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Summary

The Department for Education’s (the Department’s) Children’s Social Care Innovation
Programme provides a welcome example of a funding programme with evaluation and
learning at its centre. The Department has done well to create and sustain this 14-year,
£333 million commitment when, as we have previously reported, so much of government
activity is not evaluated robustly or indeed at all. However, while evaluation has helped,
it is not yet clear that these innovations are delivering widespread improvement at the
front line. High quality evaluation takes time and embedding innovations in social care
practice remains a challenge, requiring cultural change, a sustained commitment from
government, and consistent support from senior leaders in the sector. The Department
is having to manage the tensions between understanding what works and meeting the
understandable demands for immediate action to improve the lives of children in the
care system.

While evaluation can seem expensive, the costs will often be a mere ‘rounding error’
when compared to the scale of mainstream spending they can influence. More can be
done to make the case for this in the sector and across government. The Department’s
focus on innovation and evaluation has significant potential to guide the more effective
use of the £9 billion spent each year on children’s social care. Other departments and
HM Treasury should learn from this example.

The Committee will continue to monitor how the Department ensures that opportunities
to secure better outcomes created by the Innovation Programme are not lost as its
dedicated funding for innovation schemes comes to an end at what is a challenging
time for local authority budgets. Evaluation is important but the real test of success will
be the roll out of projects which deliver better outcomes for young people.
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Introduction

Local authorities in England spend around £9 billion per year on children’s social care.
The Department for Education (the Department) has overall policy responsibility for
children’s services, and in 2014 it reported on the challenges achieving innovation in the
sector, and variations in the pace of improvement of outcomes for children in the care
system. It subsequently launched its Children’s Social Care Innovation Programme (the
Innovation Programme), aiming to stimulate innovation, replicate successful approaches,
improve life chances for children and support value for money. Between 2014-15 and
2019-20 the Department committed £212.8 million to 94 projects.

The Department made it a condition of Innovation Programme funding that projects
would be subject to external evaluation. By September 2020 the Department had published
over 100 evaluation reports covering projects funded by the scheme. The Department built
on the learning from these schemes, providing a further £120.2 million across successor
schemes intended to test the wider adoption of six promising Innovation Programme
projects across a wider range of local authorities. The Department has committed to
evaluate the effectiveness of these successor schemes using more sophisticated techniques
with higher standards of evidence. The Department is due to receive evaluations from the
first of these schemes in Autumn 2022, though the largest evaluations are not due until
2026 and 2027.



Evaluating innovation projects in children’s social care 5

Conclusions and recommendations

L.

The Department has further to go to embed a culture of evaluation in children’s
social care. The Department wanted its Innovation Programme to build a culture of
evaluation in children’s social care and to encourage local authorities to take an active
role in the development of evaluation. The sector was behind many others on the use
of evidence, lacking organisations such as the National Institute for Care Excellence
or the Educational Endowment Foundation which have supported learning around
what works elsewhere. It was difficult for the Department in that context to prove
which approaches were worth investing in. The Department describes the impact
of the Innovation Programme, alongside the establishment of the What Works
Centre for Children’s Social Care, as ‘transformational’ in growing an appetite for
evaluation in the sector. Good quality evaluation is expensive, however, and the
use of robust evaluation techniques is not yet routine. The Department sees the
forthcoming merger of the What Works Centre for Children’s Social Care and
the Early Intervention Foundation as an opportunity to strengthen standards and
embed evaluation more effectively across the sector.

Recommendation: The Department should set out how it intends to further its
aim to develop a culture of evaluation as its dedicated funding for innovation
schemes comes to an end.

