


  

Figure 1 - A word cloud showing what families feel about childcare in York 
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THE CSA SUMMARY DOCUMENT 

The Childcare Act (2006) requires local authorities to take reasonable steps to ensure sufficient childcare so 
that families can work or train. To understand how well childcare matches families needs a Childcare 
Sufficiency Assessment (CSA) process is undertaken by the Local Authority. This process involves consulting a 
range of groups as to their childcare needs and comparing this to the available provision. 

A full Childcare Sufficiency Assessment is carried out once every three years with a lighter refresh annually. 
This report presents the findings from the third full CSA carried out in York. 

It should be noted that the childcare market is dynamic and changes can happen over a short period of time. 
This report presents a snapshot in time and as more data and information becomes available the picture of 
how well childcare matches families’ needs will develop. 

NATIONAL CONTEXT 

Throughout 2013 there was great debate over how to develop the childcare market nationally. This debate is 
of great importance to York as many of the challenges that are faced in York are also faced right across the rest 
of the country.  

MORE GREAT CHILDCARE 

In January 2013 “More Great Childcare” set out the steps the Governments felt should be taken in order to 
raise the quality of childcare and give more choice to families. These steps included: 

• Raising the status and quality of the childcare workforce through the introduction of Early Years 
Teachers and Early Years Educators. 

• Amending staff to children ratios in group childcare and childminders. This proposal was subsequently 
dropped following consultation. 

• Changes to regulatory regime including; the requirements that local authorities use Ofsted 
judgements as the sole arbiter of quality, inspecting weaker providers more frequently and allowing 
for childcare providers to pay for re-inspection. 

• The introduction of Childminder Agencies (CMAs) that would encourage those put off a career in 
childminding by self employment to be able to enter the childcare market.  

• Encouraging schools to take younger children by removing the requirement for schools to register 
separately in order to provide childcare to two year olds. 

MORE AFFORDABLE CHILDCARE 

The Department for Education published the “More Affordable Childcare” policy paper in July 2013. This paper 
built on “More Great Childcare” and set out the government’s plans to: 

• help families to meet the costs of childcare; 
o Through the introduction of Universal Credit increasing the childcare element to a maximum 

of 85% of childcare costs where both parents (or the lone parent) earn enough to reach the 
minimum tax threshold. This compares to the current maximum of 70% through the 
Childcare Element of Work Tax Credit). 

o Through the introduction of “tax free childcare”. A new national scheme that replaces 
existing employer based childcare voucher schemes with an HMRC administered system that 
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will see the government contribute 20p for every 80p paid into the scheme by families. This 
will provide up to £2,000 of support per year per child. 

• increase the amount of affordable provision; 
o Through building on proposals outlined in More Great Childcare and bringing forward 

legislation to introduce a new childcare registration system at the earliest opportunity, 
following consultation. This would replace the current sets of rules with a single, consistent 
set of welfare and safeguarding requirements for all childcare providers. 

• give parents the right information so they can make informed choices about childcare. 
o An independent organisation would be commissioned to improve the way information is 

provided to families. This work has since been jointly undertaken by Ipsos MORI in 
conjunction with the Family and Childcare Trust. York has supported this work and held a 
number of meetings with the Department for Education outlining best practice from York. 

WHERE NEXT? 

The debate surrounding the role and future direction of childcare in England is gathering pace. It has been 10 
years since the government published the 2004 ten year childcare strategy. With this strategy now at an end 
and with childcare looking to be a key strand of a forthcoming general election there is great opportunity but 
also uncertainty for York. 

There is the opportunity for York to shape the childcare conversations happening nationally to address some 
of the systematic challenges faced locally. 

There is uncertainty for the local authority and childcare providers in seeing which proposals put forward by 
different think tanks and political parties become reality and how these impact on the childcare market in 
York. 

SUMMARY OF KEY MESSAGES LOCALLY 

Overall childcare in York reasonably matches the needs of local families. In particular: 

• The quality of childcare as judged by Ofsted and by local families is very encouraging. 
• The take up of the new two year old funding exceeds the national averages. 
• The geographical spread of childcare reasonably reflects the needs of families but could be improved 

further. 
• The childcare market has shown a high level of resilience through a turbulent economic period and 

responded well to a rising birth rate in York. 
• Childcare costs compare well to national figures but are higher than elsewhere in Yorkshire and 

Humberside. Take up of support with childcare costs is encouraging but families would benefit from 
further support in understanding different ways they may be able to reduced their childcare costs. 
There are clear messages from families relating to the affordability of childcare which mirrors the 
national picture. 

• York has bucked the trend nationally of falling childminders and is seeing the number of childminders 
actually increasing. This reflects work to remodel the support offered to people considering a career 
as a childminder. 

• York continues to play a leading role in trying to address systematic challenges in the childcare 
market nationally. This can be seen through the Childcare Hubs programme and chairing the National 
Association of Family Information Services. 

• Training and resources have been invested to improve the accessibility of childcare for disabled 
children and young people through the Disabled Children’s Access to Childcare project and the Early 
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Years Inclusion funding. Some families with disabled children have expressed they feel unable to 
access childcare but the reasons behind this are not clear and warrant further work to engage with 
families. 

• Childcare providers have engaged with work to improve the flexibility of childcare. York now has 37% 
of childcare providers offering opens times before 8am and 37% of childminders offering additional 
flexibility beyond their standard opening hours into evenings and weekends. However there are still 
challenges in how the childcare market can support shift workers or unusual hours. There is also 
further work to be done to engage employers and encourage them to adopt family friendly working 
practices.   

This Childcare Sufficiency Assessment has shown that generally the childcare market in York meets families 
needs but highlights some areas that could be further developed or warrant further investigation. This report 
focuses on issues for childcare sufficiency and will inform the development of an action plan aimed at 
addressing these gaps. 
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SUFFICIENCY SCORECARD 

There is no set definition of what is considered to be “sufficient childcare” or what are “reasonable steps” a 
local authority should take in discharging its duties. However it is clear that sufficiency of childcare is not just a 
case of number of places available. It is also how well childcare matches geographical demands, affordability, 
quality, flexibility, specific needs (e.g. disability or cultural) and indeed whether the childcare is financially 
sustainable to deliver. These areas are fully explored through the report but a summary scorecard has been 
provided below to give an at a glance view of sufficiency. 

Theme Indicator York North South 
West 

South 
East 

Places Places per child of population 0-4 0.42 0.48 0.36 0.41 

Places per child of population 5-11 0.23 0.23 0.24 0.19 

Childcare brokerages per 100 children of population 
(excluding 2 year old funding) 

1.26 1.08 1.59 0.95 

Cost/Income Childminder cost variation from England average -11% -15% -2% -9% 

Day Nursery cost variation from England average -6% -6% -10% 2% 

Parental view on affordability (1 - strongly agree 
childcare is affordable, 4 - strongly disagree childcare 
is affordable) 

2.9 2.7 2.89 2.74 

Take up per child of population of 3 and 4 year old 
funding 

99% 98% 107% 83% 

Take up of two year old funding 77% 74% 72% 86% 

Quality Parental views on quality (1- outstanding, 4 - 
inadequate) 

          
1.65  

          
1.55  

               
1.72  

            
1.82  

Ofsted views on quality (1- outstanding, 4 - 
inadequate) 

          
2.06  

          
2.06  

               
2.08  

            
2.00  

Percentage "Good" or "Outstanding" providers 86% 87% 83% 93% 

Specific Needs Percentage of families with disabled children saying 
their child can not access childcare due to disability. 

45% 63% 24% 63% 

Time/Flexibility Percentage of childcare providers open before 8am 36.83% 44.50% 33.05% 26.47% 

Percentage of childcare providers open after 6pm 6.11% 6.42% 6.01% 5.88% 

Percentage of childminders offering additional 
flexibility 

37.02% 44.58% 32.08% 31.58% 

Parental perceptions on childcare being available at 
the right times (1- strongly agree, 4 - strongly 
disagree) 

          
2.22  

          
2.03  

               
2.40  

            
2.23  

Table 1 - CSA Scorecard 

A colour coding system has been used for each theme area to indicate how well childcare is matching families 
needs: 

• RED A gap exists which will prevent families from accessing childcare 
• AMBER Childcare largely matches needs however a gap exists which will give families difficulties in 

accessing childcare 
• GREEN Childcare largely matches families needs 
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QUALITY 

There are very encouraging messages from families and Ofsted in relation to the quality of childcare in York. 
The quality of childcare provision as measured by Ofsted outperforms similar local authorities. Parental views 
on quality are even more encouraging with families rating the quality of provision at 1.65 on a scale of 1 to 4 
(1- outstanding, 4 - inadequate).  

The 2013 Childcare Sufficiency refresh explored how much the quality of childcare in York was affected by the 
levels of deprivation (as measured by IDACI1) in the local area surrounding the childcare provider. This was in 
response to national reports suggesting that the quality of childcare providers was lower in areas of higher 
deprivation. It was found that in York there was no clear relationship that suggested the quality of childcare 
was lower in areas of greater deprivation.  

PLACES 

Overall the geographical spread of places reasonably matches families needs. The childcare market in York has 
shown a high level of resilience through turbulent economic times. The number of childminders in York has  
increased over recent years following a transformation of support to those considering a career in childcare. 
This contrasts with a national picture of falling numbers of registered childminders. There has also been a 
significant increase in the number and range of childcare providers that can be used for two, three and four 
year old funded provision as a result of changes in the national code of practice. This has resulted in greater 
choice for families. 

There are pressure points within the Local Authority. Supply data suggests pressure point in the following 
wards Hull Road, Heworth Without, Holgate, Fulford and Bishopthorpe. 

Feedback from families would suggest in terms of absolute numbers of families the wards of Skelton, Rawcliffe 
and Clifton Without, Holgate, Micklegate and Heworth have the highest numbers of families strongly agreeing 
with the statement that childcare is a barrier to them working or training. Although the number of families 
expressing this opinion are much lower in Osbaldwick and Dunnington, the proportion of respondents 
agreeing with the statement is above average.  

Some families have expressed that accessing before or after school provision can be challenging. When 
exploring levels of demand by school attended levels of demand exist but may not be at a level where by an 
out of school club could be sustained. Schools are encouraged to work with their Shared Foundation 
Partnerships in responding to the needs of families and learning from the two Childcare Hubs will support his. 

COST/INCOME 

The picture in York reflects what is seen nationally in terms of childcare costs. Childcare costs in York have 
risen in recent years but still remain below the national averages. Day nursery costs in York are 6% lower than 
the average for England but are higher when compared to the Yorkshire and Humber region. The size of this 
variation is due to a significant drop in the Yorkshire and Humber regional average cost. It is unclear why this 
drop has affected providers in the wider Yorkshire and Humber region but not York. 

York compares well to the rest of the country in terms of families accessing support with childcare costs such 
as the Childcare element of Working Tax Credit, two year old funding and Care 2 Learn. 

1 Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index – a nationally defined measure of the proportion of children 
under the age of 16 that live in low income households in a local area. 
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Parents and carers expressing that they feel that childcare is not affordable is the strongest single message 
from families through the parental consultation. On a scale of 1 to 4 (1 – strongly agree, 4 – strongly disagree) 
the average score was 2.9 for the statement “Childcare is affordable”. However for the statement “Childcare is 
good value for money” the average score becomes 2.4. This shows families feel more positively about how 
much value for money is being offered by childcare but that opinion is split. 

The statement “I know where to get information about childcare” scored 1.89 indicating reasonably positive 
parents awareness of sources of childcare information. However the statement “I know where to find 
information about financial help for childcare” scores 2.29 showing that more can be done to raise awareness 
with families of help with childcare costs. 

SPECIFIC NEEDS 

Over recent years efforts have been made to improve the capacity of the childcare market to support children 
with disabilities and additional needs. This has taken many forms including training, resources and developing 
information available to families. The research into the effectiveness of the Early Years Inclusion Fund has 
shown the positive benefits that this scheme has generated for 2, 3 and 4 year olds. Nationally parents and 
carers of disabled children and young people have said they find it harder to access suitable childcare and York 
would appear to share this ongoing challenge. From the parental consultation 22 out of  49 parents/carers of 
disabled children stated that they feel they are unable to use childcare because of their child’s condition. 

There is no direct national comparison for this statistic but national research would suggest York is not alone in 
parents of disabled children facing barriers to childcare: 

• Research by Contact a Family suggests nationally 72% of families have cut back or given up work 
because of childcare problems2. 

• Government research has found that 28% of parents/carers that “disagree” or “strongly disagree” 
with the statement “There are childcare providers in my area that can cater for my child’s illness/ 
disability”3. 

