NASACRE AGM

04.05.06

NASACRE is keen to support SACREs.  Your responses to the following areas for discussion will help the executive to do so as effectively as possible.  There will be an opportunity to consider these issues at the AGM, but it would be good if your SACRE were able to discuss them beforehand and let us have your responses, especially if you are not able to attend the meeting.   Thank you.

1. Organisation:

a. Would it be helpful for NASACRE to work towards a regional structure for:

i. representation on the national executive?

ii. training opportunities and networking meetings?

2. Training and development for SACRE members:

a. Would it be helpful to offer the forum on self evaluation for SACREs in, eg:

i. London and the SE?

ii. the North?

iii. anywhere else?

3. Eight level scale of attainment: 

a. Does your agreed syllabus use an eight level scale in any form? Is this:

i. based on the old QCA 8-level scale of attainment (QCA Non-statutory Guidance 2000)?

ii. based on the 8-level scale in the NFRE?

b. Do you use/are you contemplating using levels different from those in the NFRE?

4. Use of the non-statutory National Framework for RE:

a. Is your ASC:

i. presently considering a revision, using the NFRE?

ii. presently considering a revision, and not using the NFRE?

5. Analysis of data from local schools for purposes of SACRE self evaluation:

a. Would your SACRE be interested in using the Culham/REonline service for analysing data from your schools?  (see overleaf for briefing paper)

b. Would your SACRE be able/prepared to pay for the service, at eg: £40 per annum?
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Proposal from Culham Institute/REonline to support SACRE Self Evaluation

Briefing Paper

The Self Evaluation in RE Toolkit for Schools, produced by the Association of RE Inspectors, Advisers and Consultants (AREIAC) is designed to help subject leaders in RE know how well they are doing and prepare for inspection.  Its format directly follows the new Ofsted framework. NASACRE has already endorsed and commended it to SACREs as a way of supporting their schools and facilitating their monitoring.  It can be accessed freely on the REonline website, under the ‘betterre’ tag.

We made considerable use of the AREIAC document during the December forum in Bristol.  If you were able to attend that event, you will remember we also had a presentation from Tony Parfitt, consultant to Culham, about a project to support SACREs make use of information based on the AREIAC toolkit. 

A questionnaire has been developed, based on the toolkit, and this also follows the Ofsted schedule.  The proposal is that, were SACREs to use this questionnaire with their schools, an analysis of the data it produces could be offered, annually or termly, to each participating SACRE by Culham/REonline.  The analysis would be confidential to the particular SACRE but it would also be possible, using the data anonymously, to produce an annual national overview drawing together the data from each local authority.  This would create a context for evaluation of local schools.

The cost of setting up this programme would be £10,000, with an annual maintenance cost of £5,000.  The Culham proposal initially suggested NASACRE might fund this on behalf of SACREs, but you will be aware that NASACRE does not have the necessary financial resources so, if it is to be viable, it has to be funded by you, the SACREs.  If there were sufficient interest, the cost could possibly be within the capacity of most SACREs, although we do recognise funding is an issue for many of you.  So, if a hundred SACREs thought this worth supporting, the cost per annum would be £50 per SACRE.  The set up costs would be double that, but payable only once.  If more SACREs participated, the costs would obviously be smaller.

NASACRE is simply acting in a liaison capacity in this matter.  We can see benefits in the system, but recognise that it will not have universal appeal.  However, since you now no longer have data from Ofsted inspections, it would go some way to giving you evidence on which to base your judgements about the quality of RE in your schools. 

We are really interested to know if you think this is something that would be sufficiently widely supported to be viable.    Obviously the work will not be done without some guarantee of take up at the level of critical mass.  We would appreciate a response from your SACRE, even if it is a negative one, to enable us to report the potential to Tony Parfitt as accurately as possible.  Please email responses to secretary@nasacre.org.uk. Thank you.

Julie Grove

Secretary