We are not yet convinced the Department’s dissemination of learning from the
programme is delivering widespread improvement. The Innovation Programme
and its successor schemes have spread practice from six promising innovations
across 57 further local authorities. There is some evidence that practice from the
schemes is being taken up outside the scope of the funded programme. There is
encouraging early data indicating the potential impacts of projects in these successor
schemes. The Department does not yet have a complete picture of the impact of
the programme on outcomes for children, however, and the evaluations from the
successor schemes are only due between Autumn 2022 and 2027. The Department
recognises the need to balance the tensions between the time needed for its formal
evaluations to report, and the desire in the sector for early action. Understanding
impact is also complicated by the lack of a coherent set of outcomes for children’s
social care. The Independent Review of Children’s Social Care considers that the
programme’s ‘scale and spread” approach is limited in the absence of fundamental
change and that there is sufficient evidence already for investment in new approaches,
warning the costs of inaction are too high.

Recommendation: The Department must set out a coherent set of outcomes it
expects from the sector in its response to the Independent Review of Children’s
Social Care, and further report on the impact of the innovation programme and
successor schemes in supporting these outcomes.

Recommendation: The Department should set out how it will secure a better
understanding of the take-up of learning by local authorities across the country.

The Department does not yet have the data it needs to understand the impact
of the innovation programme. Systems that provide high quality information to
everyone involved can contribute to a culture of evaluation and an understanding of
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whatis working. Lack of data has proved a challenge for many Innovation Programme
projects. Furthermore the small scale of projects within the Innovation Programme
risks creating statistical challenges understanding the impacts of these schemes
on particular minority groups. The Department needs to balance support for local
authorities collecting the information they need locally, with considerations for
what is required nationally to understand the effectiveness of these schemes across
population groups. More widely, the Department concedes there is not currently a
shared view on what data needs to be collected across the children’s social care sector.
The Department reports it has work underway in response to recommendations
around data raised by the Independent Review of Children’s Social Care.

Recommendation: The Department should set out the standards it expects for
local data collection, and make clear the benefits for local authorities of collecting
good quality data. The Department should also use its new outcomes framework
to shape its own data collection strategy.

Potential innovation risks being hampered by inflexibility in the wider system
of children’s social care. The Department intended the Innovation Programme to
both improve outcomes for children in the social care system and produce savings.
Residential care in children’s homes is especially expensive, while outcomes for
children appear better for those supported in kinship settings. The Department
intends its response to the Independent Review of Children’s Social Care to promote
support for keeping children in kinship groups or foster care as preferred alternatives.
However, we have seen many examples of local barriers to supporting children in
these settings, including inflexibility around the costs required to accommodate
children taken into kinship care or foster homes, and help around the work and
lifestyle changes required to effectively support them. The local government funding
system is not always good at adapting to these needs, which risks resulting in more
expensive residential provision being required.

Recommendation: The Department should work with the Department for
Levelling Up, Housing & Communities and HM Treasury to develop plans for
addressing the local funding boundaries and barriers that stop children getting
the help they require.

A challenging funding environment requires that government maintains its
commitment to evaluation, and applies its learning to secure better outcomes.
As the Innovation Programme and its successor schemes move towards the end of
14 years of funding by 2027, the Department wants to see innovation and learning
activity move into mainstream practice. The phasing out of dedicated funding
comes at a time the Department accepts is challenging for local authority budgets.
The Innovation Programme has demonstrated that quality evaluation is expensive,
but we share the Department’s view that it will usually represent what it called a
‘rounding error’ when set alongside the value of mainstream services. The need for
the best evidence to support the most impactful practice remains, and it is vital that
the opportunities to secure better outcomes created by the Innovation Programme
are not lost.
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Recommendation: The Department should set out how it will demonstrate the
benefits of its spending on innovation and evaluation for local authorities and
other Departments to secure the full benefits of this spending.
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1 Delivering impact through innovation
and evaluation

Introduction

1. On the basis of a report by the Comptroller and Auditor General, we took evidence
from the Department for Education (the Department), including its Chief Social Worker
for Children and Families, about the Children’s Social Care Innovation Programme (the
Innovation Programme). The Department has overall policy responsibility for children’s
social care and is accountable to Parliament for ensuring that the social care services local
authorities provide is of adequate quality to protect and support children.! In 2019-20
local authorities spent some £9.2 billion on children’s social care.?