A parliamentary inquiry into childcare for disabled children was launched in 2014 by Robert Buckland MP and 
Pat Glass MP. The inquiry is supported by Every Disabled Child Matters, Contact A Family, Working Families 
and the Family and Childcare Trust. This national inquiry reported its key findings4 against the headings of: 

• Affordability - Parent carers are often charged higher than average fees: 86% of parent carers who 
responded to the Inquiry’s survey reported paying £5 or more per hour, with 38% paying £11-20 and 
5% paying more than £20. 

• Availability and inclusion - Mainstream childcare provision is often not inclusive because of poor 
understanding of reasonable adjustments. There is also a lack of support available for providers to 
access additional training, resources and physical adaptations. 

• Quality - 33% of parent carers say that the lack of experienced staff was the reason for not accessing 
childcare, echoing concerns evident in the Childcare and early years survey of parents 2012-2013. 

• Access and information - 92% of parent carers say finding childcare for disabled children is more 
difficult than for non-disabled children. 

2 Contact a Family Research – June 2014 http://www.cafamily.org.uk/news-and-media/almost-three-quarters-
of-mums-with-disabled-children-are-forced-to-give-up-or-limit-their-careers-due-to-childcare-problems/  
3 Childcare and early years survey of parents: 2012 to 2013, Department for Education 
4 Parliamentary Inquiry into childcare for disabled children - 
http://www.familyandchildcaretrust.org/parliamentary-inquiry-into-childcare-for-disabled-children  
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Locally it should be noted that the fieldwork for parental consultation occurred at the same time as proposals 
for changes to school transport arrangements were being discussed which families of disabled children said 
would affect their ability to access childcare. As a result of feedback from families the final school transport 
model responded to their concerns. However this can be seen to have impacted on the messages received 
from families with disabled children as to why they feel they are unable to access childcare.  

Comments from families where they have stated that their child is disabled and they feel they are unable to 
access childcare have been analysed to see what common themes emerge. Comments from families offer 
limited further detail on the reasons families with disabled children feel unable to access childcare. Some 
comments from families make no reference to disability, some make reference to working patterns, some 
relate to transport issues which have since been resolved, some families left no further comments at all.  
Further work is needed to understand the perceived barriers for families to access childcare for disabled 
children and young people.   

TIME/FLEXIBILITY 

Recent years has seen an increase in the number of families demanding greater availability of childcare outside 
of 8am-6pm Monday to Friday. A greater proportion of childcare providers are now offering extended hours 
with childminders in particular offering out of hours and weekend care in response to this growing demand. 

The challenge of meeting the greater range of working patterns now undertaken by families is a national 
challenge also. The challenge being finding an affordable model for families, sustainable for childcare providers 
and ensuring that the children’s well-being and needs are also being met. York is playing an active role in trying 
to find a solution which can be seen through the following examples: 

• The Community Childcare Hub pilots running nationally have two trial areas in York. A key aim of 
these pilots is to introduce blended childcare, where childcare providers in a local area work together 
to meet families needs. 

• Work to recruit new childminders has specifically targeted those who may be able to offer greater 
degrees of flexibility and out of hours childcare. This, along with an audit of existing childminders, has 
resulted in 37.02% of childminders saying that they offer additional flexibility beyond their standard 
operating hours. 

• York has introduced flexible ways that families can take the two, three and four year old funded 
places by allowing families to stretch their overall hours entitlement over 51 weeks of the year. 

However demand for out of hours childcare or childcare to cover shift patterns still presents families with a 
challenge. Childcare arrangements can be complex and also potentially costly for families where they have 
changing shift patterns. In particular this affects families where there is a single parent or 3 or more children in 
the family. 

There is a need to work further with local employers to try and support them to operate in a “family friendly” 
way so that a healthy work / life balance can be achieved. 

THE ROLE OF CRECHES 

The role of crèche provision in the childcare market should be highlighted in this report. The York Learning 
service at City of York Council provides a crèche service to support family learning programmes as well as some 
parenting and children’s centre services. 

The legal responsibilities in relation to local authorities taking reasonable steps to secure sufficient childcare 
relates to childcare registered with Ofsted or where the Childcare Element of Working Tax Credit can be used. 
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Although the short term, crèche provision supplied by York Learning  does not fall into this scope it should be 
recognised that this crèche provision plays and important role in supporting families access a range of training 
and support programmes. This is reflected in discussions between childcare practitioners and also in feedback 
from families taking part in the parental consultation. 

The sustainability of these crèches is being increasingly challenged. Ensuring this does not create a barrier for 
families should be address through the council’s wider transformation programme and consider the best way 
to meet these childcare needs. 
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POPULATION OF CHILDREN 

Table 2 below shows the population of children by age broken down by ward5. This table represents the 
underlying data that is used throughout this assessment when referring to population. 

Ward/Age 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 

Acomb 104 119 118 123 92 128 110 96 98 86 106 90 102 87 94 114 92 100 116 

Bishopthorpe 21 32 38 41 40 41 50 44 46 36 41 41 48 41 38 54 25 47 41 

Clifton 149 140 163 156 141 129 145 135 115 114 112 117 117 124 143 140 181 158 218 

Derwent 23 29 31 22 34 38 39 34 45 43 48 43 51 47 43 49 41 34 37 

Dringhouses 
and 
Woodthorpe 

122 117 130 117 113 124 93 105 116 105 120 128 106 127 126 118 128 120 130 

Fishergate 109 104 102 96 90 80 74 77 65 83 52 72 65 88 59 76 83 84 121 

Fulford 35 23 17 33 32 29 36 33 29 34 32 31 29 27 33 23 35 34 27 

Guildhall 84 76 73 50 75 48 46 39 36 37 32 37 37 33 44 72 74 91 169 

Haxby and 
Wigginton 

100 97 112 117 109 137 135 130 113 109 98 117 113 106 113 121 118 105 125 

Heslington 4 13 10 14 10 11 9 10 14 13 8 8 16 11 9 10 14 8 292 

Heworth 163 169 157 169 173 170 149 155 130 127 136 130 115 127 150 161 162 179 181 

Heworth 
Without 

21 37 28 23 27 35 36 29 31 32 41 26 31 32 43 34 27 40 27 

Holgate 205 187 179 176 166 148 141 133 103 114 127 107 102 122 124 109 95 110 125 

Hull Road 104 103 98 101 105 98 86 91 73 70 85 84 78 93 91 101 100 104 129 

Huntington 
and New 
Earswick 

111 110 106 107 108 119 119 126 106 112 95 87 122 129 130 134 130 127 157 

Micklegate 170 144 138 148 121 143 125 111 109 88 80 91 110 89 77 103 106 88 107 

Osbaldwick 15 24 22 34 33 25 38 30 32 29 45 35 39 44 38 53 31 40 40 

Rural West 
York 

97 110 87 105 122 118 101 116 127 121 106 128 112 148 127 140 140 151 174 

Skelton, 
Rawcliffe and 
Clifton 
Without 

149 173 172 170 176 171 146 167 153 149 133 155 153 173 158 159 152 138 152 

Strensall 77 105 98 84 118 97 114 88 117 102 90 93 85 113 127 91 89 96 118 

Westfield 256 228 195 186 200 212 154 178 160 135 158 144 147 148 155 141 145 141 160 

Wheldrake 33 32 46 51 51 51 67 47 69 56 57 72 48 64 64 44 57 53 47 

Table 2 - York population by age and ward 

5 Ward Level mid-year population estimates for England and Wales (experimental), Mid-2012, ONS 
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NUMBERS OF DISABLED CHILDREN 

There is not a definitive number on how many children and young people in York have a disability. Contact a 
Family has carried research nationally that suggests 5% of children aged 0-16 has a disability6. Using this figure 
of 5%, Table 3 shows the estimated number of disabled children and young people broken down by ward. 

Ward Name 0-16 Population Number of Disabled Children and 
Young People 

Acomb 1759 87.95 

Bishopthorpe 677 33.85 

Clifton 2321 116.05 

Derwent 660 33.00 

Dringhouses and Woodthorpe 1995 99.75 

Fishergate 1375 68.75 

Fulford 511 25.55 

Guildhall 893 44.65 

Haxby and Wigginton 1945 97.25 

Heslington 184 9.20 

Heworth 2543 127.15 

Heworth Without 533 26.65 

Holgate 2338 116.90 

Hull Road 1561 78.05 

Huntington and New Earswick 1951 97.55 

Micklegate 1953 97.65 

Osbaldwick 567 28.35 

Rural West York 2005 100.25 

Skelton, Rawcliffe and Clifton Without 2709 135.45 

Strensall 1688 84.40 

Westfield 2942 147.10 

Wheldrake 909 45.45 

Table 3 - Estimated numbers of disabled children by ward 

York Family Information Service operate a register where families can voluntarily register disabled children and 
young people to receive regular newsletters. As of April 2014 there were 434 families registered, 
representing 26% of the potential population. As part of the parental consultation to inform this assessment 
all of these families have been invited to take part.  

6 http://www.cafamily.org.uk/professionals/research/  
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ANALYSIS OF SUPPLY 

A NOTE ON TERMINOLOGY 

Throughout this report different forms of childcare are referred to and abbreviations used in tables. These 
forms of childcare are defined as below: 

Type Abbreviation What they offer 
Childminder CMR • Childminders are self-employed providers of care and education 

largely based in their own homes but also through taking children on 
visits and outings. They are registered with Ofsted, attend training and 
both the childminder and their home are regularly checked.  

• Childminders can often work flexibly to meet the childcare needs of 
parents who work irregular hours. 

• Childminders can also offer the free early years and entitlement for 
two, three and four year olds under the same framework as a day 
nursery, pre-school playgroup or maintained nursery class. 

Day nursery CN • A day nursery provides care and education for children between the 
ages of six weeks and five years. (Some also offer out-of-school care 
for older children.) 

• Opening times are from around 7am to 7pm (hours vary but many 
nurseries may start before 8am), 50 weeks of the year. You can send 
your child full or part time.  

Nursery 
Schools 
/Classes 

MSNC • Nursery schools and nursery classes provide Free Early Years 
Entitlement and childcare for children between three and five years 
old. 

Pre-school / 
play group 

PG • Pre-schools or playgroups provide care and Free Early Years 
Entitlement for children between two and five years old. 

• Most offer sessions from two and a half hours to four hours, during 
term time. 

• Some are developing their services to offer longer sessions or full-time 
day care. 

Before and 
After 
School 
clubs 

OSC • Breakfast or before school clubs and after school clubs offer childcare 
before and after school. 

• These services are based on school sites, but may also be in youth 
clubs, community centres or nurseries. Some schools organise the 
childcare themselves, but most work with local voluntary groups, 
private providers and childminders. 

Holiday 
play 
schemes 

HPS • Holiday play schemes tend to be open from 8am to 6pm and run 
during the school holidays 

Other 
school 
activities 

OTH • These are any other types of activities that run on a school site that 
aren’t part of the normal school day. You may have heard them called 
“Extended Services”. 

• These activities are often groups or clubs around homework, drama, 
sport, music and more. 

Informal 
childcare 

INF • Informal childcare through friends and relatives. 
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CHILDCARE COSTS 

Childcare costs have been raised locally and regionally as a key barrier to families accessing childcare. The 
table below shows the costs of childcare in York and how this has changed over the last five years. This data is 
compared to the national and regional figures where possible7. 

• Childminder and nursery costs are based on a 25 hour week 
• Out of school club costs are based on a 15 hour week 
• Holiday scheme costs are based on a daily rate 
• Playgroup costs are based 5 sessions. Regional and national costs are not covered by the national 

survey so can not be included. 

Type Region 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2010-2014 
%change 

Childminder 
 

York £80.43  £83.75  £84.00  £88.00  £89.05  £91.75  10% 
Yorkshire and 
Humber 

£72.00  £80.00  £81.00  £83.35  £85.10  £90.75  13% 

England £78.00  £83.00  £88.00  £91.83  £97.27  £101.51  22% 
Nursery York £85.06  £89.30  £87.00  £95.30  £97.21  £100.65  13% 

Yorkshire and 
Humber 

£74.00  £84.00  £85.00  £94.38  £99.63  £87.94  11% 

England £83.50  £88.00  £94.00  £98.75  £106.52  £106.19  30% 
Out of School 
Club 

York £36.15  £30.70  £37.00  £31.55  £31.41  £31.35  2% 
Yorkshire and 
Humber 

£36.00  £48.00  £45.00  £44.61  £53.29  £44.84  -7% 

England £40.00  £45.00  £44.00  £45.81  £49.71  £48.40  8% 
Playgroup York £33.91  £35.70  £38.80  £44.40  £47.21  £50.45  41% 
Holiday 
Schemes 

York £17.97  £18.03  £19.43  £23.02  £23.18  £23.24  29% 
Yorkshire and 
Humber 

£19.61  £19.64  £20.85  £18.96  £24.14  - - 

England £18.37  £18.17  £16.52  £19.93  £23.56  - - 

These figures highlight some key messages: 

• Childcare costs in York from 2010 to 2014 have faired reasonably well when compared to the regional 
and national increases. 

