pupils remain for 
many pupils when socio-economic status is taken into account. 

• In socially advantaged areas, the ‘attainment advantage’ of Chinese Indian pupils continues to 
exist, though at a much reduced level. 

• In the same type of area, the attainment of Black Caribbean pupils compared with the 
attainment of White pupils tends to be skewed towards the lower point score ranges. 

• In socially disadvantaged areas, the attainment of White pupils tends to be skewed towards 
the lower total GCSE point scores compared with the attainment of Black African, Black Other, 
Indian, Pakistani, Bangladeshi and Chinese pupils. In socially disadvantaged areas, the 
attainment of Black Caribbean pupils compared to that of White pupils is skewed away from 
the higher total GCSE point scores. The evidence on the position of Black Caribbean pupils at 
the lowest levels of attainment in disadvantaged areas is mixed.  

• Where 2001 census information is used to provide context, the difference in the attainment of 
White pupils in socially advantaged areas and White pupils in socially disadvantaged areas 
emerges as the single greatest difference identified in this report. (The difference between 
White and Chinese pupils in disadvantaged areas is greater, but the small numbers involved 
suggest caution in interpreting that data). 

• Socio-economic factors, as well as ethnicity, need to be taken into account if school 
improvement, social inclusion and equalities policies are to be effective. 

• The existence of underachievement amongst socially less advantaged pupils needs to be 
considered within those policies. 

• There is a need for further research on how socio-economic status interacts with educational 
attainment. 

• In the short run there is a need for information on parental employment status to be included 
within the data collection exercises which ‘feed’ data into the NPD.     
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C14. 2002 GCSE total point scores. BME pupils compared with White pupils in output 
areas which are more than 50 per cent professional or managerial 

2002 GCSE 
point scores White

Black
Caribbean Black African Black Other Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Chinese

 
Number of pupils in each point score group 
0.0 597 54 77 45 34 24 22 7
0.5 - 10.0 432 95 74 48 17 15 18 5
10.5 - 20.0 649 117 100 37 30 34 33 5
20.5 - 30.0 1,025 179 135 77 60 51 44 11
30.5 - 40.0 1,614 196 176 95 124 73 62 19
40.5 - 50.0 2,442 158 159 91 208 120 75 30
50.5 - 60.0 2,741 102 135 73 263 105 51 36
60.5 - 70.0 2,163 48 63 39 223 62 25 48
70.5 - 80.0 1,157 9 30 14 145 20 18 25
80.5+ 342 1 9 7 50 11 5 22
Total 13,162 959 958 526 1,154 515 353 208
                  
Percentage of pupils in each point score group           
0.0 4.5 5.6 8.0 8.6 2.9 4.7 6.2 3.4
0.5 - 10.0 3.3 9.9 7.7 9.1 1.5 2.9 5.1 2.4
10.5 - 20.0 4.9 12.2 10.4 7.0 2.6 6.6 9.3 2.4
20.5 - 30.0 7.8 18.7 14.1 14.6 5.2 9.9 12.5 5.3
30.5 - 40.0 12.3 20.4 18.4 18.1 10.7 14.2 17.6 9.1
40.5 - 50.0 18.6 16.5 16.6 17.3 18.0 23.3 21.2 14.4
50.5 - 60.0 20.8 10.6 14.1 13.9 22.8 20.4 14.4 17.3
60.5 - 70.0 16.4 5.0 6.6 7.4 19.3 12.0 7.1 23.1
70.5 - 80.0 8.8 0.9 3.1 2.7 12.6 3.9 5.1 12.0
80.5+ 2.6 0.1 0.9 1.3 4.3 2.1 1.4 10.6
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
                  
Percentage of pupils with point scores similar to those of White pupils     
0.0   4.5 4.5 4.5 2.9 4.5 4.5 3.4
0.5 - 10.0   3.3 3.3 3.3 1.5 2.9 3.3 2.4
10.5 - 20.0   4.9 4.9 4.9 2.6 4.9 4.9 2.4
20.5 - 30.0   7.8 7.8 7.8 5.2 7.8 7.8 5.3
30.5 - 40.0   12.3 12.3 12.3 10.7 12.3 12.3 9.1
40.5 - 50.0   16.5 16.6 17.3 18.0 18.6 18.6 14.4
50.5 - 60.0   10.6 14.1 13.9 20.8 20.4 14.4 17.3
60.5 - 70.0   5.0 6.6 7.4 16.4 12.0 7.1 16.4
70.5 - 80.0   0.9 3.1 2.7 8.8 3.9 5.1 8.8
80.5+   0.1 0.9 1.3 2.6 2.1 1.4 2.6
Total   66.0 74.1 75.4 89.6 89.4 79.4 82.1
                  
Difference    
0.0   1.1 3.5 4.0 -1.6 0.1 1.7 -1.2
0.5 - 10.0   6.6 4.4 5.8 -1.8 -0.4 1.8 -0.9
10.5 - 20.0   7.3 5.5 2.1 -2.3 1.7 4.4 -2.5
20.5 - 30.0   10.9 6.3 6.9 -2.6 2.1 4.7 -2.5
30.5 - 40.0   8.2 6.1 5.8 -1.5 1.9 5.3 -3.1
40.5 - 50.0   -2.1 -2.0 -1.3 -0.5 4.7 2.7 -4.1
50.5 - 60.0   -10.2 -6.7 -6.9 2.0 -0.4 -6.4 -3.5
60.5 - 70.0   -11.4 -9.9 -9.0 2.9 -4.4 -9.4 6.6
70.5 - 80.0   -7.9 -5.7 -6.1 3.8 -4.9 -3.7 3.2
80.5+   -2.5 -1.7 -1.3 1.7 -0.5 -1.2 8.0
Absolute difference 68.1 51.7 49.2 20.7 21.1 41.2 35.7
Percentage difference 34.1 25.9 24.6 10.4 10.6 20.6 17.9
Source: 2002 LPD 
Note: the percentage in the occupational group in the title refers to the proportion of household reference persons in that group 
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C15. 2002 GCSE total point scores. BME pupils compared to White pupils in output areas 
which are more than 50 per cent routine or elementary 

