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1. INTRODUCTION 
 

This document provides Hull City Council and its internal and external stakeholders with an 

overview of how education, learning and skills providers within the Hull local authority boundary 

are performing against the Ofsted inspection framework. 

The providers listed in this document are those that receive public funding from the Education and 

Skills Funding Agency (ESFA) and deliver one or more of study programme, traineeship and/or 

apprenticeship provision. The report includes Hull-based providers, sub-contracting organisations 

and national providers (with a local presence) with five or more learners. East Riding providers 

(providing educational programmes for 6 or more Hull-resident young people) are included in 

Sections 3.9 and 3.10. The report does not include details of commercially financed providers, 

adult education provision, or employers with non-accredited/apprenticeship provision.  

It contains an overview of Ofsted’s Annual Report on further education and skills and sets this in 

context against the local profile of post-16 training provision in Hull, allowing readers to gain an 

understanding of how Hull is performing against national statistical norms. 

It also contains details of sub-contracted post-16 provision.  Sub-contracted provision is where 

providers are contracted to deliver on behalf of another organisation.  The quality of this sub-

contracted provision is judged by the Ofsted rating of the provider issuing the sub-contract or 

“prime contract holder”.   

 

2. THE NATIONAL PICTURE 
 

The Annual Report of Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Education, Children’s Services and Skills 

2021/22 outlines the national picture as below: 

 

The further education (FE) and skills sector is made up of several types of provider that teach 

learners over the age of 16. These providers offer courses and qualifications that prepare learners 

for further study and entry into employment. This year, learners’ and providers’ experiences varied, 

as the COVID-19 pandemic continued to affect the sector. 

 

On 31 August 2022, there were 2,050 publicly funded FE and skills providers, offering education, 

training and/or apprenticeships. This year Ofsted started reporting on an additional 130 providers, 

of which 90% were independent learning providers or employer providers. Over the same period, 

Ofsted stopped reporting on 130 providers, because they merged, ceased to be publicly funded or 

stopped providing education, training and/or apprenticeships. Of those, over 90% were 

independent learning providers or employer providers. 
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Figure 1: FE and skills providers, inspections and visits in 2021/22 

 

Sixty-six per cent of FE and skills providers have received a full inspection, and 22% have received 

a new provider monitoring visit (NPMV). The remaining 11% are not yet due for inspection. Of 

those not yet inspected, 73% are independent learning providers (including employer providers). 

The other 27% are made up of 31 higher education institutions, 16 colleges, nine independent 

specialist colleges, five 16 to 19 academies and one adult community education provider.  This 

includes higher education institutions that deliver level 6 and 7 apprenticeships, which only came 

into scope in April 2021 and colleges awaiting their first inspection since merging. 

 

On 31 August 2022, the overall proportion of FE and skills providers judged good or outstanding at 

their most recent full inspection was 82%, the same as the previous year. However, the proportion 

of colleges judged good or outstanding at their most recent full inspection was 91%, an increase of 

11 percentage points since last year. This is because 15 colleges were judged good or outstanding 

at their first full inspection after merging, and 18 colleges improved from requires improvement or 

inadequate to good. The proportion of 16 to 19 academies judged good or outstanding at their 

most recent full inspection has increased by six percentage points to 98%. Similarly, this is 

because six new 16 to 19 academies were judged good or outstanding at their first full inspection 

and three improved from requires improvement to good or outstanding. 
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Figure 2: Overall effectiveness of FE and skills providers: 31 August 2022 

 

In 2021/22, Ofsted carried out just over 500 inspections and 220 monitoring visits:  

 330 full inspections of providers that had not previously had a full inspection, of which 65% 

were judged good or outstanding  

 34 full inspections of providers that were previously judged outstanding; of these, 14 remained 

outstanding, 17 were judged good and three were judged requires improvement  

 49 full inspections of providers that were previously judged good; of these, 38 remained good, 

eight declined to requires improvement and three declined to inadequate  

 79 full inspections of providers that were previously judged requires improvement, of which 

62% improved to good or outstanding  

 six full inspections of providers that were previously judged inadequate, of which four 

improved to good, one improved to requires improvement and one remained inadequate  

 12 short inspections of providers that were previously judged good and remained good  

 one short inspection that was extended to a full inspection and the provider declined to 

inadequate. 