• Day nursery costs in York are 6% lower than the average for England but are 13% higher when 
compared to the Yorkshire and Humber region. The size of this variation is due to a significant drop in 
the Yorkshire and Humber regional average cost. It is unclear why this drop has affected providers in 
the wider Yorkshire and Humber region but not York. 

• The out of school club costs appear to have greater variation between York, Yorkshire and Humber 
and the region. It is clear though that costs have been relatively flat over recent years for this form of 
childcare. 

• The playgroup costs figures should be viewed on the basis that average session lengths have moved 
from 2.5 hours towards 3 hours as a result of changes in the 3 and 4 year old funding. With sessions 
lengths having increased it are not realistic to draw direct cost comparisons over time for this data. 

• The costs for holiday provision regionally and nationally have not been released at the time of 
producing this report. 

7 Family and Childcare Trust – Childcare costs surveys 2009 - 2014 
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Figure 2 to Figure 5 show visually how childcare costs have changed over time in York, Yorkshire and Humber 
and across England. 

 

Figure 2 - Childminder costs over time 

 

Figure 3 - Nursery costs over time 
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Figure 4 - Out of school clubs costs over time 

 

Figure 5 - Holiday scheme costs over time 
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ANALYSIS OF SUPPLY FOR 0-4 YEAR OLDS 

In this section the supply of childcare for 0-4 year olds will be explored. Specific sections explore the two, three 
and four year old funding streams in greater detail. Table 4 shows the number of places offered by different 
types of provision broken down by ward.  

Ward Description Total Places 0-4 Population Places per child 0-4 

Hull Road 74 511 0.14 
Heworth Without 26.5 136 0.19 
Holgate 41 172 0.24 
Fulford 222.5 913 0.24 
Heworth 36 140 0.26 
Bishopthorpe 152.5 556 0.27 
Micklegate 239 831 0.29 
Acomb 163 535 0.30 
Haxby and Wigginton 225 721 0.31 
Westfield 351.5 1065 0.33 
Wheldrake 239 599 0.40 
Dringhouses and Woodthorpe 86 213 0.40 
Strensall 195 482 0.40 
Clifton 396.5 749 0.53 
Fishergate 299.5 542 0.55 
Guildhall 290.5 501 0.58 
Huntington and New Earswick 498 840 0.59 
Skelton, Rawcliffe and Clifton Without 221 358 0.62 
Osbaldwick 88 128 0.69 
Rural West York 370.5 521 0.71 
Heslington 59 51 1.16 
Derwent 199 139 1.43 
Total 4473 10703 0.42 

Table 5 and Figure 6 - 0-4 places per child of population shows the number of places available for 0-4 year olds 
by ward sorted by places per child of population. Please note that the childminder figures are adjusted based 
on a childminder typically being allowed to look after 6 children under the age of 8, of which 3 can be under 
the age of five.  

Ward Description CMR DN ISNC MSNC PG 

Acomb 53.5 21   52 26 
Bishopthorpe 17       24 
Clifton 21.5 137 96 117 25 
Derwent 11 157     31 
Dringhouses and Woodthorpe 42 52   65 80 
Fishergate 16.5 103   117 54 
Fulford 6       30 
Guildhall 8 167     46 
Haxby and Wigginton 33 48     82 
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Heslington 0 39     20 
Heworth 17 131   91   
Heworth Without 1.5       25 
Holgate 32.5 36   78 76 
Hull Road 4 54     16 
Huntington and New Earswick 47.5 92   78 82 
Micklegate 17 83 78 39 8 
Osbaldwick 6 58     24 
Rural West York 37.5 168   52 113 
Skelton, Rawcliffe and Clifton Without 41 301   52 104 
Strensall 43 82     70 
Westfield 65.5 112   156 18 
Wheldrake 6       80 
Total 527 1841 174 897 1034 

Table 4 - Number of places offered by provider type and ward 

Ward Description Total Places 0-4 Population Places per child 0-4 

Hull Road 74 511 0.14 
Heworth Without 26.5 136 0.19 
Holgate 41 172 0.24 
Fulford 222.5 913 0.24 
Heworth 36 140 0.26 
Bishopthorpe 152.5 556 0.27 
Micklegate 239 831 0.29 
Acomb 163 535 0.30 
Haxby and Wigginton 225 721 0.31 
Westfield 351.5 1065 0.33 
Wheldrake 239 599 0.40 
Dringhouses and Woodthorpe 86 213 0.40 
Strensall 195 482 0.40 
Clifton 396.5 749 0.53 
Fishergate 299.5 542 0.55 
Guildhall 290.5 501 0.58 
Huntington and New Earswick 498 840 0.59 
Skelton, Rawcliffe and Clifton Without 221 358 0.62 
Osbaldwick 88 128 0.69 
Rural West York 370.5 521 0.71 
Heslington 59 51 1.16 
Derwent 199 139 1.43 
Total 4473 10703 0.42 

Table 5 - Places available for 0-4 year olds adjusted to population 
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Figure 6 - 0-4 places per child of population 

It can clearly seen that there are some key clusters of wards where the number of places available per child of 
population (0-4 years old) is lower than the York average. 

It must be made clear that supply data should not be considered without reflecting on demand information. 
However supply side information highlights areas of potential pressure on 0-4 places as being: 

• Hull Road 
• Heworth Without 
• Holgate 
• Fulford 
• Bishopthorpe 

CHANGES TO SUPPLY 

Table 6 shows the net change in places available between 2011-2014 broken down by ward and type of 
provision. This data is also shown in Figure 7 through to Figure 9 on maps. 

Ward CM DN MSNC PG 
Acomb 18 21 0 0 
Bishopthorpe 7 0 0 0 
Clifton 5.5 -36 0 0 
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Derwent 7 0 0 0 
Dringhouses and Woodthorpe 9.5 -67 0 0 
Fishergate 2 0 0 0 
Fulford 4 0 0 0 
Guildhall 6 -7 0 0 
Haxby and Wigginton 10 48 0 0 
Heworth 2 -38 0 0 
Heworth Without 0 0 0 0 
Holgate 0.5 0 0 2 
Hull Road -3 54 -52 0 
Huntington and New Earswick 8.5 0 0 0 
Micklegate 3.5 0 0 8 
Osbaldwick 0 0 0 -64 
Rural West York 5.5 0 0 0 
Skelton, Rawcliffe and Clifton 
Without 

-1.5 0 0 10 

Strensall 11.5 0 0 0 
Westfield 27.5 -55 0 0 
Wheldrake 0 0 0 0 
Grand Total 123.5 -80 -52 -44 

Table 6 - Net change of childcare places available 2011-2014 

Although there is an overall increase in the number of places for 0-4 year olds in this time it can be seen that 
there has been a change in the balance in the type of provision available. Work to recruit childminders has 
offset other forms of childcare closing. These figures do not take into account any current proposed provision 
in the process of applying to Ofsted. 

 

Figure 7 - Net change in Playgroup places 2011-2014 
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Figure 8 - Net change in Nursery places 2011-2014 

 

Figure 9 - Net change in Childminder places 2011-20148 

8 This map shows net change in overall childminder places not those exclusively available for 0-4 year olds. The 
relative growth remains in proportion for all age groups. 
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ANALYSIS OF SUPPLY FOR 5-10 YEAR OLDS 

In this section the supply of childcare for 5-10 year olds will be explored.  Table 7 shows the number of places 
offered by different types of provision broken down by ward.  

Ward Description CMR HS OSC 
Acomb 107 66 32 
Bishopthorpe 34 34 34 
Clifton 43 142 95 
Derwent 22 40 40 
Dringhouses and Woodthorpe 84   54 
Fishergate 33 30 46 
Fulford 12 24 24 
Guildhall 16 15 88 
Haxby and Wigginton 66 26 98 
Heslington     24 
Heworth 34 40 56 
Heworth Without 3   26 
Holgate 65 60 144 
Hull Road 8   16 
Huntington and New Earswick 95   56 
Micklegate 34 21 90 
Osbaldwick 12     
Rural West York 75 32 104 
Skelton, Rawcliffe and Clifton Without 82 116 168 
Strensall 86   26 
Westfield 131 88 88 
Wheldrake 12   80 
Total 1054 734 1389 

Table 7 - Number of places for 5-10 year olds 

Ward Description Total Places 5-10 Population Places per child 
5-10 

Osbaldwick 6 199 0.03 
Hull Road 20 503 0.04 
Strensall 69 608 0.11 
Heworth 113 867 0.13 
Heworth Without 27.5 204 0.13 
Dringhouses and Woodthorpe 96 663 0.14 
Huntington and New Earswick 103.5 677 0.15 
Micklegate 128 656 0.20 
Fishergate 92.5 431 0.21 
Haxby and Wigginton 157 722 0.22 
Westfield 241.5 997 0.24 
Acomb 151.5 624 0.24 
Wheldrake 86 347 0.25 
Rural West York 173.5 689 0.25 
Fulford 54 193 0.28 
Holgate 236.5 766 0.31 
Bishopthorpe 85 258 0.33 
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Ward Description Total Places 5-10 Population Places per child 
5-10 

Clifton 258.5 750 0.34 
Skelton, Rawcliffe and Clifton Without 325 919 0.35 
Derwent 91 247 0.37 
Heslington 24 65 0.37 
Guildhall 111 238 0.47 
Total 2650 11623 0.23 

Table 8 - Number of places for 5-10 year olds 

 

Figure 10 - Places per child of population 5-10 year olds 

As with the 0-4 year old data judgments should not be drawn solely from looking at supply side data. However 
the map would suggest that there are five wards in particular with lower places available per child of 
population than elsewhere in the city. 

• Hull Road 
• Strensall 
• Heworth 
• Heworth Without 
• Dringhouses and Woodthorpe 
• Osbaldwick 
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Childcare for children aged 5-10 is likely to be linked to before and after school care so the following tables and 
figures explore the availability of childcare linked to different schools. 

For the following analysis there are some important points to note: 

• Places with childcare providers could be with before school clubs (on or off site) or with childminders. 
Nurseries and playgroups offering pick ups from reception class are not included in these figures as 
they would not provide care for children aged five or over. 

• Where there is no provision linked to a school the school has been given a default buffer size of 1km 
to highlight this. 

• Schools with notable buffer sizes are labelled in the figure. The full data table for before school care is 
available in Annex A, Table 36. 

• This information shows the relative supply of provision and should not be viewed without 
consideration of demand information which is explored later in this report. 

BEFORE SCHOOL CARE 

 

Figure 11 - Before school places relative to school size 

Figure 11 shows the location of primary, secondary and special schools within York. The buffer around each 
school inversely scales according to the overall number of before school places per child on roll with that 
school. So the larger the buffer the fewer places available per child on roll at that school. 
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AFTER SCHOOL PROVISION 

 

Figure 12 - Before school places relative to school size 

Figure 12 shows the location of primary, secondary and special schools within York. The buffer around each 
school inversely scales according to the overall number of after school places per child on roll with that school. 
So the larger the buffer the fewer after school places available per child on roll at that school. 
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CHILDMINDER RECRUITMENT 

In recent years York has developed work that is undertaken to recruit new childminders. This work has 
involved remodeling the package of support and information available to support new childminders enter the 
market.  

As can be seen in Table 6 and Figure 9 this remodeling of childminder recruitment has seen a net increase in 
the number of places available.  

Between January 2013 and April 2014: 

• 16 group based and 7 one-to-one childminder information sessions have been delivered to a total of 
79 people. 

• To date 25 have gone on to become registered childminders. The final figure though is likely to be 
higher. There is a lag in people showing interest in a childminder and in actually becoming a 
childminder. This is due to: 

o Time taken for people to make a decision if to proceed or not based on the information they 
receive. 

o The time taken to register with Ofsted is longer than in previous years due to a reordering of 
checks and training required before registration is approved. 

Figure 13 shows a comparison between the proportion of childminder “joiners” and “leavers” nationally and 
locally9. This shows that York is outperforming the national figures but most crucially that childminder 
numbers in York are rising against a falling national figure. 

 

Figure 13 - Childminders joining and leaving (31/03/2013 - 30/09/2013) 

9 Registered childcare providers and places in England - December 2008 onwards. Ofsted. 
http://www.ofsted.gov.uk/resources/registered-childcare-providers-and-places-england-december-2008-
onwards  
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In response the falling national figures the Department for Education is introducing legislation that will enable 
“Childminder Agencies” (CMAs). These agency arrangements will sit alongside the existing childminder 
recruitment, support and inspection regimes as opposed to replacing them.  