2002 GCSE 
point scores White

Black
Caribbean Black African Black Other Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Chinese

 
Number 
0.0 155 42 49 12 6 7 29 1
0.5 - 10.0 182 35 46 15 4 9 40 0
10.5 - 20.0 206 66 78 17 16 17 58 3
20.5 - 30.0 257 67 103 30 42 25 86 4
30.5 - 40.0 254 73 118 28 49 41 136 5
40.5 - 50.0 176 52 122 19 54 44 138 12
50.5 - 60.0 99 27 78 15 39 18 109 13
60.5 - 70.0 46 8 32 4 27 9 44 5
70.5 - 80.0 19 2 8 0 14 4 17 3
80.5+ 2 0 0 0 1 1 3 2
Total 1,396 372 634 140 252 175 660 48
                  
Percentage in each point score group           
0.0 11.1 11.3 7.7 8.6 2.4 4.0 4.4 2.1
0.5 - 10.0 13.0 9.4 7.3 10.7 1.6 5.1 6.1 0.0
10.5 - 20.0 14.8 17.7 12.3 12.1 6.3 9.7 8.8 6.3
20.5 - 30.0 18.4 18.0 16.2 21.4 16.7 14.3 13.0 8.3
30.5 - 40.0 18.2 19.6 18.6 20.0 19.4 23.4 20.6 10.4
40.5 - 50.0 12.6 14.0 19.2 13.6 21.4 25.1 20.9 25.0
50.5 - 60.0 7.1 7.3 12.3 10.7 15.5 10.3 16.5 27.1
60.5 - 70.0 3.3 2.2 5.0 2.9 10.7 5.1 6.7 10.4
70.5 - 80.0 1.4 0.5 1.3 0.0 5.6 2.3 2.6 6.3
80.5+ 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.6 0.5 4.2
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
 
Percentage of pupils with point scores similar to those of White pupils 
0.0   11.1 7.7 8.6 2.4 4.0 4.4 2.1
0.5 - 10.0   9.4 7.3 10.7 1.6 5.1 6.1 0.0
10.5 - 20.0   14.8 12.3 12.1 6.3 9.7 8.8 6.3
20.5 - 30.0   18.0 16.2 18.4 16.7 14.3 13.0 8.3
30.5 - 40.0   18.2 18.2 18.2 18.2 18.2 18.2 10.4
40.5 - 50.0   12.6 12.6 12.6 12.6 12.6 12.6 12.6
50.5 - 60.0   7.1 7.1 7.1 7.1 7.1 7.1 7.1
60.5 - 70.0   2.2 3.3 2.9 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.3
70.5 - 80.0   0.5 1.3 0.0 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4
80.5+   0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Total   93.9 86.0 90.6 69.7 75.8 75.0 51.6
                  
Difference    
0.0   0.2 -3.4 -2.5 -8.7 -7.1 -6.7 -9.0
0.5 - 10.0   -3.6 -5.8 -2.3 -11.4 -7.9 -7.0 -13.0
10.5 - 20.0   3.0 -2.5 -2.6 -8.4 -5.0 -6.0 -8.5
20.5 - 30.0   -0.4 -2.2 3.0 -1.7 -4.1 -5.4 -10.1
30.5 - 40.0   1.4 0.4 1.8 1.2 5.2 2.4 -7.8
40.5 - 50.0   1.4 6.6 1.0 8.8 12.5 8.3 12.4
50.5 - 60.0   0.2 5.2 3.6 8.4 3.2 9.4 20.0
60.5 - 70.0   -1.1 1.8 -0.4 7.4 1.8 3.4 7.1
70.5 - 80.0   -0.8 -0.1 -1.4 4.2 0.9 1.2 4.9
80.5+   -0.1 -0.1 -0.1 0.3 0.4 0.3 4.0
Absolute difference 12.3 28.0 18.8 60.6 48.3 50.1 96.8
Percentage difference 6.1 14.0 9.4 30.3 24.2 25.0 48.4
Source: 2002 LPD. 
Note: the percentage in the occupational group in the title refers to the proportion of household reference persons in that group 
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C16. 2002 GCSE total point scores. BME pupils compared with White pupils in 
output areas which are more than 60 per cent professional or managerial 

2002 GCSE 
grouped point 
scores White

Black
Caribbean

Black
African

Black
Other Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi Chinese

Number of pupils in each point score group           
0.0 310 20 39 15 12 11 10 2
0.5 - 10.0 185 43 21 21 5 5 10 2
10.5 - 20.0 282 42 46 18 12 9 10 2
20.5 - 30.0 438 69 53 33 18 23 17 3
30.5 - 40.0 720 69 75 37 37 28 26 7
40.5 - 50.0 1,230 60 56 39 71 54 34 11
50.5 - 60.0 1,468 42 58 24 91 33 19 16
60.5 - 70.0 1,270 23 25 20 100 30 9 15
70.5 - 80.0 751 5 13 9 80 9 5 12
80.5+ 232 1 1 2 19 5 1 11
Total 6,886 374 387 218 445 207 141 81
                  