2. The Department launched the Innovation Programme in 2014, having previously
reported on the challenges achieving innovation in the sector, and variations in the pace
of improvement of outcomes for children in the care system. The Innovation Programme
provided support for innovation and re-design of service delivery, with the aim of achieving
stronger incentives for innovation and replication of successful approaches, improved life
chances for children receiving help from the social care system, and improved value for
money.’ Between 2014-15 and 2015-16 the Department awarded around £100 million
across 57 sector-led projects. The Department announced further funding rounds from
2016-17, and by 2019-20 had committed a total of £212.8 million to the funding and
evaluation of 94 projects. Innovations funded by the programme included projects
aiming at redesigning services to improve multi-disciplinary support around keeping
children safely within their own families, providing enhanced support for foster carers,
and building positive support networks around children to better help those that are in
care.’

3. The Department made it a condition of funding that all projects had to agree to
undertake evaluation. In total the Department published around 100 evaluations across
projects representing 90% of the Innovation Programme’s value.® This compares favourably
with other government schemes, as set out in our recent report which highlighted how
only 36% of spending covered by the Government Major Projects Portfolio had impact
evaluation plans in place.” The Department also published two quality reviews of project
evaluations, highlighting a number of significant challenges and common limitations.
Issues included limited timescales, a lack of genuine comparison groups and a lack of
high-quality data.®

4. Inautumn 2018 the Department announced the first of two key successor schemes to
further support the Innovation Programme projects which it considered had shown the

C&AG's Report, Evaluating innovation in children’s social care, Session 2022-23, HC 70, 24 June 2022, para 1.2
C&AG's Report para 1.3

C&AG's Report paras 1.5, 2.2

C&AG's Report paras 2.5-2.7, Figure 2

C&AG's Report Figure 4 and para 3.2

C&AG's Report paras 14, 2.8

Committee of Public Accounts, Use of evaluation and modelling in government, Fourth Report of Session
2022-23, HC 254, 27 May 2022

8 C&AG's Report para 16
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most promise.” The Strengthening Families, Protecting Children and Supporting Families:
Investing in Practice schemes supported the wider adoption of six innovations across a
further 57 locations. The Department intended to evaluate the successor schemes using
more sophisticated techniques than used in the early rounds of the Innovation Programme,
with higher standards of evidence. The Department is due to receive evaluations from
the first of the Supporting Families schemes in Autumn 2022, while evaluations from
the Strengthening Families projects will not report until 2026 and 2027.'° In total the
Department committed a further £120.2 million to ongoing innovation and evaluation,
resulting in total expenditure of £333 million."

Building a culture of evaluation

5. 'The Department wanted the Innovation Programme to build a culture of evaluation
in children’s social care and encourage local authorities to take an active role in the
development of evaluation.'” The Department described to us how it felt the children’s
social care sector was behind other sectors, in particular those with bodies such as
the National Institute for Care Excellence or the Education Endowment Fund, where
developments in learning were more evident. The Department reported for example that
70% of head teachers use learning from the Educational Endowment Fund in the running
of their schools."® In contrast it felt the children’s social care sector struggled with the
evidence base on what was worth investing in."*

6. The Department believes the impact of the Innovation Programme on the sector has
been ‘transformational’. It describes the demand stimulated by the programme, having
received over 200 applications for the first funding round of a programme where evaluation
was a condition of funding.'® The Department also described issues caused by the limited
capacity and expertise in the market to provide the evaluations the programme required,
and the decision to set up a What Works Centre for Children’s Social Care in 2017 to take
this agenda forward.'® The Department told us there is more of that capacity as a legacy
of the Innovation Programme."”” What Works for Children’s Social Care also emphasised
the work it now does through its Evidence Hubs, sharing research findings with front-line
practitioners and aiming to ensure the importance of evidence is understood by senior
leaders in the sector.®.

