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1. The National Council. The Council next meets at 10.30 am on the 12th May 2018 at the
Moulton College national office. All members of the association are welcome to attend as
guests. Please get in touch with Sally Swallow (01604 647646) if you wish to confirm your
attendance.
2. Patrons. There has been a good response to our initial invitations and we are about to
extend the invitation list in a substantial way. Patrons are seen as key people who are at one
with our efforts to convince policy makers of the vital importance of education in the early and
primary years.
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3. Rosemary Evans Award. Recently qualified members who gained QTS since June 2015 are
eligible to submit entries for the Rosemary Evans Bequest Award which will be given to the best
original article written for publication in the association's journal, Primary First, and on social
media. The award is for £200 and the theme can be selected from one of the following topics:
The highlights and challenges of taking on your own class. What do you see as the key principles
and/or values which inform your approach to teaching and learning? How can teacher retention
be improved? The global teacher for the 21st Century. Scripts should be sent to Robert Young
c/o the National Office.
4. The Annual General Meeting and Celebration of the Keycolab European Research project.
All members are invited to the annual meeting which will be held on the 22nd March 2018 4.30 6.30 pm at the Jury Inn, Oxford. There is no fee for this event which will begin with a review of
the outcomes of the recently concluded Keycolab project. Representatives of the schools
involved in the project will be present and have been invited to report on the impact on the
schools.
5. Primary First. The spring journal, No. 21, is at the proof reading stage and publication is
planned for the 14th March.
6. Christian Schiller Memorial lecture. The annual lecture will be given by Dr. Tony Eaude on
the 19th April 2018 commencing at 5.00 pm at the Avery Hill Campus of the University of
Greenwich. The title is "Re-humanising Primary Education". All members and friends are invited
to this event for which there is no fee.
7. Media. Contacts with the media have included: BBC Breakfast (Financial education in
primary schools), BBC Radio Cumbria (Free schools), BBC Radio Essex (Unregistered schools), TES
(Teaching at the reception stage), Radio Essex (Stress in the classroom), I News (Donations by
parents) and Sky News (Closure of breakfast clubs). In each case the association's policies were
advocated and were well received. The most recent release to the media follows:

Bold Beginnings: Ofsted survey of the Reception year
An assessment by the National Association for Primary Education
This is a confused survey of children learning during their Reception year. Much of the survey
draws on sound established practice and research but this is accompanied by assertions of
political policy which contradict the otherwise enlightened discussion of teaching and learning
before statutory school age. An unfortunate impression is created overall and the review has
failed to receive the support of practitioners who now see the inspectorate as a government
agency which has lost the political neutrality formerly guaranteed by HMI and their responsibility
to the Crown.
The focus on preparation for future education. Preparation is seen as the early acquisition of
2

core skills with little discussion of how children learn in their early years. The need to
concentrate upon the growth of understanding through direct experience is neglected as is the
importance of positive attitudes. There is no appraisal of the quality of children's experience of
their life in school.
Children must fit the curriculum. The review assumes throughout that there is a reception child
who must meet "expected" levels of performance largely in the skills of literacy and
mathematics. There is no recognition of the diversity of age and background which is of
paramount importance in such young lives. There is no mention of the practitioner's skill in
matching the learning experience to the nature and needs of the individual learner.
All children must progress at the same rate and the faster the better. The survey does not
acknowledge that children vary a great deal in their need for pace in learning. There are frequent
references to the need to "start quickly", to "catch up quickly" and to "catch up with their peers".
The political idea that education is a race is particularly damaging to the education of children
who find learning difficult. Children from disadvantageous backgrounds often require a different
approach to those who are more fortunate. It is all too clear that an old fashioned remedy to the
attainment gap is offered and the evidence is that this simply leads to a widening of the gap
during primary and secondary education.
There is merit in whole class teaching. The review has a somewhat nostalgic affection for
elementary education in which children sit quietly to be instructed through what is called "direct
teaching". The illustrations to the review provide a better indication of the challenging classroom
environment which facilitates the teaching and learning of young children. At no point is there a
definition of "teaching directly" and no awareness of the skills of teaching through children's
play. Once again the illustrations show many examples of sound child centred teaching while the
text hints fondly at a style of teaching more typical and appropriate to secondary education.
Methods of teaching are decided by Ofsted and the government. Although ministers affirm
from time to time that in our democracy the content of the curriculum can be defined by the
government but that teaching methods are for teachers to decide, there has been a drift
towards control of teaching methods by successive governments. This reaches its apogee in the
review's advocacy of the political decision which is backed by punitive sanctions that synthetic
phonics should be the child's first introduction to reading. There is no consideration of the
practice of very many teachers who employ a more balanced approach including analytic
phonics.
The teaching of mathematics. There are sounder comments with regard to this aspect of the
curriculum but these are weakened by an advocacy of whole class teaching. Such teaching of
mathematics to young children has a high potential for damage to future development. Essential
to the children's grasp of mathematics is their understanding gained through practical
experience through play and not through receiving instruction unrelated to that experience. The
weakness of the review is further revealed by the treatment of what are called "manipulatives"
which are seen as supporting the grasp of numbers rather than integral to learning.
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The impact of assessment upon teaching and learning. Teachers are criticised for devising tasks
simply to tick off elements of the early learning goals yet there is no consideration in the review
of the impact that statutory assessment has upon the quality of primary education, even in the
Admission class. Teachers are pressured into a pointless search for evidence because politicians
have shown all too clearly that they do not trust professional judgement. The report's advocacy
of assessment via means other than the observation of children is barely mitigated by a
concession that observational assessment promoted better progress -- a contradiction which
reveals the Janus-headed character of the survey. Sound evidence based observations are
accompanied by support for policies rooted more in rhetoric than fact.

A major opportunity has been lost. Instead of a serious discussion of the issues confronting the
crucially important transition to primary school and in defiance of the evidence, practitioners
are presented with a highly politicised thrust towards a more formal approach to teaching and
learning in the early years. The professionalism of Ofsted is impugned.

NAPE News goes to all members, friends and patrons once a term. If you have colleagues who
do not know of our work on behalf of primary education please use this issue to persuade them
to join us. The media release is convincing evidence that we are a powerful voice on behalf of
children, parents and teachers.
John Coe, Information Officer

February 2018
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