Percentage of pupils in each point score group          
0.0 4.5 5.3 10.1 6.9 2.7 5.3 7.1 2.5
0.5 - 10.0 2.7 11.5 5.4 9.6 1.1 2.4 7.1 2.5
10.5 - 20.0 4.1 11.2 11.9 8.3 2.7 4.3 7.1 2.5
20.5 - 30.0 6.4 18.4 13.7 15.1 4.0 11.1 12.1 3.7
30.5 - 40.0 10.5 18.4 19.4 17.0 8.3 13.5 18.4 8.6
40.5 - 50.0 17.9 16.0 14.5 17.9 16.0 26.1 24.1 13.6
50.5 - 60.0 21.3 11.2 15.0 11.0 20.4 15.9 13.5 19.8
60.5 - 70.0 18.4 6.1 6.5 9.2 22.5 14.5 6.4 18.5
70.5 - 80.0 10.9 1.3 3.4 4.1 18.0 4.3 3.5 14.8
80.5+ 3.4 0.3 0.3 0.9 4.3 2.4 0.7 13.6
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
                  
Percentage of pupils with point scores similar to those of White pupils  

0.0   4.5 4.5 4.5 2.7 4.5 4.5 2.5
0.5 - 10.0   2.7 2.7 2.7 1.1 2.4 2.7 2.5
10.5 - 20.0   4.1 4.1 4.1 2.7 4.1 4.1 2.5
20.5 - 30.0   6.4 6.4 6.4 4.0 6.4 6.4 3.7
30.5 - 40.0   10.5 10.5 10.5 8.3 10.5 10.5 8.6
40.5 - 50.0   16.0 14.5 17.9 16.0 17.9 17.9 13.6
50.5 - 60.0   11.2 15.0 11.0 20.4 15.9 13.5 19.8
60.5 - 70.0   6.1 6.5 9.2 18.4 14.5 6.4 18.4
70.5 - 80.0   1.3 3.4 4.1 10.9 4.3 3.5 10.9
80.5+   0.3 0.3 0.9 3.4 2.4 0.7 3.4
Total   63.1 67.6 71.2 88.0 82.9 70.1 85.8
                  
Difference              
0.0   0.8 5.6 2.4 -1.8 0.8 2.6 -2.0

  2.7 -1.6
7.8

12.1 -2.3 5.7

  8.2
-1.6

  -12.0 4.0
-7.5 7.1 -7.4

-3.1 -2.7

0.5 - 10.0 8.8 6.9 -0.3 4.4 -0.2
10.5 - 20.0   7.1 4.2 -1.4 0.3 3.0 -1.6
20.5 - 30.0   7.3 8.8 4.8 -2.7
30.5 - 40.0   8.0 8.9 6.5 -2.1 3.1 8.0 -1.8
40.5 - 50.0 -1.8 -3.4 0.0 -1.9 6.3 -4.3
50.5 - 60.0   -10.1 -6.3 -10.3 -0.9 -5.4 -7.8
60.5 - 70.0 -12.3 -9.3 -4.0 -12.1 0.1
70.5 - 80.0   -9.6 -6.8 -6.6 3.9
80.5+   -3.1 -2.5 0.9 -1.0 10.2
Absolute Difference 73.7 64.7 57.6 24.0 34.2 59.8 28.4
Percentage difference 36.9 32.4 28.8 12.0 17.1 29.9 14.2
Source: 2002 LPD 
Note: the percentage in the occupational group in the title refers to the proportion of household reference persons in that group 
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C17. 2002 GCSE total point scores. BME pupils compared with pupils in output area 
which are more than 60 per cent semi-routine or routine  

2002 GCSE 
grouped point White

Black
Caribbean Black African Black Other Indian Pakistani Bangladeshi

Number of pupils in each point score group         
0.0 2 2
0.5 - 10.0 

4 10
5 1

19 5 10 3 6 4
40.5 - 50.0 

0

0
123 55

2 2 0 1 1 12
14 0 6 1 0 2 13

10.5 - 20.0 17 5 3 1 4
20.5 - 30.0 20 9 2 4 28
30.5 - 40.0 35

17 4 12 3 4 2 33
50.5 - 60.0 9 2 11 0 4 3 34
60.5 - 70.0 2 1 5 1 0 13
70.5 - 80.0 3 0 1 0 1 0 7
80.5+ 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 28 10 25 17 185
                
Percentage of pupils in each point score group         
0.0 17.9 7.1 3.6 0.0 4.0 5.9 6.5
0.5 - 10.0 11.4 0.0 10.0 11.8

17.9 16.0 5.4

30.0
7.1 17.6

1.8 3.8
0.0 0.0 0.0

10.9 0.0 7.0
10.5 - 20.0 13.8 5.5 10.0 23.5
20.5 - 30.0 16.3 32.1 9.1 20.0 16.0 5.9 15.1
30.5 - 40.0 15.4 17.9 18.2 30.0 24.0 23.5 18.9
40.5 - 50.0 13.8 14.3 21.8 16.0 11.8 17.8
50.5 - 60.0 7.3 20.0 0.0 16.0 18.4
60.5 - 70.0 1.6 3.6 9.1 0.0 4.0 0.0 7.0
70.5 - 80.0 2.4 0.0 0.0 4.0 0.0
80.5+ 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
                
Percentage of pupils with point scores similar to those of White pupils 

0.0  
10.9 11.4

  
20.5 - 30.0 16.3

7.3

70.5 - 80.0 1.8 2.4 2.4
0.0 0.0

 7.1 3.6 0.0 4.0 5.9 6.5
0.5 - 10.0   0.0 10.0 0.0 7.0
10.5 - 20.0 13.8 5.5 10.0 13.8 13.8 5.4