7. 'The Department concedes there is further to go to embed the culture of evaluation
it wants to see in children’s social care. The Department and the sector have learned that
quality evaluation is expensive and can take a long time to do.'” However one evaluation
provider told us that robust and rigorous evaluations are not yet routine in children’s social
care, with many practitioners opposing the more robust techniques such as randomisation
on principle.?® Following the recommendations of the Independent Review of Children’s

9 C&AG's Report para 3.1
10 C&AG's Report paras 18, 20
1 C&AG's Report Figure 2
12 C&AG's Report para 2.4

13 Qq 15, 53
14 Q15

15 Q42

16 Q31

17 Q42

18 EPC0004 p.3
19 Qq 31,43

20 EPC0001 p.2
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Social Care (the Care Review), What Works for Children’s Social Care and the Early
Intervention Foundation have announced they will merge. The Department sees this as
an opportunity to strengthen methodologies and evidence standards, and its ability to
embed evaluation more effectively across children’s social care.”

Understanding impact

8. 'The Department intended the Innovation Programme to achieve replication of
successful new approaches, better life chances for children receiving help from the social
care system and better value for money across children’s social care. The Department
funded 94 projects through the Innovation Programme, before selecting six it considered
to be most promising from initial evidence for further testing across 57 further locations
through its two key successor programmes.*” In all, the Department reported 58 of the
original 94 projects continuing after initial funding ended, 38 of which had spread beyond
their initial locations.”* Hertfordshire County Council, one of the innovator authorities
funded by the Innovation Programme, described extending the reach of its Family
Safeguarding project to 27 other authorities, only 10 of which were directly funded by the
Innovation Programme and key successor funds.**

9. We agree with successor programme evaluator Coram, that the key measure of
success for the Department’s Innovation Programme must be what has changed for
children as a result.?® The Department told us that it cannot yet report any ‘perfectly causal
line’ between the programme and improved outcomes for children. The Department
highlighted encouraging data from one of its successor projects including a 38% reduction
in arrests and a 57% reduction in A&E visits for the young people referred to the scheme,
with similar good evidence from other projects.?® Understanding the impact of the scheme
is made harder by the lack of clarity over the outcomes government wants for children’s
social care. The Department has undertaken to provide a national framework of outcomes
in response to recommendations of the Care Review.”’

10. The Care Review, while recognising the role the Innovation Programme has played
in creating stronger practice, asserts that the impact of its scale and spread approach
is limited in the absence of more fundamental change. The Care Review considers the
evidence backing its own recommendations is already ‘compelling and comprehensive’,
while the evaluations from the Department’s successor schemes are only due between
Autumn 2022 and 2027.”® The Department is having to balance the tensions between the
time taken to learn about outcomes from its longer-term evaluations and the desire in the
sector for early action.?® The Department considers that it is moving towards the point of
transitioning from scale and spread into changing mainstream approaches of social care
practice in order to influence impacts on a greater scale.*

21 Q52
22 C&AG's report, paras 9, 18, 2.2 and 3.1
23 Q56

24 EPC0003 p.2

25 EPC0001 p.1

26  Qq54,57

27 Qq 44, 53

28 Josh MacAlister, The Independent Review of Children’s Social Care Final Report, May 2022 p.46, and C&AG's
Report para 20

29 Q14

30 Qq72-73
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2 Supporting the system for improving
children’s social care

Improving data in children’s social care

11. The lack of high-quality data was one of the significant challenges and common
limitations identified in the Department for Education’s (the Department’s) independent
assessments of evaluations of Innovation Programme projects.® We share the Department’s
view that systems that give better information to everyone involved can contribute to a
culture of evidence and evaluation “so that people can see much more readily what is
working and then put things into practice.”*

