
[bookmark: _GoBack]Q5. Please describe, in your own words, the aim(s) of the Attainment Scotland Fund (147 respondents from the Local Authorities and 34 from the Schools Programme = 181 responses). 

The responses varied greatly in terms of length and the amount of detail provided but, overall, respondents showed a clear understanding of the aims of the fund. Only 8% in Year 1 and 2% in Year 2 were unspecific in their description of the aims.

The description below focuses on Wave 2 (2016/17) responses but I also provided a summary of the numbers for Wave 1 (2015/16) at the end. Coding information is consistent for both years.

Key issues mentioned in the definitions:

Mentions of Closing the Gap:

138 respondents (111 LA and 27 SP) referred to the need to ‘close the gap’ which they described either as the ‘poverty gap’ or the ‘attainment gap’ or the ‘gap between the most and the least disadvantaged children’ or the ‘equity gap’.

Mentions of Raising Attainment:

46 respondents (40 LA and 6 SP) discussed raising attainment or promoting excellence as the aim of the fund. The mentions of raising attainment were often linked to the specific areas of improvement.

152 respondents mentioned either closing the gap or raising attainment or both.


Mentions of specific intervention areas (49 respondents mentioned literacy, numeracy, H&W, or all three):

· Literacy has been mentioned by 47 respondents (36 LA and 11 SP).
· Numeracy has also been mentioned by 47 respondents (36 LA and 11 SP)
· Health and Wellbeing has been mentioned by 42 respondents (31 LA and 11 SP)
· 30 respondents mentioned all three areas of improvement


Mentions of Target Group:

39 respondents (33 LA and 6 SP ) referred to the target group of the fund in direct terms, saying that SAC aims to help children from deprived areas or to specify that the fund addresses the disparity between those who are most and least disadvantaged. 16 respondents (15 LA and 1 SA) mentioned SIMD as means to identify the pupils in need.

General Mentions:

Poverty:

107 respondents (82 LA and 25 SP) discussed poverty as the issue the fund aims to address. They referred to it either as means to specify the nature of the ‘gap’, or to describe the children who are the target group for support, or to discuss poverty as the social issue the fund aims to address.

Equality:

57 respondents (47 LA and 10 SP) mentioned equality/equity. The used the word either to describe the ultimate aim of the fund (sometimes as an alternative way of referring to the idea of closing the poverty/attainment gap) or to describe the gap itself.

Summary: 

Wave 2
	Code
	No. Mentions
	%

	NET: Closing the Gap OR Raising Attainment
	152
	84%

	Closing the Gap
	138
	76%

	Raising Attainment
	46
	25%

	NET: Literacy OR Numeracy OR H&W 
	49
	27%

	Literacy
	47
	26%

	Numeracy
	47
	26%

	Health and Wellbeing
	42
	23%

	Literacy, Numeracy and HWB
	30
	17%

	General mentions of target Group
	40
	22%

	Targeting – SIMD specifically
	17
	9%

	General mentions of poverty
	107
	59%

	General mentions of equality
	57
	31%

	Other mentions
	4
	2%

	Don’t know / unsure
	0
	0%

	Total
	181
	 



Wave 1 
	Closing the Gap
	108
	69%

	Raising Attainment
	55
	35%

	Literacy and Numeracy
	15
	10%

	Health and Wellbeing
	12
	8%

	Target
	68
	43%

	SIMD
	13
	8%

	Poverty
	44
	28%

	Equity/Equality
	57
	36%

	Total
	157
	 