 

Overall, of 500 full inspections carried out this year, 67% resulted in an overall judgement of good 

or outstanding. All providers judged good or outstanding overall were also judged good or 

outstanding for quality of education. Sixty-seven per cent of providers were judged good or 

outstanding for leadership and management, 68% for quality of education, 71% for personal 

development and 85% for behaviour and attitudes. The relationship between the key judgements 

and overall effectiveness is similar to that seen in previous years, with a higher proportion of 

providers judged good or outstanding for behaviour and attitudes than for overall effectiveness. 
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Figure 3: Overall effectiveness and key judgements of FE and skills providers  

at full inspections, 2021/22 

 

Providers at their first full inspection  

Outcomes from first inspections have continued to improve since 2017/18. Of the 330 providers 

that received a first full inspection this year, 65% were judged good or outstanding (190 good and 

20 outstanding). This was an increase of 14 percentage points compared with the 2018/19 

reporting year. This improvement should be understood in the context of the new provider 

monitoring visits introduced by Ofsted in early 2018. These have flagged progress and areas for 

improvement to providers. Ofsted noted that the Education and Skills Funding Agency and other 

regulatory bodies have also taken steps to improve the quality of providers. For example, they 

have introduced the register of apprenticeship training providers and other quality management 

processes. Finally, the successive improvements are down to the efforts of providers themselves.  

 

 

Figure 4: Overall effectiveness of FE and skills providers at their first full inspection, by academic year 
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Common themes identified in inspection reports of providers judged outstanding were: 

 leaders ensured that the curriculum was ambitious, challenging and varied, and gave learners 

the opportunity and aspiration to excel 

 tutors knew their learners well, challenged them and gave them useful feedback 

 learners were inspired and motivated and took responsibility for their own learning 

 learners worked towards ambitious targets that motivated them to make good progress and 

prepared them well for their future career 

 leaders worked effectively with the community and employers to ensure their curriculum met 

market needs. 

 

Impact of the pandemic 

Learners and staff continued to be absent because of COVID-19. This was particularly challenging 

in the spring, and some small providers closed temporarily. 

 

The disruption to learners’ and apprentices’ education in 2020/21, including furlough and breaks in 

learning, meant that many had learning gaps, particularly in practical skills, English and 

mathematics. In some cases, providers had reduced the amount of time spent on English and 

mathematics to allow more time and resources for catch-up in practical and vocational skills. This 

meant that learners had lower levels of skill in English and mathematics compared with previous 

cohorts. Apprentices working in key-worker roles had been unable to learn the theory for their 

course. By the summer term, some apprentices were catching up. 

 

Apprentices continued to be affected by the pandemic in 2021/22. Some made slower progress 

and remained on programmes beyond their planned end date. The pressures on sectors, 

particularly in hospitality, travel and tourism, and health and social care, meant that many 

apprentices could not be released for off-the-job training. 

 

In the autumn and spring terms, employment opportunities for apprentices and work placements 

for full-time learners were difficult to secure. By the summer term, this had improved, except in the 

sectors hardest hit by the pandemic, particularly health and social care. In some apprenticeships, 

the tasks assigned to learners in the workplace were not always meaningful. This was because the 

needs of the business were sometimes given priority over developing learners’ skills. 

 

A number of learners, particularly the youngest, had less confidence than previous learners. They 

found it harder to interact with peers and more difficult to focus. Their mental health and well-being 

were poorer. In the summer term, they were more anxious about exams because they were taking 

external exams for the first time. 
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Many providers are finding it difficult to recruit and retain high-quality staff, particularly specialist 

and vocational staff. The reasons for this include salaries being lower than those in the sector, 

particularly engineering, construction, hospitality and travel, and staff reconsidering their careers 

after the pandemic. 

 

Pandemic recovery 

Providers have worked hard to support learners and responded with creativity and resilience to the 

continuing challenges of the pandemic. This included: 

 

 providing one-to-one and group support 

 securing alternative work placements that, while not career-specific, gave learners a chance to 

develop employment skills 

 in larger FE colleges, providing internal work experience in on-site facilities and teams like 

marketing and IT 

 developing new programmes and/or adding elements to existing programmes to reflect the 

post‑pandemic employment market. 