12. There are particular data challenges where evaluations of small-scale innovations
make it statistically difficult to understand the impact of schemes on particular
population groups. We received evidence from the Traveller Movement, a population
disproportionately represented in children’s social care, highlighting risks that lack of
precision in monitoring impact on the distinct Traveller, Gypsy and Roma populations
masks the different experiences of these groups.®® This mirrors other localised challenges
we have seen around monitoring groups which are large in a specific area, but small
nationally. The Department agrees that there are issues around what should be done
locally monitoring specific communities and what needs to be done centrally, and accepts
the need to be alert to that challenge.**

13. 'The Department could point to examples in other work where it has used technology
to reduce the burdens of data collection, and shared data back with front line organisations
in ways that incentivise local use.’® The Independent Review of Children’s Social Care (the
Care Review) also reported on encouraging good practice, and recommended a National
Data and Technology Taskforce to support improvement in data collection, sharing and
use to inform decisions.*® The Department accepts that there is more to do to get agreement
on what is important data in children’s social care. The Department told is it is working
with the Association of Directors of Children’s Social Care in shaping its response to data
issues raised in the Review.*

Tackling barriers to innovation

14. The Innovation Programme was intended to both improve outcomes for children in
the social care system and produce savings. The Department accepts that residential care
in children’s homes can be expensive and it is often a last resort where they do not ideally
want children to be.’® The Care Review reports the cost of places in children’s homes
running as high as £5000-7000 per week.* The Care Review also sets out the improved
health, attainment, employment and sibling connection outcomes for children supported

31 C&AG's Report, para 16

32 Q34

33 EPC0005 p.2

34 Qq 40-41

35 Qqg32-34

36  The independent review of children’s social care, Final Report, p.12
37 Qq 32,35

38 Q78

39 The independent review of children’s social care, Final Report, p.121
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through kinship care compared to other residential settings.*® Our witnesses described
the ‘huge priority’ around supporting children to live in families, whether kinship care or
fostering in line with the recommendations of the Care Review.*'

15. We have seen many cases of the potential for better outcomes and potential savings
being blocked by inflexibility in the care system. These typically involve the costs of the
space required to provide kinship or foster care, or support with the changes to working
patterns that providing such care might require. The system can be complex, particularly
where multiple organisations and different local authority areas are involved.** Further,
the Care Review highlights the financial challenges faced by kinship carers, many of whom
‘live in more deprived areas and are generally poorer than foster carers. Some studies
report that financial distress is reported by 70% of kinship carers, and in one study 39% of
kinship carers reported being in debt.”*?

16. 'The Department told us it wants the care system to be more flexible, and accepts the
system is currently not very good at adapting to innovative or usual requests. The result is
that the child will often end up in care settings that cost more than the adaptation might
have done. The Department explained it wants the system to start from an understanding
of “What will help this child get the right outcome, and how can we deploy this amount
of money that we are highly likely to spend on the child anyway?” The Care Review
estimated that the average cost of the provision of public services for those who enter
care was £70,900, and above £200,000 for the annualised costs of an independent sector
residential care placement.** The Department stressed however that the funding system is
not within its individual control, and can be hard for it to influence.**

Securing the benefits of evaluation

17. Having started out in 2014-15, the delivery phases of the Innovation Programme and
its successor schemes are approaching their end. Programme funding is expected to finish
in March 2024, with the remaining evaluations reporting by 2027.*° The Department
stresses that ring-fenced funding streams for innovation and learning are not indefinite,
and that they want to see this activity shifted into mainstream funding and practice.*” The
Department is confident that enough progress has been made, with sufficient positive gains
in practice that the argument for continued investment in evidence-based policy should
be easier to make.*® Hertfordshire County Council for instance highlighted experience it
has already had supporting local authorities making invest to save bids for further work.*’

18. The phasing out of dedicated funding for evaluation comes at a time the Department
accepts is challenging for local authority budgets.”® The Department described how the
Innovation Programme has helped both the Department and the wider sector understand
that quality evaluation is expensive, but we share the Department’s view that the costs

