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Sample School Executive Summary

This Executive Summary provides a concise overview of the school’s performance in the Leaving
Certificate. It is designed to give school leaders a clear, high-level, simple snapshot of the
school’s overall results by bringing together a small number of key indicators and comparis-
ons with national outcomes.

For a comprehensive review, including subject-by-subject analysis and individual grade dist-
ributions, refer to the accompanying Full Bronze Report.

Headline Metrics
Some headline metrics are presented below, related specifically to Sample School.

® 227 students sat the Leaving Certificate in Sample School in 2026.
* Students completed 5221 examinations across 23 subjects.
* 76.7% of examination entries were taken at Higher Level.

* The highest CAO points score achieved was 625, with a median score of 425 and an
average score of 413.

Overall Average Score

The average CAO points score is calculated by averaging the CAO points achieved across all
examination entries taken by students in the school. Separate averages are also calculated
for Higher and Ordinary Level examinations.

The national comparison uses only the same subjects and levels taken by students in the
school, with greater weight given to subjects where more students were entered. This provides
a fair, like-for-like comparison of overall performance.

Overall, the school’s average CAO points per examination entry is 5.5 points higher than the
comparable national average. The school performs above the national average at both Higher
and Ordinary Level.

Average CAO Points

Measure School X National Difference
Overall 68.7 632  +5.5 (+8.7%)
Higher Level 786 734 452 (+7.1%)
Ordinary Level 33.0 28.1 +4.9 (+17.4%)



Subject Categories

Subjects have been grouped into broad curriculum categories to facilitate comparison of aver-
age CAO points across related subject areas. Only categories and subjects in which the school
had examination entries are included in the analysis below.

Subjects have been grouped into broad curriculum categories to facilitate comparison. The
categories represented in this report are: Core Subjects (Irish, English and Mathematics);
Languages (French, German and Spanish); Science (Physics, Chemistry and Biology); Busin-
ess (Accounting, Business and Economics); Practical (Engineering, Construction, Home Ec,
Computer Sci, PE and DCQG); Humanities (History and Geography).

Core Subjects

Level Entries R Difference Subjects Included
Average Average
HL 391 82.6 79.7 +2.9 Irish, English, Mathematics

oL 232 33.7 28.5 _ Irish, English, Mathematics

Languages
Level Entries R Difference Subjects Included
Average Average
HL 143 74.3 71.4 +2.9 French, German, Spanish

oL 32 36.1 28.1 _ French, German, Spanish

Science

. School  National . .
Level Entries Difference Subjects Included
Average Average

HL 232 74.8 68.6 _ Physics, Chemistry, Biology
oL 22 32.0 27.2 +4.8 Physics, Chemistry, Biology

Business

Level Entries R Difference Subjects Included
Average Average

HL 90 75.2 69.8 _ Accounting, Business, Economics
oL 7 24.7 28.6 -3.8 Accounting, Economics

Practical

. School  National . .
Level Entries Difference Subjects Included
Average Average

HL 172 82.2 73.7 _ Engineering, Construction, Home Ec, Computer Sci, PE, DCG

oL 13 31.0 28.6 +2.4 Engineering, Construction, Home Ec, Computer Sci, PE, DCG
Humanities
Level Entries R Difference  Subjects Included
Average Average
HL 104 74.3 71.3 +3.0 History, Geography

oo 14 231 200 [JESEI History, Geography



Distribution of CAO Points

The four figures below provide complementary views of students’ CAO points outcomes. The
first 2 show the distribution of students across CAO points bands, presented as both a summary
table and a graphical comparison with national outcomes. The third and fourth figure show
the cumulative percentage of students achieving at least each CAO points threshold, again
presented as both a table and a graphical comparison with the national distribution.

Distribution of

CAO points 2026 Distribution of CAO points
. School X School X National @ School X
Points # Students % % § _ @ National

600-625 12 5% 4%
550-599 27 12 % 8 %

500-549 32 14 % 11 %

450-499 36 16 % 15 % i

400-449 24 11% 14 % S

350-399 35 15% 13 %

300-349 14 6 % 12 %

250-299 16 7% 9%

200-249 8 4% 6 %

150-199 11 5% 4%

100-149 7 3% 2% 4
0-99 5 2% 3%

The cumulative distribution provides the clearest overall comparison with national outcomes.
Rather than comparing students within individual CAO points bands, it shows the percentage
of students achieving at least each CAO points threshold. Cumulatively, the school exceeded
the national proportion of students achieving 600 CAO points or more, with this pattern con-
tinuing down to O.
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Subject-Level Summary

The below table presents the average CAO points achieved in each subject at Higher Level (HL)
and Ordinary Level (OL), together with the corresponding national averages and the difference
between the school and national figures. The number of student entries at each level is also
shown to provide context for interpreting the averages.