  9.1 16.3 16.0 5.9 15.1
30.5 - 40.0   15.4 15.4 15.4 15.4 15.4 15.4
40.5 - 50.0   13.8 13.8 13.8 13.8 11.8 13.8
50.5 - 60.0   7.1 7.3 0.0 7.3 7.3
60.5 - 70.0   1.6 1.6 0.0 1.6 0.0 1.6

  0.0 0.0 0.0
80.5+   0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total   75.3 69.1 65.5 74.5 71.5 74.7
                
Difference            
0.0   -10.7 -14.2 -13.9 -11.4
0.5 - 10.0   -4.4

  
14.6

40.5 - 50.0 
  

-1.6
-2.4 1.3

80.5+  

68.9 57.0

30.9

-17.9 -12.0
-11.4 -0.5 -1.4 -11.4 0.4

10.5 - 20.0   4.0 -8.4 -3.8 2.2 9.7 -8.4
20.5 - 30.0 15.9 -7.2 3.7 -0.3 -10.4 -1.1
30.5 - 40.0   2.4 2.7 8.6 8.1 3.5

  0.5 8.0 16.2 2.2 -2.1 4.0
50.5 - 60.0 -0.2 12.7 -7.3 8.7 10.3 11.1
60.5 - 70.0   1.9 7.5 -1.6 2.4 5.4
70.5 - 80.0   -2.4 -0.6 1.6 -2.4

 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Absolute difference 49.5 61.8 51.1 50.6

Percentage difference 24.7 34.5 25.5 28.5 25.3
Source: 2002 LPD 
Note: the percentage in the occupational group in the title refers to the proportion of household reference persons in that group 
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C18. 2002 GCSE point scores. Pupils in same ethnic group, but living in different types of 
output area. 50 per cent threshold 
  All pupils aged 15 in 2002                   White  Black Caribbean 

 2002 More than 50% in OA  More than 50% in OA  More than 50% in OA 

GCSE point 
scores 

professionals semi-routine/
routine

Professionals professionals/
managers/ managers / managers

semi-
routine/ routine

semi-
routine/
 routine

Number of pupils in each point score group 
0.0 1,068 370 597 155 54 42
0.5 - 10.0 843 385 432 182 95 35
10.5 - 20.0 533 649 66

1,025 257 179

176
485 102

3,102
9

4,300 13,162 1,396 959 372

1,164 206 117
20.5 - 30.0 1,850 702 67
30.5 - 40.0 2,727 791 1,614 254 196 73
40.5 - 50.0 3,843 725 2,442 158 52
50.5 - 60.0 4,082 2,741 99 27
60.5 - 70.0 210 2,163 46 48 8
70.5 - 80.0 1,684 90 1,157 19 2
80.5+ 522 9 342 2 1 0
Total 20,885
                
Percentage of pupils in each point score group 

0.0 11.1 11.3
0.5 - 10.0 

16.3 7.8
13.1 19.6

7.3
60.5 - 70.0 4.9 5.0

8.8

100.0 100.0 100.0

5.1 8.6 4.5 5.6
4.0 9.0 3.3 13.0 9.9 9.4

10.5 - 20.0 5.6 12.4 4.9 14.8 12.2 17.7
20.5 - 30.0 8.9 18.4 18.7 18.0
30.5 - 40.0 18.4 12.3 18.2 20.4
40.5 - 50.0 18.4 16.9 18.6 12.6 16.5 14.0
50.5 - 60.0 19.5 11.3 20.8 7.1 10.6

14.9 16.4 3.3 2.2
70.5 - 80.0 8.1 2.1 1.4 0.9 0.5
80.5+ 2.5 0.2 2.6 0.1 0.1 0.0
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
               
Percentage of pupils in the same ethnic group, but in different types of output area, with similar point scores 
0.0   5.1    4.5    5.6
0.5 - 10.0 4.0    3.3   

  
  
  
  12.6

7.1   
3.3

  

  

   9.4
10.5 - 20.0   5.6    4.9  12.2
20.5 - 30.0 8.9    7.8    18.0
30.5 - 40.0 13.1    12.3    19.6
40.5 - 50.0 16.9       14.0
50.5 - 60.0   11.3     7.3
60.5 - 70.0   4.9       2.2
70.5 - 80.0   2.1  1.4    0.5
80.5+   0.2    0.1    0.0
Total 72.0    57.3    88.8
                
Difference        
0.0   3.5    6.6    5.7

Percentage difference 

0.5 - 10.0   4.9    9.8    -0.5
10.5 - 20.0   6.8    9.8    5.5
20.5 - 30.0   7.5    10.6    -0.7
30.5 - 40.0   5.3    5.9    -0.8
40.5 - 50.0   -1.5    -5.9    -2.5
50.5 - 60.0   -8.3    -13.7    -3.4
60.5 - 70.0   -10.0    -13.1    -2.9
70.5 - 80.0   -6.0    -7.4    -0.4
80.5+   -2.3    -2.5    -0.1
Absolute difference 56.1   85.4   22.4

28.0  42.7  11.2
Source: 2002 LPD 
Note: The percentage threshold Figure given in the title refers to the percentage of household reference persons in an occupational 
group needed for the area to be classified as largely single class  
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C18. 2002 GCSE point scores. Pupils in same ethnic group, but living in different types of 
output area. 50 per cent threshold, continued 
 Black African  Black Other  Indian 