 

Providers increased their use of initial assessment because centre-assessed and teacher-

assessed grades were not comparable with previous years. This helped them to identify the level 

of learners’ knowledge and learning gaps. Providers had also assessed existing learners returning 

to their programmes after periods of lockdown and remote learning. 

 

Resequencing the curriculum was a popular catch-up strategy. This included revisiting elements of 

the programmes that had been taught remotely, once learners were back in face-to-face classes, 

and moving practical elements so that they were taught earlier. 

 

Providers recognised that summer 2022 would be the first time many learners had taken exams. 

They supported learners by: 

 

 increasing their familiarity with exam conditions 

 providing structured specimen answers and then gradually removing elements of them 

 providing extra revision sessions 

 offering more pastoral support. 

 

Most providers, particularly general FE and sixth-form colleges, had returned to face‑to‑face 

teaching. However, Ofsted stated that they were concerned that a small number of providers 

continued to teach programmes substantially or entirely online, with no clear benefit for learners.  
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Ofsted noted that this can limit the opportunities for learners to receive support from teachers when 

they need it, to develop practical skills and to socialise with peers. In providers where online 

learning is not planned or sequenced appropriately to complement face-to-face teaching, learners 

do not develop knowledge, skills and behaviours as effectively and are not as confident in applying 

their learning. 
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3. THE LOCAL PICTURE 

3.1 Overall provision 
 

The overall quality of Hull’s post-16 provision* has remained relatively stable since the previous 

version of this report was published with 74% of providers rated as ‘good’ or ‘outstanding’ and 26% 

rated as ‘requires improvement’ or ‘inadequate’. This compares well to the national statistics (see 

Figure 3 on page 8). However, there are now three providers rated as inadequate as opposed to 

two in 2021-22. A detailed overview for February 2022 – January 2023 is shown below with figures 

from February 2021 – January 2022 included for comparison. 

2022-2023 2021-2022 

 

Hull’s post-16 training provision* Ofsted ratings at last 

inspection for 2022-2023: 

 

 13% were rated as “Outstanding” (4 out of 31)  

 61% were rated as “Good” (19 out of 31) 

 16% were rated as “Requires Improvement” (5 

out of 31) 

 10% were rated as “Inadequate” (3 out of 31) 

 

 

 

Hull’s post-16 training provision* Ofsted ratings at last 

inspection for 2021-2022: 

 

 18% were rated as “Outstanding” (6 out of 34)  

 53% were rated as “Good” (18 out of 34) 

 21% were rated as “Requires Improvement” (7 

out of 34) 

 6% were rated as “Inadequate” (2 out of 34) 

 3% received a new provider monitoring visit 

and were rated as significant progress (1 out of 

34) 

 

 

Figure 5: Hull based post-16 training provision* Ofsted 

ratings at a glance for 2022-2023  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 6: Hull based post-16 training provision* Ofsted 

ratings at a glance for 2021-2022  

 

*  includes Hull-based providers, sub-contracting organisations and national providers with a local presence 
with five or more learners 
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Of the four outstanding providers, two are specialist post-16 provision, one is a University 

Technical College and one is a school 6th form.  

 

The majority of provision in Hull is rated as good and is a mixture of sub-contracted provision, sixth 

form colleges, independent learning providers and specialist post-16 provision. 

 

Hull’s further education college (plus one sub-contractor) and two independent learning providers 

(plus one sub-contractor) are rated as requires improvement. 

 

One independent learning provider (plus one sub-contractor) and one school (with a 6th form) are 

now rated as inadequate. However, the 6th form provision in the school is rated as good.  

3.2 Ofsted inspection ratings for Further Education 
College provision in Hull 
 

Figure 7 below gives a detailed breakdown of Ofsted ratings for Further Education College 

provision in Hull.   

