Kei Sta.ie | and 2 Puii.l Premium Reiort Summer 2019

Comparing CE data for the last 2 years

Steps difference: pupil premium Reading Whriting Maths

vV non pu.pll premium

2017-18 Pupil premium +0.65 -0.76 -0.66
Free school +1.12 -1l -0.78
meals
Adopted after +0.23 OL5 065
care
Looked after -2.18 -1.93 -1.37
children
Service +0.04 +0.04 -0.18
children

2018-19 Pupil premium l . .
Free school
meals
Adopted. a fter - - -
care
Looked after -8.76 b b2 927
children
Service -0.27 0.2 «026 |
children

Koy Finds

For all PP groups there is a very minimal progress gap compared to non PP groups (bar LAC

— see comment below).

® The progress gap Tor pupil premium children, FSM children and AAC children has
been dlosed slightly in writing and maths compared to last year's data. It has
increased. in reading slightly.

® The progress gap Yor service children has been closed slightly in maths and increased
ever so slightly in reading and writing.

® LAC data cannot be compared easily due to 2 of the 5 children showing large
negative progress due to pivat scores.

® SC had a positive progress gap for maths and AAC had a positive progress gap for

writing — showing that their progress gap was better than children who are not SC
and children who are not AAC.



Key Stage | and 2

PUPIL PREMIUM OVERALL

Pupil Premium Report

Summer 2019

51 children in KSI&?2

Reading progress

Weriting progress

Maths progress

average average average
Pupil premium 7.22 7.56 7.96
Non pupil premium 8.37 797 85
Progress difference -1.15 Ol 054
*2 children are FSM and AAC
FSM
3l children in KSI&2 | Reading progress Writing progress Maths progress
average average average
Free school meals 7.3 7.93 8.15
Non free school 8.33 7.9 847
meals
Progress difference -1.03 00l -0.32
+Z children are also AAC
AAC
7/ children in KSI&2 | Reading progress Weriting progress Maths progress
average average average
Adopted after care 743 8 8.29
Non AAC 8.27 7.93 845
Progress difference 0.8 +0.07 0.6
+Z children are also FSM
LAC
5 children in KSI&2 | Reading progress Weriting progress Maths progress
average average average
Looked after OL2 356 0.7%
children
Non LAC 8.3 7.98 853
Progress difference -8./6 b 42 927

[ AC has 2 children who are pivots and have moved from Fn to Y| and Y2 levels to pivots,

so these show a big negative step which makes this data incomparable with the other

groupmgs.
SC
0 children in KSI&2 | Reading progress Writing progress Maths progress
average average average
Service children 8 7.7 87
Non service children 8.27 /.94 8 L
Progress difference -0.27 0.2+ +0.26




Key Stage |

Key stage 2 (Year 6)

lechildren are pupil premium from the Y6 cohort (15./% of cohort)

and 2

Pupil Premium Report

9 pupils FSM (CE, CDi, THi, HT, EC W, CIL, EW, M)

| ever6 pupil (HC)

Summer 2019

3 pupils AAC (MW, THo, RAA)) | pupil LAC (CDa) O pupils SC

KS2 Y6 pupils Reading progress Whriting progress Maths progress
average average average

PUPIL PREMIUM 10.73 .39 12.22

NON PUPIL 10.03 9.26 9.55

PREMIUM

Progress difference -

Above based on I+ children (FSM, LAC, AAC and SC - not Everd)

® Our data from Eazmag shows that our YO PP children made more progress than Y0

non PP children.

® However — this data is slightly skewed by EW and HT who have had movements off

pivots from Y5 and therefore show large progress points made and CE shows minimal

progress due to not attending teaching sessions in school.
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AAC

Key Stage | and 2 Pupil Premium Report

Summer 2019

readi writing

maths

MW

THo

RAA

Both AAC children reached expected standards.

LAC
reading writin maths
e Wi Epuctd Wi
® 3 of the YO PP children met expected standards in all 3 areas for the end of KS2.
® | of the YO PP children achieved greater depth in all 3 areas for the end of KS2.
® L of the YO PP chidlren did not achieve expected standards in all 3 areas.
® 3 of the YO PP children met expected standards in one area but not the other two.
°

3 of the YO PP children met expected standards in two areas but not the third.



Key Stage | and 2 Pupil Premium Report ~ Summer 2019
Key stage | (Year 2)

12 children are pupil premium from Y2 (I3% of cohort)
6 pupils FSM (TW, JB, EH, FWil, MS, FWin) 3 pupils FSM ever6 (DB, HE, RT)

! pupil AAC (LC) ! pupil LAC (EB) ! pupil SC (LJ)

KSI Y2 pupils Reading progress Whriting progress Maths progress
average average average

PUPIL PREMIUM 8.65 8.59 845

NON PUPIL 8.88 8.07 8.7l

PREMIUM

Progress difference -0.23 +052 -0.29

xBased on 9 children (hot FSMever6)

® Our data from Eazmag shows that our Y2 PP children made more progress than Y2
non PP children in writing and a very minimal gap in reading and maths.
® However — this data is slightly skewed by JB who is on pivats and therefore showing

minimal po'mts progress in comparlson to others.

FSM ever 6
reading maths
DB
HE
RT
FSM pupils
readi writin maths
W Epud Wi
JB Pivots Pivots Pivots
EH
FWil
MS
FWin
AAC
readi writin maths
c b bl
LAC

readi writin maths
= B e O




Key Stage | and 2 Pupil Premium Report ~ Summer 2019
SC
reading writing maths
LJ Expected Expected Expected

® 5 of the Y2 PP children met expected standards in all 3 areas for the end of KSI.
® | of the Y2 PP children achieved greater depth in all 3 areas for the end of KSI.
® 2 of the Y2 PP children achieved greater depth in 2 areas and expected in | area.
® | of the Y2 PP chidlren did not achieve expected standards in all 3 areas.
® 2 of the Y2 PP children met expected standards in one area but not the other two.
°

| of the Y2 PP children met expected standards in two areas but not the third.