2002 More than 50% in OA  More than 50% in OA  More than 50% in OA 

GCSE point 
scores 

professionals/
managers

semi-
routine/
routine

professionals/
managers

semi-
routine/
routine

professionals/
managers

semi-
routine/
routine

Number of pupils in each point score group 
0.0 77 49 45 12 34 6

40.5 - 10.0 74 46 48 15 17
10.5 - 20.0 100 78 37 17 30 16
20.5 - 30.0 135 103 77 30 60 42
30.5 - 40.0 176 118 95 28 124 49
40.5 - 50.0 159 122 91 19 208 54
50.5 - 60.0 135 78 73 15 263 39
60.5 - 70.0 63 32 39 4 223 27
70.5 - 80.0 30 8 14 0 145 14
80.5+ 9 0 7 0 50 1
Total 958 634 526 140 1,154 252
                
Percentage of pupils in each point score group 
0.0 8.0 7.7 8.6 8.6 2.9 2.4
0.5 - 10.0 7.7 7.3 9.1 10.7 1.5 1.6
10.5 - 20.0 10.4 12.3 7.0 12.1 2.6 6.3
20.5 - 30.0 14.1 16.2 14.6 21.4 5.2 16.7
30.5 - 40.0 18.4 18.6 18.1 20.0 10.7 19.4
40.5 - 50.0 16.6 19.2 17.3 13.6 18.0 21.4
50.5 - 60.0 14.1 12.3 13.9 10.7 22.8 15.5
60.5 - 70.0 6.6 5.0 7.4 2.9 19.3 10.7
70.5 - 80.0 3.1 1.3 2.7 0.0 12.6 5.6
80.5+ 0.9 0.0 1.3 0.0 4.3 0.4
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
                

Percentage of pupils in the same ethnic group, but in different types of output area, with similar point scores 
0.0   7.7    8.6    2.4
0.5 - 10.0   7.3    9.1    1.5
10.5 - 20.0   10.4    7.0    2.6
20.5 - 30.0   14.1    14.6    5.2
30.5 - 40.0   18.4    18.1    10.7
40.5 - 50.0   16.6    13.6    18.0
50.5 - 60.0   12.3    10.7    15.5
60.5 - 70.0   5.0    2.9    10.7
70.5 - 80.0   1.3    0.0    5.6
80.5+   0.0    0.0    0.4
Total   93.1    84.6    72.6
                
      
0.0   -0.3    

1.9
2.2
0.2

 

0.0    -0.6
0.5 - 10.0   -0.5    1.6    0.1
10.5 - 20.0      5.1    3.7
20.5 - 30.0      6.8    11.5
30.5 - 40.0      1.9    8.7
40.5 - 50.0   2.6    -3.7    3.4
50.5 - 60.0   -1.8    -3.2    -7.3
60.5 - 70.0   -1.5    -4.6   -8.6
70.5 - 80.0   -1.9    -2.7    -7.0
80.5+   -0.9    -1.3    -3.9
Absolute difference 13.8    30.9   54.9
Percentage difference 6.9   15.4 27.4
Source: 2002 LPD 
Note: The percentage threshold Figure given in the title refers to the percentage of household reference persons in an occupational 
group needed for the area to be classified as largely single class  
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C18. 2002 total GCSE point scores. Pupils in same ethnic group, but living in different types of 
output area. 50 per cent threshold, continued 

  Pakistani  Bangladeshi  Chinese 

2002 More than 50% in OA   More than 50% in OA  More than 50% in OA 

GCSE point 
scores 

Professionals/
managers

semi-
routine/
routine

Professionals/
managers

semi-
routine/
 routine

Professionals/
 managers

semi-
routine/
routine

Number of pupils in each point score group 
0.0 24 7 22 29 7 1
0.5 - 10.0 15 9 18 40 5 0
10.5 - 20.0 34 17 33 58 5 3
20.5 - 30.0 51 25 44 86 11 4
30.5 - 40.0 73 41 62 136 19 5
40.5 - 50.0 120 44 75 138 30 12
50.5 - 60.0 105 18 51 109 36 13
60.5 - 70.0 62 9 25 44 48 5
70.5 - 80.0 20 4 18 17 25 3
80.5+ 11 1 5 3 22 2
Total 515 175 353 660 208 48
                
Percentage of pupils in each point score group 
0.0 4.7 4.0 6.2 4.4 3.4 2.1
0.5 - 10.0 2.9 5.1 5.1 6.1 2.4 0.0
10.5 - 20.0 6.6 9.7 9.3 8.8 2.4 6.3
20.5 - 30.0 9.9 14.3 12.5 13.0 5.3 8.3
30.5 - 40.0 14.2 23.4 17.6 20.6 9.1 10.4
40.5 - 50.0 23.3 25.1 21.2 20.9 14.4 25.0
50.5 - 60.0 20.4 10.3 14.4 16.5 17.3 27.1
60.5 - 70.0 12.0 5.1 7.1 6.7 23.1 10.4
70.5 - 80.0 3.9 2.3 5.1 2.6 12.0 6.3
80.5+ 2.1 0.6 1.4 0.5 10.6 4.2
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
                
Percentage of pupils in the same ethnic group, but in different types of output area, with similar point scores 
0.0   4.0     4.4   2.1
0.5 - 10.0   2.9     5.1   0.0
10.5 - 20.0   6.6     8.8   2.4
20.5 - 30.0   9.9     12.5   5.3
30.5 - 40.0   14.2     17.6   9.1
40.5 - 50.0   23.3     20.9   14.4
50.5 - 60.0   10.3     14.4   17.3
60.5 - 70.0   5.1     6.7   10.4
70.5 - 80.0   2.3     2.6   6.3
80.5+   0.6     0.5   4.2
Total   79.2     93.4   71.5
                