 
TEC PARTNERSHIP 

 (HULL CAMPUS) 

*Previously East Riding College 

HULL COLLEGE 

Overall effectiveness Good Requires improvement 

The quality of education Good Requires improvement 

Behaviour and attitudes Good Requires improvement 

Personal development Good Requires improvement 

Leadership and management Good Requires improvement 

Education programmes for young 
people 

Good Requires improvement 

Adult learning programmes Good 
 

Good 

Apprenticeships Requires improvement 
 

Good 

Provision for learners with high needs Good 
 

Good 

Last Inspection Date May 2022 February 2022 

Figure 7: Detailed Ofsted ratings for Further Education College provision in Hull. 
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3.3  Ofsted inspection ratings for 6th Form College 
provision in Hull 
 
Figure 8 below gives a detailed breakdown of Ofsted ratings for 6th Form College provision in Hull.   

 WILBERFORCE COLLEGE WYKE COLLEGE 

Overall Inspection outcome Good Good 

Outcomes for learners Good Good 

Teaching, learning and assessment Good Good 

Leadership and management Good Good 

Last Inspection Date 
A short inspection in February 2018 
confirmed the above grades from a 

full inspection in April 2015. 

A short inspection in November 2017 
confirmed the above grades from a full 

inspection in October 2013. 

Figure 8: Detailed Ofsted ratings for 6th Form College provision in Hull. 

3.4 Ofsted inspection ratings for 6th Form academies or 
schools in Hull 
 
Figure 9 below gives a detailed breakdown of Ofsted ratings for 6th Form academies or schools in 

Hull.   

 
ARCHBISHOP 

SENTAMU ACADEMY 
SIRIUS 

ACADEMY WEST 
ST. MARY’S COLLEGE 

Overall Inspection outcome Inadequate Good Outstanding 

Outcomes for learners - - Outstanding 

Teaching, learning and 
assessment/quality of 

education 
Requires improvement Good Good 

Leadership and management Requires improvement Good Outstanding 

Personal development, 
behaviour and welfare 

- - - 

16-19 study programme - - - 

Personal development Requires improvement Good - 

Behaviour and attitudes Inadequate Requires improvement - 

Sixth-form provision Good Good 
Good  

 

Last Inspection Date May 2022 May 2022 July 2010 

Figure 9: Detailed Ofsted ratings for 6th Form academies or schools in Hull. 
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3.5 Ofsted inspection ratings for University Technical 
College provision in Hull 
 

Figure 10 below gives a detailed breakdown of Ofsted ratings for University Technical College 

provision in Hull.   

 RON DEARING UTC 

Overall Inspection outcome Outstanding 

Quality of education Outstanding 

Behaviour and attitudes Outstanding 

Personal development Outstanding 

Leadership and management Outstanding 

Sixth-form provision Outstanding 

Last Inspection Date March 2020 

Figure 10: Detailed Ofsted ratings for University Technical College provision in Hull. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

[See over] 
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3.6  Ofsted inspection ratings for independent providers 
operating in Hull 
 
Figures 11 to 13 below give a detailed breakdown of Ofsted ratings for independent providers 

operating in Hull.   

 

1 of 3 ASPIRE-IGEN 
AVANT 

PARTNERSHIP 
HETA 

Overall Inspection outcome 
Requires 

Improvement 
Inadequate Good 

Outcomes for learners - - Good 

Teaching, learning and 
assessment/quality of education 

Requires 
improvement 

Good Good 

Leadership and management 
Requires 

improvement 
Inadequate Good 

Personal development, behaviour 
and welfare 

- - - 

16-19 study programme - - - 

Apprenticeships - Good Good 

Personal development 
Requires 

improvement 
Good - 

Behaviour and attitudes 
Requires 

improvement 
Good - 

Education programmes for young 
people 

Requires 
improvement 

Good - 

Provision for learners with high 
needs 

Requires 
improvement 

- - 

Traineeships - - Good 

Last Inspection Date February 2022 October 2022 

A short 
inspection in 

November 2017 
confirmed the 
above grades 

from a full 
inspection in 

December 2013. 