Particular care should be taken when interpreting results based on small student counts.
Where only a small number of students entered a subject at a particular level, the average
may be strongly influenced by the performance of just a few individuals and should therefore
be given less weight than results based on larger cohorts.

In both figures, green shading indicates that the school’s result is above the national com-
parison, while red shading indicates that it is below. Light shading represents a difference of
more than 5%, and dark shading represents a difference of more than 10%.

Subject Level Summary: Average CAO Points per Subject and Level

2 (8%)

3 (10%)

AT HL HL HL_ .HL oL oL OL. _
# Students Avg School Avg National Avg Difference  # Students Avg School Avg National Avg Difference
Mathematics 115 96 95 1 (1%) 105 33 30
English 196 75 71 4 (6%) 30 31 30
Irish 80 83 74 [PNE@2%) 105 33 25
Biology 157 73 68 5 (7%) 17 23 28
Spanish 89 78 71 7 (10%) 13 39 29
Geography 64 74 70 4 (6%) 4 15 31
Chemistry 45 71 68 3 (4%) 10 22 25
History 41 73 72 1 (1%) 12 22 27
Home Economics 48 80 73 7 (10%) 1 20 31
Physical Education 47 77 76 1 (1%) 2 28 28
French 30 71 72 -1 (-1%) 13 37 27
Economics 32 73 73 0 (0%) 4 22 31
Physics 32 83 70 2 46 28
DCG 30 88 75 4 28 31
German 25 64 71 6 27 29
Construction Studies 24 83 73 1 37 24
Accounting 16 76 70 6 (9%) 3 28 26
Engineering 14 90 75 2 37 27
Computer Science 10 79 71 3 34 31
Applied Mathematics 10 84 79 5 (6%)
Business 43 75 66 _

N



Percentage doing Higher Level

This table compares the percentage of students in the school taking each subject at Higher
Level with the corresponding national percentage. The final column shows the difference
between the school and national participation rates, highlighting subjects where Higher Level
uptake is higher or lower than the national pattern.

Percentage Higher Level 2026

School X National Iejscr::l)::ig(nal

Mathematics 51 % 39 % _

English 87 % 77 % 10 %
Irish 42 % 48 %

Biology 90 % 85 % 5 %
Spanish 87 % 80 % 7%
Geography 94 % 84 % 10 %
Chemistry 82 % 86 % -4 %
History 77 % 79 % -2 %

Home Economics 98 % 82 % _
Physical Education 96 % 93 % 3%

French 70 % 78 % _

Business 100 % 85 % _
Economics 89 % 90 % -1%
Physics 94 % 85 % 9%
DCG 88 % 86 % 2%
German 81 % 81 % 0%
Construction Studies 96 % 92 % 4%
Accounting 84 % 74 % 10 %
Engineering 88 % 90 % -2 %

Computer Science 77 % 88 %

Applied Mathematics 100 % 98 %



Contribution to CAO Points

The table below shows the percentage of examination results in each subject that contributed
to students’ CAO points, ranked from the highest to the lowest proportion.

Subjects with a higher percentage more frequently formed part of students’ best six CAO
results and therefore had a greater influence on overall CAO outcomes. This measure provides
an indication of the relative importance of each subject in students’ overall examination per-
formance.

% of results contributing to CAO points
highest % to lowest

# students  # students

% using ) .
S u5|.ng d0|.ng
subject subject

Home Economics 100 % 49 49
Economics 100 % 36 36

DCG 100 % 34 34

Construction Studies 100 % 25 25
Engineering 100 % 16 16
Computer Science 100 % 13 13
Applied Mathematics 100 % 10 10
Politics 100 % 1 1

Physical Education 98 % 48 49
Business 98 % 42 43
Geography 97 % 66 68
Physics 97 % 33 34

Biology 97 % 168 174

History 96 % 51 53

Spanish 95 % 97 102

English 95 % 214 226

French 93 % 40 43

German 90 % 28 31
Accounting 89 % 17 19
Mathematics 83 % 189 227
Chemistry 73 % 40 55

Irish 72 % 136 190

Arabic 0% 0 1