Difference     
0.0   -0.7     -1.8   -1.3
0.5 - 10.0   2.2     1.0   -2.4
10.5 - 20.0   3.1     -0.6   3.8
20.5 - 30.0   4.4     0.6   3.0
30.5 - 40.0   9.3     3.0   1.3
40.5 - 50.0   1.8     -0.3   10.6
50.5 - 60.0   -10.1     2.1   9.8
60.5 - 70.0   -6.9     -0.4   -12.7
70.5 - 80.0   -1.6     -2.5   -5.8
80.5+   -1.6     -1.0   -6.4
Absolute difference 41.6    13.3  57.1
Percentage difference 20.8    6.6  28.5
Source: 2002 LPD 
Note: The percentage threshold Figure given in the title refers to the percentage of household reference persons in an occupational 
group needed for the area to be classified as largely single class  
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C19. 2002 total GCSE point scores. Pupils in the same ethnic group. 60 per cent threshold 
White   Black Caribbean   Black African   Black Other 

More than 60% in OA   More than 60% in OA   More than 60% in OA   More than 60% in OA 
professionals/ semi- professionals/ semi- professionals/ semi- professionals/ semi-

managers routine/ managers routine/ managers routine/ managers routine/
2002 GCSE 
grouped point 
scores    routine

 

  routine

 

  routine

 

  routine
Number of pupils in each point score group 
0.0 310 22  20 2  39 2  15 0
0.5 - 10.0 185 14  43 0  21 6  21 1
10.5 - 20.0 282 17  42 5  46 3  18 1
20.5 - 30.0 438 20  69 9  53 5  33 2
30.5 - 40.0 720 19  69 5  75 10  37 3
40.5 - 50.0 1,230 17  60 4  56 12  39 3
50.5 - 60.0 1,468 9  42 2  58 11  24 0
60.5 - 70.0 1,270 2  23 1  25 5  20 0
70.5 - 80.0 751 3  5 0  13 1  9 0
80.5+ 232 0  1 0  1 0  2 0
Total 6,886 123  374 28  387 55  218 10
                        
Percentage of pupils in the same ethnic group, but in different types of output area, with similar point scores 
0.0 4.5 17.9  5.3 7.1  10.1 3.6  6.9 0.0
0.5 - 10.0 2.7 11.4  11.5 0.0  5.4 10.9  9.6 10.0
10.5 - 20.0 4.1 13.8  11.2 17.9  11.9 5.5  8.3 10.0
20.5 - 30.0 6.4 16.3  18.4 32.1  13.7 9.1  15.1 20.0
30.5 - 40.0 10.5 15.4  18.4 17.9  19.4 18.2  17.0 30.0
40.5 - 50.0 17.9 13.8  16.0 14.3  14.5 21.8  17.9 30.0
50.5 - 60.0 21.3 7.3  11.2 7.1  15.0 20.0  11.0 0.0
60.5 - 70.0 18.4 1.6  6.1 3.6  6.5 9.1  9.2

2.4
0.0

70.5 - 80.0 10.9  1.3 0.0  3.4 1.8  4.1 0.0
80.5+ 3.4 0.0  0.3 0.0  0.3 0.0  0.9 0.0
Total 100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0
                        
Percentage of pupils in the same ethnic group, in different types of output area, with similar point scores 
0.0   4.5     5.3     3.6     

  
0.0

0.5 - 10.0 2.7     0.0     5.4     9.6
10.5 - 20.0   4.1     11.2     5.5     8.3
20.5 - 30.0   6.4     18.4     9.1     15.1
30.5 - 40.0   10.5     17.9     18.2     17.0
40.5 - 50.0   13.8     14.3     14.5     17.9
50.5 - 60.0   7.3     7.1     15.0     0.0
60.5 - 70.0   1.6     3.6     6.5     0.0
70.5 - 80.0   2.4     0.0     1.8     0.0
80.5+  0.0     0.0     0.0     0.0
Total   53.3     77.9     79.5     67.9
                        
Difference               
0.0   13.4     1.8     -6.4     -6.9
0.5 - 10.0   8.7     -11.5     5.5     0.4
10.5 - 20.0   9.7     6.6     -6.4     1.7
20.5 - 30.0   9.9     13.7     -4.6     4.9
30.5 - 40.0   5.0     -0.6     -1.2     13.0
40.5 - 50.0   -4.0     -1.8     7.3     12.1
50.5 - 60.0   -14.0     -4.1     5.0     -11.0
60.5 - 70.0   -16.8     -2.6     2.6     -9.2
70.5 - 80.0   -8.5     -1.3     -1.5     -4.1
80.5+   -3.4     -0.3     -0.3     -0.9
Absolute difference 93.4   44.2   40.9   64.2
Percentage difference 46.7         32.122.1   20.5   

Source: 2002 LPD 
Note: The percentage threshold Figure given in the title refers to the percentage of household reference persons in an occupational 
group needed for the area to be classified as largely single class  
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C19. 2002 total GCSE point scores. Pupils in the same ethnic group. 60 per cent 
threshold, continued  
2002 Indian   Pakistani   Bangladeshi 
GCSE More than 60% in OA   More than 60% in OA   More than 60% in OA 
Total professional/ semi- professional/ semi- professional/ semi-
Point managers routine/ managers routine/ managers routine/
Scores routine       

 

routine

 

routine
Number of pupils in each point score group        
0.0 12 1  11 1  10 12
0.5 - 10.0 5 0  5 2  10

4
13

10.5 - 20.0 12  9 4  10 10
20.5 - 30.0 18 4  23 1  17 28
30.5 - 40.0 37 6  28 4  26 35
40.5 - 50.0 71 4  54 2  34 33
50.5 - 60.0 91 4  33 3  19 34
60.5 - 70.0 1100  30 0  9 1