40 Care Review p.94

41 Q78

42 Q81

43 The independent review of children’s social care, Final Report, p. 104
44 Q81-82; The independent review of children’s social care, Final Report, p. 47, The Case for Change, p.59
45 Q81

46 C&AG's Report, paras 9, 20

47 Q14

48 Q46

49 EPCO0003 p.1

50 Q51
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often represent a ‘rounding error’ when contrasted with the £9 billion local authorities
spend on children’s social care each year.”* A sense of potential savings is indicated by a
participant in the successor schemes citing early evidence of 40% reductions in children
being taken into care, with estimated cost avoidance of £117 million over 5 years.>

19. We would not want to see financial pressures making it harder for local authorities
to make the case for building evaluation and learning into their future ways of working.>®
The Local Government Association stresses the need to build on the success of the
Innovation Programme as councils deal both with financial pressures and children
requiring support for more complex needs, citing the need for the best evidence to be
used to support ongoing improvement.>* It is vital that the Department tracks the use
and impact of evidence-based policy in children’s social care to ensure the opportunities
created by the Innovation Programme are not lost.

51  Qq31,43
52 EPC0003 p.2
53 Q46

54 EPC0002 p.3
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Formal minutes

Monday 31 October 2022
Members present:

Sir Geoftrey-Clifton Brown
Olivia Blake

Dan Carden

Mr Jonathan Djanogly

Mr Mark Francois

Mr Louie French

Kate Green

Anne Marie Morris

Nick Smith

Evaluating innovation projects in children’s social care

Draft Report (Evaluating innovation projects in children’s social care), proposed by the
Chair, brought up and read.

Ordered, That the draft Report be read a second time, paragraph by paragraph.
Paragraphs 1 to 19 read and agreed to.

Summary agreed to.

Introduction agreed to.

Conclusions and recommendations agreed to.

Resolved, That the Report be the Twenty-seventh of the Committee to the House.
Ordered, That the Chair make the Report to the House.

Ordered, That embargoed copies of the Report be made available, in accordance with the
provisions of Standing Order No. 134.

Adjournment

Adjourned till Thursday 3 November at 9.30am
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Witnhesses

The following witnesses gave evidence. Transcripts can be viewed on the inquiry publications
page of the Committee’s website.

Thursday 8 September 2022

Susan Acland-Hood, Permanent Secretary, DfE; Suzanne Lunn, Director,
Children’s Social Care, DfE; Isabelle Trowler, Chief Social Worker for Children

and Families Q1-85

Published written evidence

The following written evidence was received and can be viewed on the inquiry publications
page of the Committee’s website.

EPC numbers are generated by the evidence processing system and so may not be complete.
1 Coram (EPC0001)

2 Cunningham, Matt (Policy/Press Officer, The Association of Directors of Children’s
Services Ltd) (EPC0008)

Hertfordshire County Council (EPC0003)

National Leaving Care Benchmarking Forum (NLCBF) Catch22 (EPC0007)
Pause (EPC0006)

The Local Government Association (EPC0002)

Traveller Movement (EPC0005)

What Works for Children's Social Care (EPC0004)

0 N o u b~ W


https://committees.parliament.uk/work/6882/evaluating-innovation-projects-in-childrens-social-care/publications/
https://committees.parliament.uk/work/6882/evaluating-innovation-projects-in-childrens-social-care/publications/
https://committees.parliament.uk/oralevidence/10914/default/
https://committees.parliament.uk/work/6882/default/publications/written-evidence/
https://committees.parliament.uk/work/6882/default/publications/written-evidence/
https://committees.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/110607/html/
https://committees.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/111137/html/
https://committees.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/111000/html/
https://committees.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/111075/html/
https://committees.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/111048/html/
https://committees.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/110974/html/
https://committees.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/111039/html/
https://committees.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/111024/html/

