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This local research was carried out over late summer/early autumn 2009 by a questionnaire to all primary schools in Enfield and Haringey, a detailed review of Ofsted and Church School inspection reports and an interview with a Headteacher of a school recently graded outstanding for community cohesion.

There were 58 responses from across the two local authorities totalling a 42% response rate, broken down as 38 responses out of a possible 70 schools (54%) in Enfield and 20 responses from a possible 67 schools (30%) in Haringey. All Haringey respondents were school-based staff whereas half of the Enfield respondents were Governors.

The majority of respondents outside the Enfield Governors group were headteachers, followed by deputy headteachers. Respondents came from a range of 

junior, nursery and primary schools, reflecting the breadth in both boroughs. There was a low response from special schools and faith schools had a significantly low response rate also. 

A total of 19 primary schools were inspected in Haringey and 18 in Enfield. In addition to this, 4 faith school inspections took place in each borough. Both boroughs fared very well and resulted in the following inspection grades being awarded:

	2008/9
	Grade 1
	Grade 2
	Grade 3
	Grade 4
	Total

	Enfield
	10
	6
	2
	0
	18

	89% good or outstanding 

	Haringey
	8
	9
	1
	1
	19



	89% good or outstanding

	Total
	18
	15
	3
	1
	37


The following were all perceived areas of strength:

· Schools agreed or strongly agreed that their pupils have a strong sense of belonging (97%) and significantly, 59 % opted for strongly agreed. Inspection reports confirm that this data is consistent and accurate.

· Schools agreed or strongly agreed that they believe their schools to be effective in promoting community cohesion (97%). This data is also supported by inspection reports.

· Schools agreed or strongly agreed that they have found it reasonably easy to collect evidence to demonstrate their work with regard to the duty (90%) and reports confirm this.

· Schools agreed or strongly agreed that they have a clear understanding of what is meant by ‘promoting community cohesion,’ (90%) although there were some misunderstandings about what level of communities they need to engage: whilst they were clear about families and the local community, they were less sure about the following communities: people with no religious belief or faith, people of different means or affluence, people in the UK and people outside the UK, who are all included.
· Schools largely agreed or strongly agreed that their school has a good understanding of what is expected of them in regard to the duty (84%). However, only 9% of school based respondents knew that Governors are responsible for the Duty. Enfield Governors were very well informed of their responsibilities.
Further findings:
· A recurring theme throughout the research was of a collective sense of concern whether HMI teams will judge schools fairly and equally. Reporting suggests that this may well depend on the skills and knowledge of the inspection teams. 

· Some schools were unconvinced that they had received enough support from the government or the Local Authority to support their Community Cohesion work. This was expressed more so in Haringey. This is the case despite great success in inspections so results may well have been responses from those schools anxious about forthcoming inspections.

· The centrality of equity and excellence in the community cohesion agenda was not apparent. Few inspection reports made references to pupil progress, especially in Enfield. This was further reflected in the Headteacher’s interview.

·   The Roman Catholic Archdiocese of Westminster has detailed guidance provided on their website for inspection teams, which includes detailed judgement statements for grades 1-4. The Church of England National Society for Promoting Religious Education Statutory Inspection of Anglican Schools guidance (www.natsoc.org.uk) provides limited public guidance for schools. There were three themes that featured largely across this limited number of faith reports: charity work and overseas links, local links and local events and learning about other faiths than their own. Haringey Catholic schools were noticeably well regarded for the quality of their teaching of other major world religions, including visits to places of worship, resourcing and displays. This was a strong feature of the inspection reports. 

Recommendations

The clearest factor from this research is the need for clarity in all things and a vision for schools. The following recommendations may also provide some clarity for schools and authorities in response to these particular research findings.

· Schools and local authorities need to give community cohesion a high priority and take clear action to address the Duty. They should know who their communities are, identify what actions need to be taken, and evaluate the impact of their work.

· Whole school staff and Governors need awareness raising regarding the duty and its multi leveled approach to communities and geographical dimensions. 

· Children’s attainment and equalities is not well referenced in reports or in paperwork, especially by Ofsted. Schools need to know their children and their data, and take appropriate action. They need to evaluate the impact of their work.

· Schools are keen for more opportunities to learn from each other about what works and cite the following as suggested ways forward: clearer guidance on the duty (central government and LA), advice on action planning under the new Ofsted framework and sharing good practice locally, by hearing from schools that have already been inspected, or who can demonstrate good practice in one or more areas. 

· Schools would like support with realistic linking locally (or nationally) with suitable partners and stakeholders and need clarity about the definition of a global dimension and how this can be addressed in schools.

· Schools can take the opportunities afforded by the recent curriculum reviews (Rose report 2009, Cambridge Primary Review, 2009), which advocate an engaging curriculum to meet community cohesion requirements that responds to the needs of their specific school communities. 

· Clarity on what constitutes good community cohesion could be better defined and maintained by Ofsted and through Anglican schools inspection reporting guidelines. 
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