1
3

70.5 - 80.0 80  9 0  5 7
80.5+ 19 0  5 0  1 0
Total 445 25  207 17  141 185
                  
Percentage of pupils in the same ethnic group, but in different types of output area, with similar point scores  
0.0 2.7 4.0  5.3 5.9  7.1 6.5
0.5 - 10.0 1.1 0.0  2.4 11.8  7.1

2.7
7.0

10.5 - 20.0 16.0  4.3 23.5  7.1 5.4
20.5 - 30.0 4.0 16.0  11.1 5.9  12.1 15.1
30.5 - 40.0 8.3 24.0  13.5 23.5  18.4 18.9
40.5 - 50.0 16.0 16.0  26.1 11.8  24.1 17.8
50.5 - 60.0 16.020.4  15.9 17.6  13.5 18.4
60.5 - 70.0 22.5 4.0  14.5 0.0  6.4 7.0
70.5 - 80.0 18.0 4.0  4.3 0.0  3.5 3.8
80.5+ 4.3 0.0  2.4 0.0  0.7 0.0
Total 100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0
                  Percentage of pupils in the same ethnic group, in different types of output area, with similar point scores scores 
0.0   2.7     5.3     6.5
0.5 - 10.0   0.0     2.4     

  
7.0

10.5 - 20.0 2.7     4.3     5.4
20.5 - 30.0   4.0     5.9     12.1
30.5 - 40.0   8.3     13.5     18.4
40.5 - 50.0   16.0     11.8     

16.0
17.8

50.5 - 60.0       15.9     13.5
60.5 - 70.0   4.0     0.0     6.4
70.5 - 80.0   4.0     0.0     3.5
80.5+   0.0     0.0     0.0

  Total 57.7     59.2     90.7
                  
Difference                 
0.0   1.3     0.6     -0.6
0.5 - 10.0   -1.1     9.3     -0.1
10.5 - 20.0   13.3     19.2     -1.7

12.020.5 - 30.0       -5.2     3.1
30.5 - 40.0 15.7      10.0     0.5
40.5 - 50.0   0.0     -14.3     -6.3
50.5 - 60.0   -4.4     1.7     4.9
60.5 - 70.0   -18.5     -14.5     0.6
70.5 - 80.0   -14.0     -4.3     0.2
80.5+   -4.3     -2.4     -0.7
Absolute difference  84.6  81.6   18.7
Percentage difference 42.3     40.8     9.3
Source: 2002 LPD 
Note: The percentage threshold Figure given in the title refers to the percentage of household reference persons in an occupational 
group needed for the area to be classified as largely single class  
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Appendix D.  Related DMAG Briefings 
Author Title Reference: DMAG 

Briefing 
Eileen Howes 2001 Census Key Statistics: Ethnicity, religion and country of birth 2003/9 

   
David Ewens Cross-border pupil mobility. An analysis of the 2002 London Pupil 

Dataset 
2003/24 

   
Lorna Spence Unemployment in London. An analysis of 2001 Census data 2003/26 

   
Gareth Piggott Londoners’ qualifications: Analysis of 2001 Census data 2004/6 

   
Rachel Leeser Indices of Deprivation 2004. A London perspective 2004/18 
   
Lorna Spence Country of Birth and Labour Market Outcomes in London 2005/1 

   
Giorgio Finella London Country of Birth Profiles 2005/2 
   
Marian Mackintosh London – the world in a city. An analysis of 2001 Census results 2005/6 

   
David Ewens The National and London Pupil Datasets 2005/8 
   
Also see    
Georgia Hay Borough Demographic Profiles 2004/3 
   
Gareth Piggott 2001 Census Profiles: Bangladeshis in London 2004/16 
   
Eileen Howes Census Profiles: Muslims in London – Demography and housing 2004/19 

   
Gareth Piggott 2001 Census Profiles: Pakistanis in London 2005/4 
   
Baljit Bains Ethnic Diversity Indices 2005/12 
   
Additionally see   
Author/Office Title Published 
Suzanne Hood The State of London’s children report Office of the 

Children’s Rights 
Commissioner for 

London, 2001 
Mayor of London Towards a Vision of Excellence. London Schools and the Black 

Child. 2002 Conference report 
Greater London 
Authority, 2003 

   
Mayor of London Making London Better for All Children and Young People Greater London 

Authority, 2004 
   
Mayor of London/ 
Robin Barer 

Higher and Further Education in London. A review. Greater London 
Authority, 2004 

   
Mayor of London Offering more than they borrow: Refugee children in London Greater London 

Authority, 2004 
   
Mayor of 
London/London 
Development Agency 

The educational experiences and achievements of Black Boys in 
London Schools 2000-2003 

2004, and available 
at the time of 

writing at 
www.lda.gov.uk 

   
Mayor of London The State of London’s Children Report Greater London 

Authority, 2004 

  
 
 

 Ethnicity and Attainment in Schools                                       191                                                  DMAG Briefing 2005/31 



