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What is it?
There is a new multiplication test to be rolled out in 2019-2020, that all pupils in Year 4 are to take part in.  
Year 4 children are between the age of 8 and 9 years. 
They are to take an online national test to measure their progression/recall in the times tables.
Tes November 2018 highlighted that the focus was to be on the more difficult times tables such as; 6,7,8,9 and 12.
The purpose from DFE was stated “to help identify which children are falling behind and target areas where they are not being given the chance to succeed”.
The test comprises of an online assessment which gives the children quick fire questions in 6 second intervals for a maximum of 5 minutes.
When the testing is rolled out it will be the 4th time that our children are being tested before they leave primary school.
The first would be that of the phonics screening in Year 1, the SATs in Year 2, the Multiplication assessment in Year 4 and the SATS in Year 6.

What are they going to do with the data?
It has been noted that the results are not going to be published and the children will not be given a pass/fail mark.  This begs the question of what they will do with the findings? Will schools be allowed to use the results as a marketing tool?  
Will they put interventions in place?  Will they be school led or monitored by another agency?  

Purpose
The assessment framework published by DFE alongside the introduction to this additional testing mechanism was “This allows pupils the time required to demonstrate their recall of multiplication tables, while limiting pupils’ ability to work out the answers to the questions”.
The main word which leapt out of the framework was the word limiting – why oh why are we putting our children through more and more testing?  
It should also be noted that the sample testing was from only 1124 students.




Impact
I focus on the word limiting from the aforementioned DFE quote – this is not only limiting our children with time constraints, it is also limiting for the schools and the budget.  
The final cost has not yet been confirmed but it is rumoured to be around the £5million mark.  In a world where education cuts are happening year on year – can we afford this system to be put in place?  
To put the cost into context £5million would be the equivalent of 200 teachers.

A fact which sparked concern for me was the sampling in the time limit setting (no longer than 5 minutes and 6 second time limit per question).  Where we try to teach our children that being fast at maths is not necessarily being good at maths (taking your time and gauging a real understanding of the fundamentals is much better than being speedy at mental arithmetic) what example are we setting.
So what about the children and the impact it has on them?
Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA) had already noted in their 2015 report that, 55% of students said they were anxious for a test even if they are well prepared.
What is this saying to us – PISA aged students are 15.  It would be interesting to see what the percentage would be like in 10 years- time after the multiplication assessment has been rolled out for over 5 years.  I forecast a sharp increase in the percentage.

A very noted and famous award winning Mathematician Laurent Schwartz, re-iterated the anxiety and low self-perception by noting “often he felt un-intelligent when he was one of the slower students”.  This is an award winning Mathematician feeling this way – how are our less able children going to feel?
A study by Beilock and colleagues in 2013 highlighting the working brain activity was very useful, when looking at the impact of assessments on learners.
It identified that learners with higher working memory are effected.  These are the noted learners with the greatest potential to achieve higher level maths.
Timed tests proved to be disabling the working memory, therefore underachievement occurs which in turn can lead to anxiety and stress.
Mental health and wellbeing is at the forefront of most primary schools now.  I know of some schools where they are assessing the children each term to see how they are red, amber and green (RAG) rated for specific areas such as; how they like school, do they enjoy lessons, are they happy at home.  Adding more pressure with an extra test surely is not going to help with this!
OECD backs the anxiety statistics by noting from a 2012 report, 31% of children get very nervous when answering math problems.
National Centre for Biotechnology Information also noted that 30% of people asked had high maths anxiety.  31% of people were to have highlighted that they get nervous when completing maths problems.
Noted Professor of Maths and British Author Jo Boaler has completed numerous studies on maths anxiety – one of the key mantra’s which she uses throughout her work is – You do not have to be fast at Maths to be good at Maths!  Jo is also a great advocate of not getting things right all the time- it is important to get things wrong so we can learn and grow!

In a world where we are teaching teenagers and older learners to show their working out in order to gain maximum marks, we are hindering 8/9 year olds by not giving them time to solve a multiplication question – what messages are we sending out?  
Impact on Teachers – in a society where the stress, anxiety, high pressure and low morale is at an all-time high, is it appropriate to be introducing another assessment to prepare for.
As noted earlier it was mentioned that the purpose was to identify the children who had gaps to the teacher.  Are our teachers not to be trusted to know where their children are in terms of their multiplication tables knowledge?  
I’m pretty sure the teachers are well aware of their students capabilities in recalling the times tables.  This is an insult to the Teachers who are fire-fighting on a daily basis, to ensure our children are test ready for whatever assessment the DFE decide which needs checking next.  Morale and anxiety for this I’m sure will be exacerbated.
This is a costly system to put into schools which are already under resourced, to the point of some schools requiring children to bring their own pen once their issued school pen has run out.
[bookmark: _GoBack]
Possible Solution
I looked at the PISA contributing countries and Finland stuck out with it’s rankings in both reading and mathematics. Finland are 6 in Reading and 12 in Maths.  UK are 22 in Reading and 27 in Maths.
Finland are noted to have a very holistic approach to learning which, is supported and encouraged by both school and home.
The OECD also noted that Finnish learners have fewer instruction hours than any other country (25 hours per week).

I am not suggesting that we mirror Finland – It may be helpful to see what is working and how it is working for Finland and to maybe collaborate and share good practice with these other high performing countries.

We need to start seeing the value in our children and not concentrate on statistics which are not even going to be published.  This feels like an un-necessary system and policy which has been introduced and will cost the taxpayer more than is readily available at present.
Let’s stop schooling for examinations and concentrate on loving learning and teaching our children to love learning too!
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