A CMA would take on the role of recruiting, training, marketing, supporting and inspecting childminders. This 
legislation will come into place from September 2014. In readiness for the roll out of CMAs the Department for 
Education has undertaken trials to test: 

• how agencies can be set up by different organisations; 
• how agencies will recruit and work with childminders; 
• how agencies plan to deal with training, suitability and accountability of childminders; 
• different agency business models and which models are likely to be most effective; 
• how agencies might make the most of different funding streams, including the new childcare voucher 

system; 
• how agencies might work with Ofsted; and 
• how agencies might work as a part of a community childcare facility, linking with other organisations 

and working with parents. 

Agencies will not receive any external funding and must be self supporting. It is not clear if any agencies will 
operate in the York area at the point of producing this report. 
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QUALITY OF CHILDCARE 

The quality of childcare is a key aspect of ensuring childcare sufficiency. Childcare providers are encouraged to 
develop the quality of their provision through a range of support mechanisms such as: 

• Shared Foundation Partnerships and the Childcare Hubs programme. Shared Foundation Partnerships 
bring together childcare provides and schools in local areas to work together to develop good quality 
childcare that meets families needs. Childcare hubs are part of a national programme that build upon 
Shared Foundation Partnerships in bringing together different kinds of childcare for children 0 – 11 in 
one area to offer a blended range of options for parents that are flexible, co-ordinated and high 
quality. 

• Early Years Support Advisors linked to each setting provide advice and guidance to support settings to 
improve the quality of their practice. 

• Accessing training from the Workforce Development Unit.  

The role of the Local Authority in supporting quality development in the childcare sector has been debated 
and developed over recent years. The government has clarified key elements of the Local Authority role 
including: 

• Decisions relating to quality (such as whether to fund childcare providers for two, three and four year 
old funding) should be based on the Ofsted inspection judgement and not a separate local 
assessment of quality. 

• Quality requirements for the two year old funding have been outlined as follows: 
o Childcare providers must have a “good” or “outstanding” rating from Ofsted or be awaiting 

their first inspection. 
o Providers with a “satisfactory” or “requires improvement”10 judgement from Ofsted can be 

used but only where there is not sufficient accessible ‘good’ or ‘outstanding’ provision. 
o The local authority should secure alternative provision and withdraw funding, as soon as is 

practicable, for children who are already receiving their funded entitlement at a provider 
when it is rated ‘inadequate’ by Ofsted. 

• The quality expectations for 3 and 4 year old funding mirror that for two year olds but allows for 
settings that are rated as “Satisfactory” or “Requires improvement” to be used universally without 
the need for any further approval. 

• Support to improve quality should be focussed on childcare providers in that are most in need of 
improvement. 

Parental perceptions of quality are explore in the “Understanding the needs of parents/carers” section. Figure 
14 shows information from Ofsted showing the breakdown of inspection outcomes over time. The proportion 
of “Outstanding” settings has remained reasonably static but there has been a clear increase in the proportion 
of “Good” settings as opposed to “Satisfactory” or “Requires improvement”. 

10 Ofsted are moving from using the term “Satisfactory” as a judgment outcome to using “Requires 
improvement”. This will bring childcare inspections in line with other inspections carried out by Ofsted. 
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Figure 14 - Ofsted inspection outcomes breakdown over time 

Figure 15 shows the relative quality of childcare in York when compared to statistical neighbour Local 
Authorities. We can see York is above the average for this group of authorities and is the second best 
performing area in this group. 

 

Figure 15 – Percentage “Good” or “Outstanding” childcare providers in York compared with similar local authorities (31/08/2013) 

The data shown in figures Figure 14 and Figure 15 has been obtained from Ofsted’s “Data view” web tool and 
only include details of inspections up to the 31 August 2013. The latest picture of inspection outcomes broken 
down by provider type is shown in Figure 16. 
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Figure 16 - Inspection outcome by provider type 
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TWO YEAR OLD FUNDED PROVISION 

From September 2013 the government introduced the first phase of free childcare for eligible two year olds. 
This free childcare has been initially focused on the 20% most economically deprived families. Those eligible 
are: 

• Families that meet criteria that mirrors Free School Meal (FSM) support. This means families claiming: 
o Income Support 
o income-based Jobseeker’s Allowance (JSA) 
o income-related Employment and Support Allowance (ESA) 
o support through part 6 of the Immigration and Asylum Act 
o the guaranteed element of State Pension Credit 
o Child Tax Credit (but not Working Tax Credit) and have an annual income not over £16,190 
o the Working Tax Credit 4-week run on (the payment you get when you stop qualifying for 

Working Tax Credit) 
• Children looked after by the council as Looked After Children 
• The council has also funded a number of discretionary places. To access these places families must be 

supported in their application by a practitioner (e.g. children’s centre worker, health visitor etc). 
Discretionary places have a set criteria by which they are assessed for eligibility. This criteria includes 
factors such as disability, domestic violence etc. 

In September 2014 the free places for two year olds will see the introduction of a broader range of eligibility 
criteria. As well as the current rules, a child will then also be eligible if any of the following apply: 

• The family is receiving Working Tax Credits and earn no more than £16,190 a year 
• The family have a current statement of special educational needs (SEN) or an education, health and 

care plan 
• The family receive Disability Living Allowance 
• The child has left care through special guardianship or an adoption or residence order 

Based on the national criteria York was set a target of potentially 308 eligible families for phase one 
(September 2013) and 700 for phase two (September 2014). 

A Strategic group and Task group meet on a termly basis with a focus on ensuring sufficient high quality places 
for 2 year olds across the city.  As part of the delivery plan, a detailed local sufficiency assessment has been 
undertaken to identify areas where places need to be developed and despite it being a very fluid and unique 
market our collaborative working has ensured there are sufficient high quality childcare places available for 
Phase 1. 

Both groups are now focusing on implementation of phase 2 for September 2014. If a need for further 
development of 2 year old places is identified, in the first instance this will be addressed by encouraging 
existing providers to expand alongside further engagement with childminders. 

TAKE UP OF TWO YEAR OLD OFFER 

To support local authorities focus on supporting families access free two year old funding the Department for 
Work and Pensions provides “S2S” lists of potentially eligible families. This information is used alongside a 
wider marketing campaign to encourage families to apply.  
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For the Autumn 2013 term , the S2S lists11 received had 279 potentially eligible families (this included those 
receiving child tax credits but not working tax credits). During this term, 250 applications were received, of 
which, 214 were approved. This represents 77% of the S2S target figure. This compares to the figure of 71% 
national take up12. Of the 214 families approved for the Autumn Term, 177 children were successfully placed. 
On top of this figure, there were 38 children carried forward from the Summer 13 term, making a total of 215 
children placed for the Autumn 13 term, (70% of our 308 target). 

AUTUMN 2013 FSM Discretionary LAC/CPP TOTAL 
Applications Received 226 17 7 250 
Applications Approved 195 12 7 214 
No. of children placed 159 11 7 177 

Table 9- Autumn term two year old funding applications and approvals 

SPRING 2014 FSM Discretionary LAC/CPP TOTAL 
Applications Received 124 22 4 150 
Applications Approved 92 17 4 113 
No. of children placed 65 13 2  80 

Table 10 - Spring term two year old funding applications and approvals 

As can be seen in Table 9 there were 37 families in the autumn term and 33 in the spring term that were 
approved for two year old funding but did not take up the place. There are a variety of reasons for families not 
accessing their place following approval, which are explored below. 

• No response to FIS contact – Family Information Service contacts all families approved for two year 
old funding to offer information and support in accessing childcare. In a number of cases families can 
not be contacted on any of the contact details provided.  

• Place found not taken up – In these cases a place has been found at a childcare provider but the 
family has not accessed the provision. 

• No suitable place found yet – This is an open childcare brokerage case and the family is receiving 
support to identify suitable childcare. 

• Wants to wait – The family is not in a place yet where they want to access childcare 
• Moved out of area – The family no longer lives in the York area. 

 No response 
to FIS contact 

Place found 
not taken up 

No suitable 
place found 
yet 

Wants to wait  Moved out of 
area 

Total 

AUTUMN 
2013 

9 6 5 10 7 37 

SPRING 
2014 

11 1 5 16 0 33 

Table 11 - Reasons for not taking up two year old funding 

Details of families that have been approved for two year old funding and not taken up their place is shared 
with York Children’s Centres and forms part of their ongoing work to engage families. 

PROVISION USED 

11 The initial S2S data received in July was inaccurate, a new more accurate list was received in September and these 
figures have been used above. 
12 Children and Young People Now - http://www.cypnow.co.uk/cyp/news/1140455/-free-childcare-unclaimed  

34 
 

                                                                 



The scope of childcare providers that can be used for two year old funding broadly mirrors the criteria for the 
universally available three and four year old funding. This means two year old funded places can be taken at: 

• Childminders 
• Day Nurseries 
• Pre-School Playgroups 
• Independent School Nurseries 

Currently schools would need to register separately with Ofsted to provide places to two year olds. However 
the Department for Education is proposing that schools would be able to provide childcare to two year olds 
under the existing school registration as they can currently for three and four year olds. 

There is a quality criteria in place over which types of childcare provider can be used. 

• Childcare providers must have a “good” or “outstanding” rating from Ofsted or be awaiting their first 
inspection. 

• Providers with a “satisfactory” or “requires improvement” judgement from Ofsted can be used but 
only where there is not sufficient accessible ‘good’ or ‘outstanding’ provision. 

• The local authority should secure alternative provision and withdraw funding, as soon as is 
practicable, for children who are already receiving their funded entitlement at a provider when it is 
rated ‘inadequate’ by Ofsted. 

Table 12 shows the take up of two year old funded places by type of provision.  

 Childminder Day Nursery Pre-school 
Playgroup 

Independent 
School 

TOTAL 

AUTUMN 2013 20 104 90 1 215 
SPRING 201413 21 122 98 2 24314 

Table 12 - Take up of two year old funding by provider type 

Table 13 shows the breakdown of the number of two year olds placed by Ofsted inspection rating. 

 Outstanding Good Requires 
Improvement 

Inadequate Not Yet 
Inspected 

Independent
15 

AUTUMN 2013 12 187 7 1 7 1 
SPRING 2014 15 205 8 1 12 2 

Table 13 - Number of children placed with two year old funding by Ofsted inspection rating 

FUTURE DEMAND 

As discussed earlier the criteria for being eligible for a two year old funded place is being extended from 
September 2014. Figure 17 shows the number of families in different Super Output Areas that are likely to be 
eligible under this new criteria. It also shows the location of childcare providers able to accept the two year old 
funding with a 1km buffer. 

13 These numbers include 18 children carried forward from the Summer 13 term and 145 carried forward from the 
Autumn 13 term. 

14 The actual number of placed children is 239 as 4 children access their hours across 2 providers and therefore appear 
twice in the lists. 

15 Independent nurseries are not inspected by Osfted. 
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• The green buffer shows providers rated as “Good”, “Outstanding” or pending their first inspection 
from Ofsted.  

• The orange buffer shows providers that are rated as “Satisfactory” or “Requires improvement”. These 
settings can be used but generally this would be if there is now suitable alternative provision. 

• The red buffer shows providers rated as “Inadequate” and can therefore not offer two year old 
funded places. 

The map indicates geographical coverage of available provision and does not show the relative capacity of 
providers. It can be seen that the geographical coverage of childcare providers does largely match the 
predicted need arising from the extended criteria from September 2014. 

 

Figure 17 - September 2014 two year old projected eligibility by Super Output Area and location and quality of existing childcare 
provision 
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DISABLED CHILDREN’S ACCESS TO CHILDCARE (DCATCH) - REPORT 2013 

This section provides a summary of the Disabled Children’s Access to Childcare (DCATCH) 2013 evaluation. The 
full research document is available via the YorOK website16. 

WHAT IS DCATCH? 

In May 2007 the Government launched the review Aiming High for Disabled Children (AHDC):  Better support 
for families, with the intention to improve service provision for disabled children and their families and 
enhance equality and opportunity for them.  AHDC stressed the importance of appropriate childcare for 
disabled children and young people and acknowledged the lack of adequate provision to meet need. The 
Disabled Children’s Access to Childcare (DCATCH) is the specific AHDC initiative dedicated to developing 
childcare provision for this group of children and their families.  

There are 8 core areas highlighted in the DCATCH programme as areas which, through consultation, identified 
a need to improve:                 

• Better data: Estimating demand and monitoring take up                         
• Participation and feedback - consulting with families  
• Improving information for families  
• Supporting families to make choices  
• Workforce development  
• Increasing capacity, inclusion and improving quality  
• Meeting particular childcare needs  
• Affordability and cost  

WHAT WE HAVE ACHIEVED IN YORK. 

A working party of multi agency professionals was put together to discuss how best York could address 
childcare for disabled children under the DCATCH programme. 