Regular Briefings from the GLA Data Management and Analysis Group  
   
Recent DMAG Briefings:  
DMAG 2005/1 Country of Birth and Labour Market Outcomes Lorna Spence 
DMAG 2005/2 2001 Census: London Country of Birth Profiles Giorgio Finella 
DMAG 2005/3 2001 Census: Economic Activity in London Giorgio Finella 
DMAG 2005/4 2001 Census Profiles: Pakistanis in London Gareth Piggott 
DMAG 2005/5 Indices of Deprivation 2004: Ward analysis  Lovedeep Vaid 
DMAG 2005/6 London – The World in a City Marian Mackintosh 
DMAG 2005/7 Claimant Count Model: Technical Note Lorna Spence/ 
  Georgia Hay 
DMAG 2005/8 The National and London Pupil Datasets. An introductory Briefing for 

researchers and research users David Ewens 
DMAG 2005/9 Borough Fertility Rates 2000-02 John Hollis/ 
  Georgia Hay 
DMAG 2005/10 Borough Life Tables 2000-02 John Hollis/ 
  Georgia Hay 
DMAG 2005/11 Demography Team Workplan 2005-06 John Hollis 
DMAG 2005/12 Ethnic Diversity Indices Baljit Bains 
DMAG 2005/13 London Borough and Sub-Regional Demographic Profiles (2003) Georgia Hay 
DMAG 2005/14 Guide to accessing the LHS at the ESRC Data Archive Lovedeep Vaid 
DMAG 2005/15 GLA Ward Population Projection Manual Georgia Hay 
DMAG 2005/16 Income Poverty in London: 2003/04 Lovedeep Vaid 
DMAG 2005/17 Focus on London's Demography John Hollis 
DMAG 2005/18 Census Information Note 2005-1 Eileen Howes 
DMAG 2005/19 2001 Census: London Country of Birth Profiles – The Arab League  Giorgio Finella 
DMAG 2005/20 Benefits Data for London: No 1 Income Support  Lovedeep Vaid 
DMAG 2005/21 Transgenerational Ethnicity  Baljit Bains/John  
  Hollis/Vicky Clarke 
DMAG 2005/22 Workless Households in London Lorna Spence 
DMAG 2005/23 2001 Census Economic Activity Rates Georgia Hay 
DMAG 2005/24 Ward Risks of Population Change John Hollis 
DMAG 2005/25 Child Yield John Hollis 
DMAG 2005/26 Religious Diversity Indices Baljit Bains 
DMAG 2005/27 ONS Mid-2004 Population Estimates Georgia Hay 
DMAG 2005/28 Benefits Data for London: No 2 Incapacity Benefits and Severe   
 Disability Allowance Lovedeep Vaid 
DMAG 2005/29 Paycheck 2005: An analysis of Household Income Data for London Lovedeep Vaid 
DMAG 2005/32 Moving home and changing school – 1.  

Widening the analysis of pupil mobility David Ewens 
DMAG 2005/33 GLA 2005 Round Interim Demographic Projections John Hollis/ 
  Georgia Hay 
DMAG 2005/34 Introducing the Annual Population Survey Lorna Spence 
DMAG 2005/35 Trends in Household Worklessness in London Lorna Spence 
DMAG 2005/36 

Options. Improving the evidence base for school places planning in London David Ewens 
DMAG 2005/37 Benefits Data for London: No 3 Children in Benefit Claiming Families Lovedeep Vaid 
   
   

A full list of the 2004 DMAG Briefings is available to internal customers through the GLA Intranet; otherwise please 
contact Jackie Maguire who can also provide a CD containing PDF versions of the Briefings or hard copies, 
jackie.maguire@london.gov.uk. 
 

 



Contact details for the Data Management and Analysis Group are as follows: 
 
Rob Lewis (020 7983 4652) is Head of the Data Management and Analysis Group. 
rob.lewis@london.gov.uk
 
Bill Armstrong (020 7983 4653) works in the Census Team with particular responsibilities for 
commissioned tables, workplace data and mapping. bill.armstrong@london.gov.uk
 
Baljit Bains (020 7983 4613) works in the Demography Team and is responsible for ethnic 
demography, including ethnic group projections.  baljit.bains@london.gov.uk
 
Gareth Baker (020 7983 4965) works on GIS issues. gareth.baker@london.gov.uk
 
Shen Cheng (020 7983 4889) works on Education data and is responsible for school roll 
projections. shen.cheng@london.gov.uk (maternity leave until early 2006) 
 
David Ewens (020 7983 4656) is responsible for Education research and data analysis. 
david.ewens@london.gov.uk
 
Giorgio Finella (020 7983 4328) works in the Census Team. giorgio.finella@london.gov.uk
 
Dennis Grenham (020 7983 4532) works mostly on statistical compendia, election statistics 
and special publications. dennis.grenham@london.gov.uk
 
John Hollis (020 7983 4604) is responsible for the work of the Demography Team and the 
Social Exclusion Team, and particularly for demographic modelling.  
john.hollis@london.gov.uk
 
Eileen Howes (020 7983 4657) is responsible for the work of the Census Team and the 
SASPAC project. eileen.howes@london.gov.uk
 
Ed Klodawski (020 7983 4694) works in the Demography Team. His post is joint with the 
London Health Observatory and specialises in ethnic and health issues. 
edmund.klodawski@london.gov.uk
 
Rachel Leeser (020 7983 4699) works in the Social Exclusion Team with particular 
responsibilities for indicators and income data. rachel.leeser@london.gov.uk (maternity leave 
until late 2005) 
 
Alan Lewis (020 7983 4348) works on the SASPAC project. alan.lewis@london.gov.uk
 
Jackie Maguire (020 7983 4655) is responsible to the Group Head and co-ordinates the 
administrative and financial work of the Group. jackie.maguire@london.gov.uk
 
Gareth Piggott (020 7983 4327) works in the Census Team. gareth.piggott@london.gov.uk
 
Lorna Spence (020 7983 4658) is a member of the Social Exclusion Team, with particular 
responsibilities for the Labour Force Survey and benefits data. lorna.spence@london.gov.uk
 
Lovedeep Vaid (020 7983 4699) works in the Social Exclusion Team with particular 
responsibilities for indicators and income data. lovedeep.vaid@london.gov.uk  
 
Please use the above descriptions in deciding whom to contact to assist you with your 
information needs. 
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