Figure 11: Ofsted inspection ratings for independent providers operating in Hull (1 of 3) 
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2 of 3 
HULL BUSINESS 

TRAINING 

 HULL 
TRAINING 

(KINGSTON 
UPON HULL 

CITY COUNCIL) 

HUMBER 
LEARNING 

CONSORTIUM 
HYA TRAINING 

Overall Inspection outcome Good Good Good Good 

Outcomes for learners Good - Good Good 

Teaching, learning and 
assessment/quality of education 

Good Good Good Good 

Leadership and management Good Good Good Good 

Personal development, behaviour 
and welfare 

- - Good Good 

16-19 study programme - - - Good 

Apprenticeships - Good Good - 

Personal development - Good - - 

Behaviour and attitudes - Good - - 

Education programmes for young 
people 

- Good - - 

Provision for learners with high 
needs 

- Good - - 

Traineeships - - Good - 

Adult learning programmes - Good Good - 

Last Inspection Date 

A short inspection in 
December 2019 

confirmed the above 
grades from a full 

inspection in 
January 2010 

Feb 2022 

A short inspection in 
June 2022 confirmed 

the above grades 
from a full inspection 

in October 2015 

July 
2017 

Figure 12: Ofsted inspection ratings for independent providers operating in Hull (2 of 3) 
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3 of 3 JTL 
MCARTHUR 

DEAN 

NORTH 
HUMBERSIDE 

MOTOR TRADES 
GROUP 

TRAINING 
ASSOCIATION * 

QUBE 

Overall Inspection outcome Good Good Good 
Requires 

Improvement 

Outcomes for learners 
Requires 

Improvement 
Good - - 

Teaching, learning and 
assessment/quality of education 

Good Good Good 
Requires 

Improvement 

Leadership and management Good Good Good 
Requires 

Improvement 

Personal development, behaviour 
and welfare 

Good - - - 

16-19 study programme - - - - 

Apprenticeships Good Good Good 
Requires 

Improvement 

Personal development - - Good 
Requires 

Improvement 

Behaviour and attitudes - - Good Good 

Education programmes for young 
people 

- - - Good 

Provision for learners with high 
needs 

- - - - 

Adult learning programmes - - - Good 

Last Inspection Date November 2016 

A short 
inspection in 

November 2016 
confirmed the 
above grades 

from a full 
inspection in 

December 2012 

November 2021 November 2022 

Figure 13: Ofsted inspection ratings for independent providers operating in Hull (3 of 3) 

 
*  Inspection of prime contract. Provider also holds a sub-contract – see page 20 for further details. 
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3.7 Ofsted inspection ratings for specialist post-16 
providers operating in Hull 
 

Hull has three specialist schools delivering post-16 education, learning and skills: 

 

 Ganton Special School 

 Frederick Holmes 

 Tweendykes School 

 

Hull benefits from excellent post-16 specialist education, learning and skills provision.   

 

Figures 14 below gives a detailed breakdown of Ofsted results for Hull’s specialist schools. 

 

 GANTON SCHOOL 
FREDERICK HOLMES 

SCHOOL 
TWEENDYKES SCHOOL 

Overall Inspection outcome Outstanding Good Outstanding 

Outcomes for learners/ 
achievement of pupils 

Outstanding Good Outstanding 

Teaching, learning and 
assessment/quality of 

teaching 
Outstanding Good Outstanding 

Leadership and management Outstanding Outstanding Outstanding 

Personal development, 
behaviour and 

welfare/behavior and safety 
of pupils 

n/a Outstanding Outstanding 

Last Inspection Date 

A short inspection in 
January 2018 confirmed 
the above grades from a 
full inspection in October 

2011 

September 
2013 

An inspection in June 2022 
confirmed that Tweendykes 

School continues 
to be an outstanding school. 
The above grades are from a 

full inspection in  
December 2012 

Figure 14: Detailed Ofsted ratings of Hull based specialist post-16 providers. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

[See over] 
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3.8 Ofsted inspection ratings for sub-contracted or 
supporting providers operating in Hull 
 
Where a provider delivers provision on behalf of another organisation, they are classed as a sub-

contractor.  If it is the case that the provider being sub-contracted does not have its own contract 

with a funding body, the quality of that provision is determined by the Ofsted rating of the ‘prime’ 

organisation.  Figure 15 below gives a detailed breakdown of Ofsted results for providers delivering 

in Hull on a sub-contracted basis and the prime organisations to which they are sub-contracted. 