The 2 themes chosen were:  

• Workforce development in the out of school club sector (OOSC) 
• Improving information for families 

Information from the childcare sufficiency and equality impact assessment highlighted these 2 areas as those 
which parents felt concerned about. 

WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT IN THE OUT OF SCHOOL CLUB SECTOR (OOSC) 

There are currently 53 OOSCs in York.  A comprehensive training package was put together and offered to all 
staff in the sector.  The response was commendable and there is now evidence of the growing confidence staff 
have around working with and caring for disabled children.  A large number of resources were purchased to 
accompany training sessions including books for children around disability and inclusion which are used widely 
by all clubs.  Specific training programmes have continued to be on offer to the OOSC sector such as Makaton, 
Inclusion Coordinator training and new courses such as the Early Support Key Worker training. 

16 Disabled Children’s Access to Childcare (DCATCH) - Report 2013 - www.yor-
ok.org.uk/workforce2014/Childcare%20Strategy/childcare-for-disabled-children-and-young-people.htm  
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DCATCH has supported the development of the Inclusion Standards Framework for the OOSC sector. The 
Framework is a resource to support the inclusive development of Out of School Clubs. The Framework is a 
comprehensive document that can help everyone in their settings find their own steps for increasing 
participation in play and learning of the children in their care. The materials are designed to build on the 
knowledge and practice of practitioners and to challenge and support the development of any setting. 

In the Framework, inclusion is an approach to care, learning and play according to inclusive values rather than 
a concern with a particular group of children. Inclusion is often seen to be associated with children seen as 
having special educational needs (SEN). However, the Framework is concerned with increasing the 
participation of all children, irrespective of age, gender, ethnicity, disability, religion or background. 

Within York there are established communities including Chinese, Bangladeshi, Ghurkha and Travellers. In 
more recent years York has seen an increase of new communities: Turkish, Kurdish and Eastern European. It is 
therefore important to have a broad approach to inclusion and diversity. Inclusion is important to everyone; 
each child of each family has a range of different needs to be met.  

The Framework provides a supportive process of self-review, encouragement and development. It is a practical 
document that shows what inclusion can mean for all aspects of the setting. It is a holistic approach that 
includes children, families, setting staff, and multi-agency partners, and will promote success of inclusive 
practice. In developing the culture of the setting and helping to clarify the purpose of activities, the Framework 
can contribute to lasting improvements. 

The Framework has been embraced by the OOSC sector, there are two settings who have completed the 
standards and received their gold certificate of inclusive practice. There are currently four settings working 
towards the gold award. 

The DCATCH Subsidy helped to offer a 50% subsidy for the Playwork Level 3 Qualification.  The course is 
offered in partnership with Playscape Training Limited and is a distance learning course for the candidate to 
progress through at their own speed.  The course is ideal for candidates who are unable to access funded 
training as the distance learning element means the course can be offered at a lower rate than that taught at 
Level 3.  Candidates who achieve this qualification are able to progress into a more senior role within the 
sector should they wish to seek out further opportunities. 

This element of the DCATCH funding has meant that the Childcare Strategy Service have been able to raise the 
profile of the Out of School sector, highlighting the importance of the settings investing in well qualified staff 
to support all children in their club.   

EXPERIENCE EXCHANGE AND RESOURCES 

City of York Council’s Play Team offered the opportunity for OOSCs to visit one of a number of host clubs to 
explore inclusive play work with regards to disabled children.  The project had been made possible with 
funding from DCATCH.  It offered clubs the chance to send their staff to the host clubs to share experiences 
and practice of inclusive play work with children with various needs.   

Participating clubs received inclusive play equipment or resources.   Visits took part over 3 after school 
sessions or over a full day in the holiday periods and funding enabled backfill for staff whilst undertaking their 
visits.  At the end of the project the participating clubs submitted their ideas to a new booklet Yor Inclusive 
Guide to Play.  This project has continued without funding as part of good practice between OOSC managers 
and staff wishing to learn and share more around inclusion. 
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INCLUSIVE SPORT AND PHYSICAL ACTIVITY PROJECT 

DCATCH has supported the Sports and Leisure Team in providing funding for the Inclusive Sport and Physical 
Activity Project – Supporting Voluntary Sports Clubs.  Work was carried out with 6 OOSCs, around inclusive 
activities and also provided equipment to share within the sector.  A quick-reference guide on how to deliver 
inclusive games and activities, as well as ‘five-minute fillers’, has been produced and is available to clubs.  
Adding to this DCATCH has supported a range of sports activities for disabled children and young people by 
providing equipment to increase participation in a wide range of leisure centres and clubs. DCATCH has 
supported VI tennis, Boccia at New Earswick and Energise. 

IMPROVING INFORMATION FOR FAMILIES 

As part of the DCATCH project York Family Information Service worked in partnership with others to improve 
information to families around childcare.  There are 2 key pieces of work that have been funded by DCATCH:  

• Positive image library  
• Information newsletters about choosing childcare  

Alongside this, York Family Information Service has introduced a voluntary register for parents of disabled 
children. The register allows families to receive copies of the newsletter and also information relating to 
disabled children.  As of April 2014 there were 434 families registered, representing 26% of the potential 
population. DCATCH has ensured that Max Cards could be purchased in bulk and be offered to families with 
disabled children.   

“Just wanted to say a very big thank you for all your efforts organising a Max card for our daughter, 
we have received it and already been out to visit Castle Howard which was wonderful - filled with 
Christmas trees and lights.  I have no idea how you even managed it as everyone I know who tried got 
a flat no - so I am in awe :o).   I am so grateful, having the max card makes a very big difference to us 
as frequently our daughter decides she doesn't like somewhere within 5 minutes of getting in, which 
can be very frustrating if we have all just paid our entrance fees!  Now we can just abandon and come 
back another day.  We are aiming to work our way through the list of places :o)” – A York parent 

SYMBOL COMMUNICATION 

We now live in a society where communication through the written and spoken word is highly valued.  This can 
present challenges for some children and young people.  Symbols enable children and young people to 
participate, make choices and offer opinion.  A multi agency group has published a strategy on a 
developmental use of symbols to ensure consistency across all services working with children.  The aim is that 
children and young people will be supported in their communication in the same way in every setting/place 
where they access services and that parents will be supported to use the same symbols at home.  DCATCH 
funding provided the opportunity to give each OOSC and Early Years settings a single user license throughout 
the city if they attended training.  Further to this, during 2013 DCATCH was able to fund all 15 libraries in the 
City,  the ability to offer the ‘communicate in print programme’ on over 85 PCs.  This has made it possible for 
parents and carers of disabled children to access the programme to make visual timetables print off symbols 
required for use at home and also design social stories (Appendix 5). 

SUMMARY 

 Overall the DCATCH programme has proved to be an excellent opportunity for the OOSC sector and the 
leisure sector to increase their knowledge, skill and confidence around working with and caring for disabled 
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children.  Monitoring of progress across the sector has ensured that in York we provide high quality inclusive 
childcare and opportunities for disabled children and their families. 
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EARLY YEARS INCLUSION FUNDING 

This section provides a summary of research into the use and impact of Early Years Inclusion Funding. The full 
research document is available via the YorOK website17. 

Children identified with SEN attending maintained nurseries have traditionally been able to access additional 
support from their school’s delegated SEN funding, but this has not been available for children attending 
Private, Voluntary or Independent (PVI) sector early years settings who do not have delegated SEN funding. 
Children attending PVI early years settings have either been supported within the setting’s existing resources 
or have undergone a statutory assessment of SEN leading to the issuing of a Statement of SEN.  

In York they may have alternatively been recommended for one of the 12 part-time (15 hours) enhanced 
resourced places at St. Paul’s Nursery School. Many local authorities in England, and some in partnerships 
between early years, SEN and health, have introduced Early Years Inclusion Funding (EYIF) in order to provide 
additional funding to support children with SEN in their own locality PVI early years settings without needing 
to complete a statutory assessment of SEN to obtain this additional support. Statutory assessment may still be 
completed, but not until just before the child starts school. 

In 2011 the City of York Council’s Early Years Department set up a cross-agency steering group to discuss the 
introduction of Early Years Inclusion Funding (EYIF) for the city. The first step was to research the policies and 
practices of EYIF in other areas of the country, as well as collecting data on the number of preschool children 
with SEN living in York and the numbers attending early years settings.  

Based on this information and the views of the cross-agency steering group, a small amount of additional 
funding (£50,000 per year) became available to support preschool children with special educational needs or 
disabilities who did not have a Statement of SEN. This funding was initially available for 3 and 4-year-olds who 
were in receipt of a free early education place at a private, voluntary or independent (PVI) setting or 
maintained nursery in York. From September 2013 this funding was extended (by £10,000) to include 2-year-
olds eligible for free early education places who also had identified SEN. Between July 2011 and March 2014, 
78 preschool children with significant or complex needs have been supported by the EYIF, with the majority 
receiving funding over several terms. 

The Childcare Strategy Service and the Specialist Early Years Support Team at City of York Council have worked 
collaboratively to carry out this small scale research report to investigate the impact of Early Years Inclusion 
Funding (EYIF) for 2, 3 and 4-year-olds. A summary of findings and conclusions from this report is explored in 
this section and the full report is available upon request. 

BENEFITS TO THE CHILD  

• Earlier identification of children’s SEN and referral to support services for early  intervention  and  
advice  to  early  years settings and parents. 

• Children are able to stay in their own/locality early years setting with additional adult support rather 
than having to travel to an enhanced resourced nursery near the centre of York. 

• Evidence from review reports, evaluated Individual Education Plans (IEPs) of targets achieved, Early 
Years Foundation Stage (EYFS) Baseline and Progress reports and EYFS Trackers, and reports from 
supporting professionals have provided information on progress made by the children. 

• Parents, SENCO ratings and individual comments on the evaluation questionnaires were especially 
positive on the impact for children/progress made. 

17 Impact of Early Years Inclusion Funding (EYIF) for 2, 3 and 4-year-olds - www.yor-
ok.org.uk/workforce2014/Childcare%20Strategy/childcare-for-disabled-children-and-young-people.htm  
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• Assessments of children’s SEN were completed systematically and over time while they were 
attending preschool resulting in improvements for many of the children. It also enabled primary 
schools to be alerted in advance to children’s SEN prior to their school entry, facilitating their planning 
and resource-allocation and enabling continued support for the children. It also enabled evidence for 
statutory assessment to be collected for 15 children to enable their assessment and Statement of SEN 
to be completed prior to school entry - either to a primary or special school.  

• The additional adult support has meant that the programmes/interventions recommended by support 
service professionals have been implemented to record the child’s response to programmes, their 
rate of learning over time and to identify the child’s characteristics of learning. Recommendations can 
be made about what works best to maximise the child’s learning. 

• Several therapists and other support service professionals have commented on how the EYIF has 
enabled settings to implement their advice/programmes more effectively than early years 
practitioners in settings  

BENEFITS FOR THE EARLY YEARS SETTINGS 

• Enables the early years setting to focus more time on the child with SEN without taking the time away 
from other children in the setting. 

• Enables them to work more closely with parents and support service professionals and attend multi-
agency planning and review meetings. 

• Increased the skills of the practitioners by working closely with support services to find techniques 
that improve the child’s rate of progress. There has also been a reported increase in practitioners’ 
confidence when they see how they have been able to make a difference to the child.  

• Has supported settings to be fully inclusive, which may not have been possible previously where 1:1 
adult support was required for the safety of the child / other children in the setting but financial 
implications may have prohibited this.  

BENEFITS FOR THE LOCAL AUTHORITY 

• Children’s needs can be identified earlier and so help given earlier. 
• More effective use of support services time when their advice is acted upon / implemented and the 

child makes more progress. 
• Reduces the pressure on places at York’s only enhanced resourced nursery and enables children to 

stay at a setting in their own locality. 
• More children can be supported than would be possible through a Statement of SEN and more cost-

effectively. 
• Identifies training and workforce development needs which can then be met primarily by support 

service practitioners. 
• Many of the children receiving EYIF can now have a My Support Plan written collaboratively with 

parents, early years practitioners and support service professionals as part of the revised SEN 
legislation and Code of Practice. This could then be converted to an Education, Health and Care Plan 
(EHCP) by the Special Needs Assessment Panel (SENAP) if appropriate.                                 

CONCLUSIONS 

During the period the funding has been applied 78 children have been supported in 43 different early 
years/school settings which is significantly more than the children supported through a Statement of SEN in 
mainstream early years settings during the last ten years.  The EYIF has enabled all pre-school children to 
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access additional funding for SEN support regardless of the early years setting they attended. Previously this 
funding had not been available to early years settings in the private and voluntary sectors. 