16 Evaluating innovation projects in children’s social care

List of Reports from the Committee
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All publications from the Committee are available on the publications page of the
Committee’s website.
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4th Use of evaluation and modelling in government HC 254
5th Local economic growth HC 252
6th Department of Health and Social Care 2020-21 Annual HC 253
Report and Accounts
7th Armoured Vehicles: the Ajax programme HC 259
8th Financial sustainability of the higher education sector in HC 257
England
9th Child Maintenance HC 255
10th Restoration and Renewal of Parliament HC 49
11th The rollout of the COVID-19 vaccine programme in England HC 258
12th Management of PPE contracts HC 260
13th Secure training centres and secure schools HC 30
14th Investigation into the British Steel Pension Scheme HC 251
15th The Police Uplift Programme HC 261
16th Managing cross-border travel during the COVID-19 pandemic  HC 29
17th Government’s contracts with Randox Laboratories Ltd HC 28
18th Government actions to combat waste crime HC 33
19th Regulating after EU Exit HC 32
20th Whole of Government Accounts 2019-20 HC 31
21st Transforming electronic monitoring services HC 34
22nd Tackling local air quality breaches HC 37
23rd Measuring and reporting public sector greenhouse gas HC 39
emissions
24th Redevelopment of Defra’s animal health infrastructure HC 42
25th Regulation of energy suppliers HC 41
26th The Department for Work and Pensions’ Accounts 2021-22 -  HC 44

Fraud and error in the benefits system


https://committees.parliament.uk/committee/127/public-accounts-committee/publications/
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Number Title Reference

1st Special  Sixth Annual Report of the Chair of the Committee of Public  HC50
Report Accounts

Session 2021-22

Number Title Reference
1st Low emission cars HC 186
2nd BBC strategic financial management HC 187
3rd COVID-19: Support for children’s education HC 240
4th COVID-19: Local government finance HC 239
5th COVID-19: Government Support for Charities HC 250
6th Public Sector Pensions HC 289
7th Adult Social Care Markets HC 252
8th COVID 19: Culture Recovery Fund HC 340
9th Fraud and Error HC 253
10th Overview of the English rail system HC 170
11th Local auditor reporting on local government in England HC 171
12th COVID 19: Cost Tracker Update HC 173
13th Initial lessons from the government’s response to the HC 175
COVID-19 pandemic
14th Windrush Compensation Scheme HC 174
15th DWP Employment support HC 177
16th Principles of effective regulation HC 176
17th High Speed 2: Progress at Summer 2021 HC 329
18th Government’s delivery through arm’s-length bodies HC 181
19th Protecting consumers from unsafe products HC 180
20th Optimising the defence estate HC 179
21st School Funding HC 183
22nd Improving the performance of major defence equipment HC 185
contracts
23rd Test and Trace update HC 182
24th Crossrail: A progress update HC 184
25th The Department for Work and Pensions’ Accounts 2020-21 -  HC 633
Fraud and error in the benefits system
26th Lessons from Greensill Capital: accreditation to business HC 169
support schemes
27th Green Homes Grant Voucher Scheme HC 635

28th Efficiency in government HC 636
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Number
29th
30th
31st
32nd
33rd
34th
35th

36th
37th
38th
39th
40th
41st

42nd
43rd
44th
45th
46th

47th
48th
49th
50th
51st

52nd

1st Special
Report

Title

The National Law Enforcement Data Programme

Challenges in implementing digital change

Environmental Land Management Scheme

Delivering gigabitcapable broadband

Underpayments of the State Pension

Local Government Finance System: Overview and Challenges

The pharmacy early payment and salary advance schemes in
the NHS

EU Exit: UK Border post transition

HMRC Performance in 2020-21

COVID-19 cost tracker update

DWP Employment Support: Kickstart Scheme
Excess votes 2020-21: Serious Fraud Office
Achieving Net Zero: Follow up

Financial sustainability of schools in England
Reducing the backlog in criminal courts