 

Prime organisation 
Sub-contracted provider delivering 
in Hull 

Last inspected 
Overall 

inspection 
outcome 

Aspire-Igen 
 QPD 

(Study Programme) 
February 2022 

Requires 
Improvement 

Avant Partnership 
 Orchard Training & Education Ltd 

(Apprenticeships) 
October 2022 Inadequate 

Cheynes Training 
 Pride Academy            

(Apprenticeships and Traineeships) 

 
August 2014  

(a short inspection in 
June 2018 confirmed 
grades from above 

date) 

 

Good 

Hull Training 
(Kingston Upon Hull 
City Council) 

 North Humberside Motor Trades 
Group Training Association (Study 
Programme) 

February 2022 Good 

Hull College 
 Motorvation Training Ltd  

(Study Programme) 
February 2022 

Requires 
Improvement 

Humber Learning 
Consortium 

 Goodwin Development Trust 
(Traineeships) 

 
October 2015 

(a short inspection in 
June 2022 confirmed 
grades from above 

date) 

 

Good 

DN Colleges Group 
 Humber Energy Skills Training 

formerly Airco Centre of Excellence 
(Study Programme & Apprenticeships) 

March 2022 Good 

SCL Education & 
Training Ltd 

 Hull FC (Study Programme)  March 2022 Good 

The Vale Academy, 
Brigg  

 Hull Trinity House Academy 
(Study Programme) 

 
March 2013  

(a short inspection in 
November 2017 

confirmed grades 
from above date) 

 

Good 

Figure 15: Ofsted inspection ratings for sub-contracted providers operating in Hull. 
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3.9 Ofsted inspection ratings for East Riding providers 
 
In addition to the afore-mentioned providers, the following East Riding providers deliver 

educational programmes to 6 or more Hull-resident young people: 

 

No of Hull-resident young 

people attending*

Last Ofsted 

grade

Date of Ofsted 

report

Notes

Bishop Burton College 332 Good Jan-17

Cottingham High School and 

Sixth Form College

24 Good May-17 Grade confirmed in short 

inspection in June 2022.

Holderness Academy and 

Sixth Form College

13 Inadequate Oct-17 Has not been inspected yet as 

recently became an academy. 

Was formerly South Holderness 

Technical College and received 

an Ofsted grading of 

'inadequate' in Oct 2017.

Hessle High School and Sixth 

Form College

44 Good Sep-18

Longcroft School and Sixth 

Form College

10 Requires 

Improvement

Jan-20

St Anne's School and Sixth 

Form College

6 Outstanding Mar-14 Grade confirmed in short 

inspection in Nov 2017.

TEC Partnership (East Riding 

provision) - previously East 

Riding College

123 Good May-22

Wolfreton School and Sixth 

Form College

38 Good Oct-21

Total 590  

 
Figure 16: Ofsted inspection ratings for East Riding providers who provide educational programmes for 6 or more Hull-

resident young people. Data as at 04/01/23. 
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3.10  Ofsted inspection ratings by Hull resident learners 
 
Figure 17 below shows the proportion of Hull resident learners in post-16 education, learning and 

skills providers (including all provision listed in section 3 of this publication) and what their 

respective Ofsted ratings are. 

 

 
 

Figure 17: Ofsted ratings by Hull resident learners. 

 
The majority (72%) of Hull resident post-16 learners are in provision rated as either ‘outstanding’ or 

‘good’ by Ofsted. A significant number (25%) of learners are in provision rated as ‘requires 

improvement’ with a small number of learners (3%) in provision graded as ‘inadequate’. 

 
 

Note: Data used for figure 16 is for Hull based providers, sub-contracting organisations, East Riding 
providers who provide educational programmes for 6 or more Hull-resident young people and 
national providers with a local presence with five or more learners as at 04/01/23. It does not 
include: 
 

 Hull resident learners educated in local authority areas outside of Hull and East Riding. 

 Hull residents who are in provision not inspected by Ofsted e.g. re-engagement provision or 

employment without accredited training 
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For more information about this publication please contact: 
 
Post-16 Participation Manager 
 
Kingston upon Hull City Council | Young People, Skills and Employability Team | 1st Floor, 
Kenworthy House | 98-104, George Street | Kingston upon Hull | HU1 3DT 
 
Telephone -   01482 615210 
Email -   ypse@hullcc.gov.uk  
 
Or visit – www.hull.gov.uk  
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