 

It is clear that the funding has made a difference to 2, 3 and 4-year-olds. As children have to have 
high/complex SEN and/or disabilities to access the funding, its success should not be measured only in terms 
of the child’s rate of progress or the removal of their SEN, but by whether it enables all children to attend their 
local early years/schools setting with their peers and be fully included safely and without detriment to other 
children. 

A key benefit has also been to reduce the pressure on places at York’s only enhanced resourced place (ERP) 
nursery, St Paul’s Nursery, which is only able to offer six full time equivalent ERP places at any one time.  The 
EYIF has resulted in more children being supported in their own locality. 

Although it is less clear if the EYIF has reduced or increased the number of Statutory Assessments of SEN being 
requested at preschool it does suggest that this has been deferred until children are nearing school entry.  
Certainly the 78 children supported through the EYIF during the last two years would not all have been 
supported through a Statement of SEN.  The funding also represents clear value for money as relatively small 
amounts of funding have made a difference. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

• The research report clearly demonstrates the benefits and impact of the funding on these young 
children.  There is a strong need for this funding to continue so that pre-school children (2-5 years) 
eligible for an early education place who have complex needs receive the same additional SEN 
support that children attending school receive. 

• The funding formula for allocation of EYIF also needs to be integrated into York’s Banding/Stages of 
Intervention, support and funding which presently outline the stages relating to the school age 
population.  

• Further research should be commissioned to compare cost/benefits between this approach, where 
the funding is completely ring fenced to the individual child, and the existing and proposed model for 
schools where there is greater flexibility by the school over exact use of the funding. 

• To ensure that there is increased inter-agency collaboration and support for parents of children 
receiving EYIF, the implementation of the SEN Pathway including the writing of a My Support Plan for 
each child in receipt of EYIF should help to address this to some extent.  There also needs to be 
increased collaborative working with Children’s Centres for those children who are in receipt of the 
EYIF but do not have regular support service intervention. 
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FREE ENTITLEMENT FOR 3 AND 4 YEAR OLDS 

Alongside the introduction of the two year old funding offer there have been changes made to how the 
universally available funding for 3 and 4 year olds work. These changes principally are: 

• The Local Authority should use Ofsted inspection judgements as the sole indicator of quality when 
establishing which childcare providers to use or not use. 

• Providers rated as “Good”, “Outstanding”, “Satisfactory/Requires Improvement” or awaiting their first 
inspection should receive 3 and 4 year old funding. 

• Where childcare is rated as “Inadequate” the Local Authority should secure alternative provision and 
withdraw funding, as soon as is practicable. 

• From September 2013 children that meet the eligibility criteria for Free School Meals and are 
accessing 3 and 4 year old places through maintained nursery classes before and after lunch should 
be provided with a free school meal. 

TAKE UP OF THREE AND FOUR YEAR OLD FUNDING 

 

Figure 18 - Take up of 3 and 4 year old provision over time 

We can see a steady increase in the overall numbers of children accessing the three and four year old funding 
over time in Figure 18. In Figure 19 and Table 14 we can see how the types of provision being used has 
changed over time. We can see some clear themes in how use of provision had developed: 

• The use of childminders has increased and we would expect this to continue given the simplification 
introduced in how childminders are able to offer funded places. 

• The proportion of families using day and independent nurseries has remained relatively static. 
• The proportion of families using maintained nursery classes has fluctuated but overall it has 

increased. 
• The proportion of families using pre-school playgroups has markedly decreased from 33% to 26% 

between 2009 and 2014. Between 2011 and 2013 there has been a -4% change in the number of 
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places available at pre-school playgroups however there has been a -12% decrease in the proportion 
of families using playgroups for 3 and 4 year old funding. The potential reasons behind this decrease 
is explored further when looking at parental views on childcare. However a key recommendation 
would be for pre-school playgroups to review how well the hours and weeks their provision is 
available matches the needs of local families needing to work or train. 

 

Figure 19 - Provider type used for 3 and 4 year old funding over time 

Provider Type Description 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 
Childminder 0% 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 
Day Nursery 28% 29% 28% 26% 27% 29% 
Independent School Nursery Class 5% 5% 4% 4% 4% 4% 
Maintained Nursery Schools And Classes 35% 34% 39% 42% 42% 39% 
Pre-School Playgroup 33% 32% 29% 27% 26% 26% 

Table 14 - Provider type used for 3 and 4 year old funding over time 
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The take up of 3 and 4 year old funding per child of population is shown in Table 15 and Figure 20. A number of 
message can be drawn from this information. 

• The “eligible population” figures do not provide an exact figure of the number of 3 and 4 year olds 
living in different areas of York. They are estimates and in some cases we can see a take up of over 
100%. This is often due to families relocating to different areas of the authority as their children grow 
up. The converse of this is that areas with lower than expected take up rates should be treated with a 
degree of caution as the eligible population may be lower than the figure quoted. 

• Take up figures for Wheldrake, Fulford and Strensall are significantly lower than across the rest of the 
authority.  

 

Figure 20 - Take up of 3 and 4 year old funding per child of population 

Ward 2013/14 Take Up Eligible 
Population 

Take up 
percentage 

Acomb 263 215 122% 

Bishopthorpe 80 81 99% 

Clifton 337 297 113% 

Derwent 51 56 91% 

Dringhouses and Woodthorpe 231 230 100% 

Fishergate 176 186 95% 
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Ward 2013/14 Take Up Eligible 
Population 

Take up 
percentage 

Fulford 39 65 60% 

Guildhall 123 125 98% 

Haxby and Wigginton 213 226 94% 

Heslington 23 24 96% 

Heworth 316 342 92% 

Heworth Without 62 50 124% 

Holgate 315 342 92% 

Hull Road 180 206 87% 

Huntington and New Earswick 215 215 100% 

Micklegate 281 269 104% 

Osbaldwick 71 67 106% 

Rural West York 223 227 98% 

Skelton, Rawcliffe and Clifton Without 334 346 97% 

Strensall 159 202 79% 

Westfield 471 386 122% 

Wheldrake 46 102 45% 

Table 15 - Take up of 3 and 4 year old funding per child of population 
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UNDERSTANDING THE NEEDS OF PARENTS/CARERS 

To successfully assess the sufficiency of childcare there needs to be a strong understanding of the needs of 
parents or carers. For this Childcare Sufficiency Assessment this understanding is drawn from a number of 
sources: 

• A consultation with parents and carers. This was made up of written survey and face to face work. 
• Information on childcare brokerage cases supported by York Family Information Service. 
• Information from partner teams and agencies. 

WRITTEN SURVEY 

APPROACH 

A primary channel for gathering the views of parents and carers was through a written survey. A copy of the 
survey that was used can be found in Annex A.  

The written survey was highlighted to parents using a combination of direct mailing and advertising.  

• Online 
o The consultation could be completed online through the City of York Council’s consultation 

finder. 
o The consultation was publicised online through the council website, the YorOK website and 

social media. 
• Paid advertising 

o A number of paid adverts were taken including the York Press, LocalLink and Look It Up. 
• Face to face through FIS outreach work 

o Consultation forms were made available through the FIS outreach programme. 
• Key partners 

o Forms were sent to Libraries, Jobcentre Plus and Children’s Centres to make available to 
families. 

• Direct mailing 
o Families registered on the Family Information Scheme and City of York Council’s website 

were sent an email encouraging them to take part in the consultation. 

PROFILE OF RESPONDENTS 

In total 618 families took part in the written survey. Based on statistical rules, the overall results from this 
survey are accurate to within +/- 3.9% at the 95% confidence level. 

This means that if the exact same survey was carried out 100 times, 95 out of 100 times the results would not 
be more or less than 3.9% from the figures in this report. 

This level is exceeds the accepted industry standard of +/- 5%. However the statistical accuracy of results at 
sub-level will vary (i.e. breaking results down to too low a level). 

GENDER SPLIT OF RESPONDENTS 

Table 16 shows the gender split of those who responded to the written survey. This shows a significant 
increase in the number of men taking part in the survey compared to previous consultations. 

Gender 2007 2010 2013 
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Female 610 570 538 

Male 47 31 76 

No reply  24 17 4 

Grand Total 681 618 618 

Table 16 

ETHNICITY 

Table 17 shows the ethnic profile of parents/carers that took part in the written survey. It does not reflect 
targeted work taking place through face-to-face focus group work which is explored later in this report.  

The ethnic profile of respondents is compared to ethnicity data provided by the Office of National Statistics in 
2011. Generally the ethnic profile of respondents reflects York’s local population well. However the 
percentage of respondents with an ethnic background of Black African or Chinese is lower than may have been 
expected. 

What is your ethnic background?  2013 ONS Data 2011 
Asian Indian 0.98% 0.77% 
Black African 0.16% 0.46% 
Chinese 0.49% 1.24% 
Other (please specify) 1.48% 2.66% 
White and Asian 0.33% 0.44% 
White and Black African 0.16% 0.15% 
White British 90.49% 90.19% 
White Gypsy or Traveller 0.49% 0.14% 
White Irish 0.82% 0.56% 
White Other 4.59% 3.41% 

Table 17 

DEPRIVATION (IDACI) 

The Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index (IDACI) is an index of deprivation that measures in a local 
area the proportion of children under the age of 16 that live in low income households. Figure 21 shows the 
IDACI rank of respondents to the consultation compared to the expected profile for York. There is a lower than 
expected representation from those within the 30%-10% IDACI ranked areas. However it should be noted that: 

• 18% of those taking part in the consultation did not provided a postcode so can not be mapped to an 
IDACI ranking. 

• These figures do not include groups taking part in face-to-face focus group work. 
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Figure 21 - IDACI Rank of respondents 

RESPONSES BY CHILDREN’S CENTRE REACH AREA 

 

CC Reach Area Total 
Carr 72 
Clifton 64 
Haxby Road 54 
Hob Moor 59 
Knavesmire 90 
New Earswick 47 
Satellite of New Earswick 9 
Satellite of The Avenues 15 
St. Lawrence's 58 
The Avenues 57 
Westfield 27 
Grand Total 552 

Table 18 shows the number of responses from families based on which children’s centre reach area they live 
in. It should be noted that 66 families are not included in this table because they: 

• from outside of the City of York Council area 
• did not give any location information 

CC Reach Area Total 
Carr 72 
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Clifton 64 
Haxby Road 54 
Hob Moor 59 
Knavesmire 90 
New Earswick 47 
Satellite of New Earswick 9 
Satellite of The Avenues 15 
St. Lawrence's 58 
The Avenues 57 
Westfield 27 
Grand Total 552 

Table 18 – Responses by children’s centre reach area 

DISABLED CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE 

Table 19 shows the breakdown of if respondents feel them (or their partner have are disabled) and compares 
it to if they feel they have disabled children. Three times as many parents feel they have disabled children than 
consider themselves, or their partner, to be disabled. 

Disabled or Additional Need Respondent Child 
Yes 1.96% 6.73% 
No 97.15% 93.27% 
Prefer not to say 0.89% 0.00% 

Table 19 

FAMILY COMPOSITION 

Figure 22 shows the breakdown of the number of children within respondents families. The average number of 
children per family was 1.6 children per family 
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Working shifts 7 1.13% 16 2.44% 

Table 22 

 

Figure 24 - Working status of respondents 

HOUSEHOLD INCOME 

Table 23 and Figure 25 shows the annual household income for families that responded to the written 
consultation in 2010 and 2013.. 

Household income 2010 Total 

£0 to £15,000 14.02% 13.25% 

£15,001 to £25,000 13.19% 14.63% 

£25,001 to £35,000 15.03% 15.49% 

£35,001 to £45,000 19.37% 18.24% 

£45,001 to £55,000 15.03% 14.80% 

Over £55,000 23.37% 23.58% 

Table 23 
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Figure 25 - Household income 

According to Acxiom data the average household income per household in York in 2012 was £31,70418. 

CURRENT USE OF CHILDCARE 

Families were asked if they were currently using childcare or planning on using childcare. The overall response 
to this is shown in Figure 26 and then is broken by different demographic factors in the following tables. 