NHS backlogs and waiting times in England
Progress with trade negotiations

Government preparedness for the COVID-19 pandemic:
lessons for government on risk

Academies Sector Annual Report and Accounts 2019/20
HMRC's management of tax debt

Regulation of private renting

Bounce Back Loans Scheme: Follow-up

Improving outcomes for women in the criminal justice
system

Ministry of Defence Equipment Plan 2021-31

Fifth Annual Report of the Chair of the Committee of Public
Accounts

Session 2019-21

Number

1st

2nd
3rd
4th

Title

Support for children with special educational needs and
disabilities

Defence Nuclear Infrastructure

High Speed 2: Spring 2020 Update

EU Exit: Get ready for Brexit Campaign

Reference
HC 638
HC 637
HC 639
HC 743
HC 654
HC 646
HC 745

HC 746
HC 641
HC 640
HC 655
HC 1099
HC 642
HC 650
HC 643
HC 747
HC 993
HC 952

HC 994
HC 953
HC 996
HC 951
HC 997

HC 1164
HC 222

Reference

HC 85

HC 86
HC 84
HC 131
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Number Title Reference
5th University technical colleges HC 87
6th Excess votes 2018-19 HC 243
7th Gambling regulation: problem gambling and protecting HC 134
vulnerable people
8th NHS capital expenditure and financial management HC 344
9th Water supply and demand management HC 378
10th Defence capability and the Equipment Plan HC 247
11th Local authority investment in commercial property HC 312
12th Management of tax reliefs HC 379
13th Whole of Government Response to COVID-19 HC 404
14th Readying the NHS and social care for the COVID-19 peak HC 405
15th Improving the prison estate HC 244
16th Progress in remediating dangerous cladding HC 406
17th Immigration enforcement HC 407
18th NHS nursing workforce HC 408
19th Restoration and renewal of the Palace of Westminster HC 549
20th Tackling the tax gap HC 650
21st Government support for UK exporters HC 679
22nd Digital transformation in the NHS HC 680
23rd Delivering carrier strike HC 684
24th Selecting towns for the Towns Fund HC 651
25th Asylum accommodation and support transformation HC 683
programme
26th Department of Work and Pensions Accounts 2019-20 HC 681
27th Covid-19: Supply of ventilators HC 685
28th The Nuclear Decommissioning Authority’s management of HC 653
the Magnox contract
29th Whitehall preparations for EU Exit HC 682
30th The production and distribution of cash HC 654
31st Starter Homes HC 88
32nd Specialist Skills in the civil service HC 686
33rd Covid-19: Bounce Back Loan Scheme HC 687
34th Covid-19: Support for jobs HC 920
35th Improving Broadband HC 688
36th HMRC performance 2019-20 HC 690
37th Whole of Government Accounts 2018-19 HC 655

38th Managing colleges’ financial sustainability HC 692
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Number
39th
40th
41st
42nd

43rd
44th
45th
46th
47th
48th
49th
50th
51st

52nd
53rd
54th
55th
56th

Title

Lessons from major projects and programmes
Achieving government'’s long-term environmental goals
COVID 19: the free school meals voucher scheme

COVID-19: Government procurement and supply of Personal
Protective Equipment

COVID-19: Planning for a vaccine Part 1

Excess Votes 2019-20

Managing flood risk

Achieving Net Zero

COVID-19: Test, track and trace (part 1)

Digital Services at the Border

COVID-19: housing people sleeping rough

Defence Equipment Plan 2020-2030

Managing the expiry of PFl contracts

Key challenges facing the Ministry of Justice

Covid 19: supporting the vulnerable during lockdown
Improving single living accommodation for service personnel
Environmental tax measures

Industrial Strategy Challenge Fund

Reference
HC 694
HC 927
HC 689
HC 928

HC 930
HC 1205
HC 931
HC 935
HC 932
HC 936
HC 934
HC 693
HC 1114
HC 1190
HC 938
HC 940
HC 937
HC 941
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