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Ofsted is playing to Michael Gove's agenda by scaremongering about bright 
children. The facts tell a different story. 

 
There are 34 omissions 

More than four in 10 (41% of the most able children who go to grammar schools fail to 

achieve their full potential is that a scandal it sounds deplorable, since grammar schools are 

designed to get the best out of the cleverest they don't have much excuse for failing such 

children but it depends on what you mean by most able", "achieve and "potential" 

The equivalent figure for comprehensive schools 65% was highlighted this week by michael 

Wilshaw, the chief inspector of schools, launching an Ofsted report on whether the most 

able" pupils are "doing as well as they should in our non-selective secondary schools in 

Wilshaw's view, that 65% "failure rate is certainly a scandal. Comprehensives, he declared, 

"are failing to nurture scholastic excellence" and this outcome largely attributable to mixed 

ability teaching was "unacceptable in an increasingly competitive world" ofsted's definition 

of "most able is children who achieve level 5 or above for both reading and maths in Sats 

tests at age 11 to fulfil "potential, they should get an A* or A in both English and maths at 

GCSE five years later. Its "unacceptable" 65% is the proportion of those achieving the first 

who don't achieve the second it does not tell us what proportion of those who got top 

results in GCSE had done badly in their Sats at 11 we therefore know how often 

comprehensives supposedly make sows ears out of silk purses, but not how often they 

achieve the reverse 

  

http://audioboo.fm/boos/1448367-sir-michael-wilshaw-pupils-not-being-sufficiently-challenged
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Ofsted is playing to Michael Gove's agenda by scaremongering about bright 
children. The facts tell a different story. 

 
The solution 

More than four in 10 (41%)1 of the most able children who go to grammar schools fail to 

achieve their full potential.2/3 Is that a scandal?4/5 It sounds deplorable, since grammar 

schools are designed to get the best out of the cleverest.6/7 They don't have much excuse 

for failing such children.8/9 But it depends on what you mean by "10most able", "achieve"11 

and "potential".12 

The equivalent figure for comprehensive schools,13 65%,14 was highlighted this week by 

M15ichael Wilshaw, the chief inspector of schools, launching an Ofsted report on whether 

"16the most able" pupils are "doing as well as they should in our non-selective secondary 

schools".17/18/19 In Wilshaw's view, that 65% "failure rate"20is certainly a scandal. 

Comprehensives, he declared, "are failing to nurture scholastic excellence" and this 

outcome,21 largely attributable to mixed ability teaching,22 was "unacceptable in an 

increasingly competitive world".23/24 NP 

O25fsted's definition of "most able"26 is children who achieve level 5 or above for both 

reading and maths in Sats tests at age 11.27/28 To fulfil "potential"29, they should get an A* 

or A in both English and maths at GCSE five years later. Its "unacceptable" 65% is the 

proportion of those achieving the first who don't achieve the second.30/31 It does not tell us 

what proportion of those who got top results in GCSE had done badly in their Sats at 11.32 

We therefore know how often comprehensives supposedly make sows'33 ears out of silk 

purses, but not how often they achieve the reverse.34 
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