18 Source: Statistical Table INC1. Data Source: Copyright © Acxiom Ltd [2013] 
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Figure 26 - Current use of childcare 

 

Figure 27 - Current use of childcare by children's centre reach area 
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Figure 28 - Current use of childcare by working status 

 

Figure 29 - Current use of childcare by parent/carer disability 
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Figure 30 - Current use of childcare by household income 

 

Figure 31 - Current use of childcare by 2010 IDACI Rank 

58 
 



REASON FOR NOT USING CHILDCARE 

 

 

Figure 32 - Reason for not using childcare 
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I choose not to use childcare 5 1 3 2 5 3 1   2 3 2 1 28 
My partner/family look after my 
children 

5 4 8 4 8 3 1   3 6 1 6 49 

There is no childcare with 
appropriately qualified or trained 
staff 

      1         1     1 3 

I only use childcare on a short-term 
basis and it is impossible to plan 

1   1   2     1 1 1   3 10 

There is no childcare that can cater 
for my child’s condition or 
additional needs 

        1 1     1     2 5 

My child(ren) are old enough to look 
after themselves 

    1 1 2   1     1 1 1 8 
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There is no childcare available at the 
times that I need it 

3 2   1 1             3 10 

There is no childcare of sufficient 
quality 

  1     1         1   1 4 

There is no childcare that is in the 
right location 

1       3         1     5 

Childcare is too expensive 8 5 4 3 5 2     1 3 2 11 44 

STATEMENTS ON CHILDCARE 

 

Figure 33 - Statements on childcare 

Statement Average Rating (4 – 
strongly disagree, 1 – 
strongly agree) 

I have a problem with childcare arrangements that break down 3.08 
Travel or transport to childcare is a problem 3.02 
Childcare is affordable 2.9 
Childcare is a barrier to me accessing employment or training 2.89 
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Statement Average Rating (4 – 
strongly disagree, 1 – 
strongly agree) 

I would like my child to attend more childcare (excluding family / friends) 2.66 
I would prefer to use family / friends to care for my child 2.6 
Childcare is good value for money 2.44 
I know where to find information about financial help for childcare 2.29 
There is good choice of childcare 2.26 
Childcare is available at the right times 2.22 
I am satisfied with my childcare in school holidays 1.93 
I know where to find information about childcare 1.89 
Childcare is well located 1.88 
Childcare caters for my children’s needs 1.69 
The quality of childcare is high 1.61 
I am satisfied with my childcare in term-time 1.51 

Table 24 - Agreement with statements 

CHILDCARE AFFORDABILITY 

The costs of childcare have been explored earlier in the “Childcare costs” section of this report. Here messages 
from families relating to the affordability of childcare are explored. 

From Table 24 it can be seen that the statement with which most people respond to negatively is that 
“Childcare is affordable”. The affordability of childcare is a well documented issue locally and nationally and 
forms the basis of a much wider national debate. The Department for Education have set out their vision for 
the future of the childcare market through the documents More Great Childcare and More Affordable 
Childcare. 

Figure 34 shows the parental perceptions on the affordability of childcare across York. This is shown on a scale 
of 1 to 4 with how strong they agree with the statement that childcare is affordable, with 1 being strongly 
agree and 4 being strongly disagree. 
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Figure 34 - Parental perceptions on the affordability of childcare 

There are a wide range of different support mechanisms by which families can access help with the costs of 
childcare. These include: 

Help through an employer 

Some employers offer employees help with their childcare costs. This can be offered through a variety of 
schemes that help parents and carers save money by not paying tax and National Insurance contributions on 
some or all of their childcare costs. Not all employers offer this assistance but if they do the amount saved with 
an employer supported childcare scheme depends on:  

• The type of scheme an employer offers;  
• Whether this is offered instead of salary (salary sacrifice) or in addition to your ( salary plus);and  
• The rate of tax and National Insurance Contributions on the parents or carers salary. 

There are no national figures available for the take up of childcare voucher schemes but for the scheme 
operated by the council is accessed by 4% of employees.  

Childcare element of Working Tax Credit 
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Figure 35 - Knowledge and use of support with childcare costs 

From Table 24 some further information can be drawn out on parents views on the affordability of childcare. 

• On a scale of 1 to 4 (1 – strongly agree, 4 – strongly disagree) the average score was 2.9 for the 
statement “Childcare is affordable”. However for the statement “Childcare is good value for money” 
the average score becomes 2.4. This shows families feel more positively about how much value for 
money is being offered by childcare but that opinion is split. 

• The statement “I know where to get information about childcare” scored 1.89 indicating reasonably 
positive parents awareness of sources of childcare information. However the statement “I know 
where to find information about financial help for childcare” scores 2.29 showing that more can be 
done to raise awareness with families of help with childcare costs. 

CHILDCARE IS A BARRIER TO ME ACCESSING EMPLOYMENT OR TRAINING 

The following tables and figures explore how people agree or disagree with the statement “Childcare as a 
barrier to employment or training”. Several key messages can be drawn from this analysis. 

• In terms of absolute numbers of families the wards of Skelton, Rawcliffe and Clifton Without, Holgate, 
Micklegate and Heworth have the highest numbers of families strongly agreeing with this statement. 

• In terms of the proportion of families in different wards agreeing or not agreeing with this statement 
Osbaldwick and Dunnington wards display a level of unmet need. To a lesser extent this can also be 
seen in Clifton and Fulford. 

• Families with a lower household income are most likely to agree with this statement. 
• Those that are married or living with their partner are least likely to agree with this statement. 
• Families with 3 or more children are most likely to agree with this statement. 
• Childcare would appear to be a barrier to employment and training most in the 5-11 years old 

category. This is underlined by Figure 39 which shows a higher proportion of families wanting to 
access wrap around school provision as opposed to other forms of childcare. 
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• Table 30 to Table 32 explore by school the types of before or after school provision say they are 
currently accessing, planning on accessing or wanting to access but can’t. These tables only show 
schools were there has been a response saying that families would like to access provision but can’t. 
Overall the numbers are relatively low but these schools would be encouraged to explore with 
families the viability of providing wrap around provision or working with local childminders to address 
need. 

• An after school club is currently available from Bishopthorpe Infants but the viability of a before 
school club should be explored. 

• Schools highlighted in the supply side section as having a lower number of wrap around places per 
children on role are not highlighted by families as schools with unmet need. 

CC Reach Area N/A Strongly 
Agree 

Tend to 
Agree 

Tend to 
Disagree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

Carr 11.00% 8.62% 9.09% 11.57% 13.38% 
Clifton 11.00% 10.34% 11.36% 7.44% 5.73% 
Haxby Road 8.00% 13.79% 12.50% 4.96% 7.01% 
Hob Moor 6.00% 8.62% 12.50% 12.40% 8.92% 
Knavesmire 18.00% 12.07% 9.09% 19.83% 15.29% 
New Earswick 9.00% 1.72% 6.82% 6.61% 9.55% 
Satellite of New Earswick 1.00% 1.72% 0.00% 0.00% 4.46% 
Satellite of The Avenues 2.00% 8.62% 2.27% 1.65% 0.64% 
St. Lawrence's 7.00% 15.52% 11.36% 10.74% 10.19% 
The Avenues 10.00% 5.17% 11.36% 11.57% 9.55% 
Westfield 4.00% 3.45% 5.68% 4.13% 5.73% 
(blank) 13.00% 10.34% 7.95% 9.09% 9.55% 

Table 26 - Childcare as a barrier to employment or training by children's centre reach area 
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Figure 36 -  "Childcare is a barrier to me accessing employment or training" 

 

Figure 37 - Childcare as a barrier to employment or training by household income 

Are you? N/A Strongly Tend to Tend to Strongly 
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Agree Agree Disagree Disagree 
A single parent/carer 17.19% 20.31% 15.63% 26.56% 20.31% 
Married/living with partner 19.51% 9.53% 17.07% 23.06% 30.82% 
Other (please specify) 14.29% 28.57% 14.29% 0.00% 42.86% 

Table 27 - Childcare as a barrier to employment or training by household status 

How many children do you have? N/A Strongly 
Agree 

Tend to 
Agree 

Tend to 
Disagree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

1 18.25% 10.71% 15.48% 24.60% 30.95% 
2 19.05% 9.52% 15.87% 23.81% 31.75% 
3 13.73% 17.65% 27.45% 17.65% 23.53% 
4 22.22% 11.11% 33.33% 11.11% 22.22% 
5 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 50.00% 50.00% 

Expecting 37.50% 12.50% 0.00% 25.00% 25.00% 
(blank) 42.86% 28.57% 0.00% 14.29% 14.29% 

Table 28 - Childcare as a barrier to employment and training based on number of children in family 

Age Groups N/A Strongly 
Agree 

Tend to 
Agree 

Tend to 
Disagree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

(blank) Grand Total 

0 25.00% 9.52% 15.48% 17.86% 22.62% 9.52% 84 
1 15.20% 13.60% 15.20% 25.60% 24.80% 5.60% 125 
2 11.63% 6.98% 16.28% 30.23% 27.91% 6.98% 129 
3 14.85% 9.90% 21.78% 15.84% 31.68% 5.94% 101 
4 15.00% 12.50% 16.25% 17.50% 33.75% 5.00% 80 
5 14.93% 11.94% 14.93% 13.43% 38.81% 5.97% 67 
6 14.58% 12.50% 25.00% 18.75% 20.83% 8.33% 48 
7 23.08% 7.69% 30.77% 7.69% 17.95% 12.82% 39 
8 17.39% 13.04% 8.70% 17.39% 34.78% 8.70% 23 
9 10.71% 14.29% 7.14% 21.43% 28.57% 17.86% 28 
10 10.00% 15.00% 15.00% 20.00% 25.00% 15.00% 20 
11 6.67% 6.67% 0.00% 26.67% 33.33% 26.67% 15 
12 14.29% 14.29% 28.57% 28.57% 14.29% 0.00% 14 
13 30.00% 10.00% 20.00% 20.00% 20.00% 0.00% 10 
14 25.00% 12.50% 0.00% 25.00% 37.50% 0.00% 8 
15 25.00% 8.33% 25.00% 8.33% 33.33% 0.00% 12 
16 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 33.33% 66.67% 0.00% 3 
17 0.00% 0.00% 50.00% 0.00% 50.00% 0.00% 2 
Not yet born 25.00% 6.25% 18.75% 18.75% 31.25% 0.00% 16 

Table 29 - Childcare as barrier to employment or training by age of child 
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Figure 38 - "Childcare as a barrier to employment or training" by age of child 

 

Figure 39 - Use of childcare by type 

BEFORE AND AFTER SCHOOL CLUB DEMAND 
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• Affordability - Parent carers are often charged higher than average fees: 86% of parent carers who 
responded to the Inquiry’s survey reported paying £5 or more per hour, with 38% paying £11-20 and 
5% paying more than £20. 

• Availability and inclusion - Mainstream childcare provision is often not inclusive because of poor 
understanding of reasonable adjustments. There is also a lack of support available for providers to 
access additional training, resources and physical adaptations. 

• Quality - 33% of parent carers say that the lack of experienced staff was the reason for not accessing 
childcare, echoing concerns evident in the Childcare and early years survey of parents 2012-2013. 

• Access and information - 92% of parent carers say finding childcare for disabled children is more 
difficult than for non-disabled children. 

Figure 40 shows the variation of how much parents/carers agree or disagree with the statement “Childcare is a 
barrier to employment or training” broken down by the parents view on the child’s disability. 

 

Figure 40 - Childcare as a barrier to accessing work or training by parents view on child's disability 

Figure 41 shows the age profile of children where parent/carer considers them to be disabled and unable to 
access childcare. The age profile is reasonably distributed between 1 and 15 years old with a particular spike 
for 9 year olds. 

When asked which school their child attends (Figure 42) we can see: 

• For 9 children no information about the school they attend is provided. 
• There are 2 children each from Applefields and Hob Moor Oaks. 
• For the other eight schools listed there is one child per school. 
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Figure 41 - Age of child where parent/carer considers them to be disabled and unable to access childcare 

 

Figure 42 - School attended where parent/carer considers them to be disabled and unable to access childcare 

Comments from families where they have stated that their child is disabled and they feel they are unable to 
access childcare have been analysed to see what common themes emerge. Comments from families offer 
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limited further detail on the reasons families with disabled children feel unable to access childcare. Some 
comments from families make no reference to disability, some make reference to working patterns, some 
relate to transport issues which have since been resolved, some families left no further comments at all.  
Further work is needed to understand the perceived barriers for families to access childcare for disabled 
children and young people.   

QUALITY OF CHILDCARE 

Families were asked to give their views on the quality of childcare. The options given to families deliberately 
mirrors the rating system used by Ofsted: 

• Outstanding 
• Good 
• Satisfactory 
• Inadequate 

The responses from families are shown in Table 34 and Figure 43. Encouragingly families are generally very 
positive in how they view the quality of childcare. Overall 88% of families rate childcare as “good” or 
“outstanding” which is even higher than the 86% rated in those categories by Ofsted.  

The proportion of families rating after school care and holiday schemes as “inadequate” is higher than other 
forms of childcare.  A number of potential themes emerge when exploring written comments from families 
that have rated after school care as inadequate.  

• The transition for young children in after school clubs with older children at the same time as 
transitioning to primary school can be challenging. 

• Availability of after school clubs for children aged 11+. Where children are no longer attending 
primary school and parents feel they are not old enough to look after themselves. 

These comments reflect on the availability of after school provision as well as the quality of what is actually 
available. 

Quality CM DN MNSC PG BSC ASC HS INF 
Outstanding 68 112 32 37 11 36 19 112 
Good 26 87 18 36 19 46 24 55 
Satisfactory 9 15 2 6 7 19 11 21 
Inadequate 1 1    4 3 1 
Grand Total 104 215 52 79 37 105 57 189 

Table 34 - Parental views on the quality of childcare 

Where families have declared they have disabled children they are slightly more likely to agree with the 
statement that “Childcare is high quality”. It can be seen that 95% (34) of parents/carers strongly agree or tend 
to agree that child is high quality as opposed to 92% (1,055) of the overall population. This  
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Figure 43 - Parental views on the quality of childcare 

TIMES/FLEXIBILITY 

Nationally 22% of families agree or agree strongly that they have problems finding childcare that is flexible 
enough to meet their needs24. Out of the 618 families that took part in the parental consultation in York only 
10 (1.6%) responded to say that reason they did not use childcare was due to childcare not being available at 
the times they needed it. However the number of written comments from families who took part in the 
consultation would suggest there remains some key challenges for how well the childcare market meets 
families needs in relation to: 

• The ease with which childcare can be accessed before 8am, after 6pm or at weekends. 
• The availability and opening times of wrap around care linked to schools. 
• The need for greater flexibility from childcare providers and also employers. 
• The challenge of managing changing shift patterns with childcare. 
• The additional costs that may be associated with flexible childcare (i.e. paying for different shift 

combinations) 
• The challenge this particularly presents where families do not have other family living near by. 

In 2013 an Out of Hours Children Scrutiny Review task group explored the issues relating to childcare provision 
outside of standard working hours. This task group implemented the following steps as of March 2014: 

• Improved auditing of the potential flexibility of childcare providers. This has resulted in identifying 
that 37.02% of childminders will offer flexibility beyond their standard operating hours. This includes 
providing care beyond 6pm in the evening at the childminder or families home and also potentially 
weekend work. 

24 Childcare and early years survey of parents: 2012 to 2013 – Department for Education 
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• A new online search showing the additional flexibility offered by childcare providers can be used 
via www.yor-ok.org.uk/childcare.  

• Additional information has been provided to help families arrange more informal childcare and 
understand the legal framework around providing reciprocal childcare. This can be viewed by 
visiting www.yor-ok.org.uk/babysitters.  

• Work to recruit new childminders has been adapted to target and recruit those who may be able to 
offer additional flexibility into earlier mornings, evenings or weekends. 

• York is taking part in the national Childcare Hub programmes being led by the charity 4Children. One 
of the aims of these pilots is to look at closer partnership working resulting in “blended childcare” that 
better meets families needs in the local area. 

• That work is developed further to encourage local employers to adopt family friendly working 
practices. 
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ENQUIRIES TO YORK FAMILY INFORMATION SERVICE 

York Family Information Service (FIS) provides free and impartial support to families on a huge range of family 
based matters. The service statutorily provides: 

• Information relating to childcare 
• Information relating to any service that support a parent or carer in their role 

The service categorises enquiries into different levels depending on the complexity and level of support 
required. These are outlined below: 

 

In this section we will explore parental demand for different forms of childcare based on enquiries to York 
Family Information Service. 

INTERNET 

Families can search for childcare in York through the YorOK website. From April 2013 to March 2014 childcare 
records were viewed online 37,354 times. Table 35 and Figure 44 show the number of web views in this time 
period broken down by the type of provision being requested. 

Provider Type Total 

Childminder 11382 

Creche 38 

Day Nursery 8018 

Holiday Scheme 2075 

Home Childcarers, Nannies And Au Pairs 287 

Independent School Nursery Class 210 

Maintained Nursery Schools And Classes 2822 

Out of School 4592 

Pre-School Playgroup 7930 

Internet – This is the number of visits 
to particular information provided 

through YorkFIS online. 

Contact – This is where the FIS have 
provided information and advice to 

the enquirer but there is no follow up 
action. I.e. it may be a question that is 

answered there and then at an 
outreach event, it could be talking 

people through what funding 
opportunities were available. 

Named Enquiry – This is where FIS 
have provided information and advice 
and there is follow up action. I.e. they 
may have asked a question and as a 

result we have taken their details and 
then provided them with additional 
information (e.g. by email or post 

etc). 

Brokerage – This is where FIS have 
provided information and advice and 

there is in-depth follow up action. e.g. 
a childcare brokerage. 
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Grand Total 37354 

Table 35 - Web views April 2013 - March 2014 by provider type 

 

Figure 44 - Web views April 2013 - March 2014 by provider type 

Figure 45 shows a map by ward of the number of web views per 100 children aged 0-14 looking for childcare. 
There is significant geographical variation between the number of times childcare information is being 
accessed for the South East and West/North West part of York. It is unclear why this should be the case and 
will be used when developing strategies to encourage families to search online for childcare.  

Figure 46 looks at the number of web views per childcare provider in each ward. This should provide some 
context for Figure 45 and should negate wards having very high web views by virtue of having more providers 
to view. The variation between wards is greatly reduced from Figure 45 but there are noteable differences 
between the two figures. 

• The Holgate ward remains high in both figures showing a high level of use of the website by families 
in this area to look for childcare relative to both population and the availability of childcare. 

• The Hull Road and Osbaldwick wards show lower web views in both maps indicating that families 
generally are not using the website as much to search for childcare or lower overall levels of demand. 
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Figure 45 - Web views of childcare provision per 100 children 
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Figure 46 - Web views per provider in each ward 
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CHILDCARE BROKERAGE DATA 

York Family Information Service provides childcare brokerage to families who may, for any reason, struggle to 
arrange childcare. Common reasons for needing to access childcare brokerage include: 

• Support to access 2 Year Old Funding 
• Child With Additional Needs 
• Complicated Childcare Requirements 
• General Additional Support (e.g. English not first language) 
• Lack of spaces with childcare provision 
• Short notice or emergency childcare 

The map shown in Figure 47 shows the number of childcare brokerages per 100 children aged 0-14 by ward. 
This can be seen as a general temperature check of the relative ease or difficulty with which families find 
childcare to arrange.  

 

Figure 47 - Childcare brokerages per 100 children 

The reasons for childcare brokerage being required over time is shown in Figure 48. It can be seen that the 
introduction of two year old funding has had a significant impact on the overall number of childcare brokerage 
cases. There has been a noticeable increase in recent years of childcare brokerage being required due to short 
notice or emergency childcare requirements. This has in the main been where families have been offered work 
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or a work placement starting in the very near future and as such needing support making childcare 
arrangements so as to not miss out on the opportunity of work. 

 

Figure 48 - Reasons for childcare brokerage by year (2014 figures are not full year) 

The chart shown in Figure 49 shows the outcomes of childcare brokerage cases by year. The proportion of 
cases where a full solution is found is still encouragingly high. However there has been a significant increase in 
the number of “unknown” outcomes. This is as a result of childcare brokerages linked to the two year old 
offer. Where families have been approved for childcare but the council has been unable to contact the family 
using any of the details supplied. Where families can not be contacted in this way their details are shared with 
the children’s centre service to try and establish contact via the children’s centre. 

 

Figure 49 - Brokerage outcome by year (2014 figures are not full year, “Series 4” indicates open brokerage cases) 
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ANNEXES 

ANNEX A- DATA TABLES 

TABLE 36 - BEFORE SCHOOL PROVISION LINKED TO SCHOOLS 
Type School CM OSC Total On Roll Places 

per child 
Primary Acomb Primary School 25 30 55 232 0.24 

Primary Archbishop Of Yorks Ce Junior 36 0 36 242 0.15 

Primary Badger Hill Primary School 6 16 22 167 0.13 

Primary Bishopthorpe Infant School 36 0 36 182 0.20 

Primary Burton Green Primary School 4 0 4 202 0.02 

Primary Carr Infant School 72 80 152 312 0.49 

Primary Carr Junior School 63 80 143 227 0.63 

Primary Clifton Green Primary School 30 54 84 416 0.20 

Primary Clifton with Rawcliffe Primary School 55 60 115 613 0.19 

Primary Copmanthorpe Primary School 26 48 74 380 0.19 

Primary Dringhouses Primary School 17 24 41 302 0.14 

Primary Dunnington Ce Primary School 22 40 62 233 0.27 

Primary Elvington Ce Primary School 6 24 30 141 0.21 

Primary Fishergate Primary School 4 30 34 270 0.13 

Primary Haxby Road Primary Academy 18 0 18 178 0.10 

Primary Headlands Primary School 32 24 56 310 0.18 

Primary Hempland Primary School 13 26 39 411 0.09 

Primary Heworth CE Primary School 8 8 16 142 0.11 

Primary Hob Moor Community Primary School 30 16 46 321 0.14 

Primary Huntington Primary School 55 0 55 418 0.13 

Primary Knavesmire Primary School 23 30 53 396 0.13 

Primary Lakeside Primary School 30 0 30 317 0.09 

Primary Lord Deramores Primary School 10 24 34 209 0.16 

Primary Naburn Ce Primary School    86 0.00 

Primary New Earswick Primary School 10 30 40 214 0.19 

Primary Osbaldwick Primary School 5 40 45 355 0.13 

Primary Our Lady Queen of Martyrs Primary 
School 

33 114 147 451 0.33 

Primary Park Grove Primary School 22 48 70 260 0.27 

Primary Poppleton Ousebank Primary School 46 48 94 502 0.19 

Primary Poppleton Road Primary School 35 46 81 386 0.21 

Primary Ralph Butterfield Primary School 24 24 48 314 0.15 

Primary Robert Wilkinson Primary School 69 26 95 576 0.16 

Primary Rufforth Primary School 6 0 6 75 0.08 

Primary Scarcroft Primary School 17 36 53 317 0.17 

Primary Skelton Primary School 0 20 20 109 0.18 
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Type School CM OSC Total On Roll Places 
per child 

Primary Dringhouses Primary School 21 24 45 302 0.15 

Primary Dunnington Ce Primary School 22 40 62 233 0.27 

Primary Elvington Ce Primary School 6 16 22 141 0.16 

Primary Fishergate Primary School 9 30 39 270 0.14 

Primary Haxby Road Primary Academy 18 48 66 178 0.37 

Primary Headlands Primary School 32 24 56 310 0.18 

Primary Hempland Primary School 13 40 53 411 0.13 

Primary Heworth CE Primary School 8 0 8 142 0.06 

Primary Hob Moor Community Primary School 26 16 42 321 0.13 

Primary Huntington Primary School 55 48 103 418 0.25 

Primary Knavesmire Primary School 23 30 53 396 0.13 

Primary Lakeside Primary School 30 32 62 317 0.20 

Primary Lord Deramores Primary School 10 24 34 209 0.16 

Primary Naburn Ce Primary School 0 16 16 86 0.19 

Primary New Earswick Primary School 10 26 36 214 0.17 

Primary Osbaldwick Primary School 5 40 45 355 0.13 

Primary Our Lady Queen of Martyrs Primary 
School 

45 114 159 451 0.35 

Primary Park Grove Primary School 22 48 70 260 0.27 

Primary Poppleton Ousebank Primary School 46 48 94 502 0.19 

Primary Poppleton Road Primary School 50 70 120 386 0.31 

Primary Ralph Butterfield Primary School 24 24 48 314 0.15 

Primary Robert Wilkinson Primary School 69 26 95 576 0.16 

Primary Rufforth Primary School 6 0 6 75 0.08 

Primary Scarcroft Primary School 17 30 47 317 0.15 

Primary Skelton Primary School 0 20 20 109 0.18 

Primary St Aelreds Rc Primary School 13 56 69 212 0.33 

Primary St Barnabas C Of E Primary School 5 24 29 150 0.19 

Primary St Georges Rc Primary School 9 30 39 214 0.18 

Primary St Lawrences Ce Primary School 23 16 39 224 0.17 

Primary St Marys Ce Primary School 0 24 24 109 0.22 

Primary St Oswalds Ce Primary School 16 24 40 302 0.13 

Primary St Pauls Ce Primary School 9 36 45 168 0.27 

Primary St Pauls Nursery School 32 36 68 100 0.68 

Primary St Wilfrids Rc Primary School 5 48 53 265 0.20 

Primary Stockton On The Forest Primary School 6 0 6 78 0.08 

Primary Tang Hall Primary School 17 0 17 163 0.10 

Primary Westfield Community Primary School 42 88 130 563 0.23 

Primary Wheldrake Ce Primary School 6 24 30 216 0.14 

Primary Wigginton Primary School 11 26 37 286 0.13 

Primary Woodthorpe Primary School 74 72 146 403 0.36 

Primary Yearsley Grove Primary School 28 0 28 370 0.08 
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