Banks Road Infant & Nursery School

MA wa Summary of the Impact of Pupil Premium
September 2013 - Present

Since September 2015 we have created case studies for all children eligible for Pupil Premium funding. To find further details of individual children’s needs,
how their funding will be used and the impact of this, please see their case studies. The Pupil Premium Strategy also holds further details of planned
expenditure and intended outcomes for these children.

Since September 2016 the learning of Pupil Premium children has been monitored more frequently (half termly) to ensure appropriate
support/interventions/acceleration can be implemented as soon as possible to have greater impact on the progress of these children. Each term a Pupil
Premium Monitoring Report analyses the progress of children in receipt of Pupil Premium funding and the effectiveness of spending. However, within this
document data will be presented at two points throughout the year to provide a summary.

Analysing progress

Expected (on track to meet ELG) FS1 on entry -

Expected (on track to meet ELG) FS2 on entry — 40-60B

Expected at end of FS2 — ELG

If hit ELG at end of FS good progress will mean they achieve national standard at the end of Y2

Shaded boxes highlight terms in which children received PP funding
Free School Meals (FSM)
Service Children

Sept 2016 — July 2020 Cohort

There are currently no children eligible for Early Years PP in FS1.



Sept 2015 — July 2019 Cohort

End of year analysis (July 16):

- made steady progress throughout FS1 in reading and number. He made good progress in writing. - was assessed to be working above the
expected level in reading and number and below the expected standard in writing.
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I /= assessed to be working at the expected standard in writing and above the expected standard in reading and number at the beginning of FS2.

I =ntered FS2 at the expected level in reading and writing and below the expected standard in number.

I =ntered FS2 at the expected level in reading and number and below in writing.

I =ntered FS2 significantly below the expected standard across reading, writing and number.




Sept 2014 — July 2018 Cohort

Year 1 Year 2
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End of year analysis (July 16):

I - tcred FS2 below expectations in reading and writing. He made 2 bands of progress in these areas. ] entered FS2 at the expected standard
and he made good progress to just achieve the Early Learning Goal in number.

I cntered FS2 at the expected standard in reading and number. He made accelerated progress (4 bands) to achieve the Early Learning Goal. [}
entered FS2 below the expected standard in writing and made good progress to achieve just below the Early Learning Goal by the end of the academic year.

I attained below the Early Learning Goal in reading and writing at the end of FS2 and just achieved the goal in number.



Sept 2013 — July 2017 Cohort

End of year analysis (July 16):

Year 2
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I cntered FS2 significantly below the expected standard but was able to close this gap in reading and number to just achieve the Early Learning Goal.
He also made accelerated progress in writing and moved across 4 bands. LC made steady progress throughout Year 1 to be working just below the national

standard in reading and maths and below the national standard in writing.




Il cntered FS2 below the expected standard in reading and number, he made accelerated progress within FS2 to close the gap and just achieve the
Early Learning Goal. ] entered FS2 at the expected standard in writing and made good progress to just achieve the Early Learning Goal. In Year 1 [ made
limited progress across reading, writing and maths despite significant intervention.

I achieved the Early Learning Goal by the end of FS2 and would therefore be expected to meet national standards by the end of Year 2.

I chtered FS2 at the expected standard in reading and number and below the expected band in writing. He made accelerated progress across FS2 to
exceed the Early Learning Goal in all of these areas. [} continued to make good progress throughout Year 1 to achieve just above the national standard by
the end of the academic year.

I ade accelerated progress in reading, writing and number in FS2. She entered below the expected standard in reading and number and was able to
achieve the goal and while she entered at the expected standard in writing she made 4 bands of progress to achieve the goal. Throughout Year 1 [ made
steady progress to be just below national standard by the end of the academic year.

I ade accelerated progress across FS2. He entered below the expected standard and exceeded the goal in reading and achieved the Early Learning
Goal in writing and number. | went on to make steady progress in Year 1 in reading and writing to achieve the national standard, while he made good
progress in maths to achieve just above the national standard.

I ade accelerated progress across reading, writing and number; she entered at the expected standard and exceeded the Early Learning Goal in all of
these areas. Throughout Year 1 ] made steady progress in writing and maths to achieve the national standard and made good progress in reading to be
working above the national standard.

Closing the gaps analysis using RaiseOnline:

At the end of Year 1 all children eligible for FSM achieved the Phonics Screen.



Sept 2012 — July 2016 Cohort

FS1 FS2 Year 1 Year 2
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Analysis of children’s progress:

Bl At the end of FS2 ] was assessed as working below the Early Learning Goal in reading, writing and number. She made good progress in maths to
attain just below national expectations by the end of Year 2. ] made accelerated progress in reading and writing to achieve national standards by the end of
Key Stage 1.

Il At the end of FS2 ] was working below the Early Learning Goal in reading, writing and number. She made good progress throughout Key Stage 1
achieving just below national expectations in reading and writing and below national expectations in maths.

Il At the end of FS2 ] attained the Early Learning Goal in reading, writing and number. She went on to make good progress in maths achieving the
national standard and accelerated progress in reading, just above national expectations and writing, working at greater depth.

Closing the gaps analysis using RaiseOnline:
In Year 1 100% of FSM pupils achieved the Phonics Screen standard compared to 66% nationally.

The percentage of pupils eligible for FSM has decreased since the previous year and is significantly below the national average (3.9% at Banks Road
compared to 26% nationally).

There were only 2 children eligible for FSM in the cohort. In Reading 1 child achieved the expected standard by the end of Year 2, while the other was working
towards. However, both did not meet the ELG at the end of FS2, therefore, one child made expected progress while the other made accelerated progress



against a challenging new curriculum. In Writing 1 child achieved the expected standard by the end of Year 2, while the other was working towards. However,
both did not meet the ELG at the end of FS2, therefore, one child made expected progress while the other made accelerated progress against a challenging

new curriculum. In Maths, neither of the children eligible for FSM achieved the National Standard, although one was close. However, neither achieved the
ELG at the end of FS2 and as such still made good progress against the new curriculum standards.

Sept 2011 — July 2015 Cohort




End of FS2 data Year 1 Year 2
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Analysis of children’s progress:

Il At the end of FS2 [} just achieved a good level of development with a score of 34. By the end of Key Stage 1 he achieved above national average in
reading and writing and significantly above national average scores in maths. ] made accelerated progress across curriculum areas between the end of FS2
and Key Stage 1.

B At the end of FS2 ] was scoring significantly below a good level of development with a score of 17. With appropriate support and intervention throughout
Key Stage 1 ] made exceptional progress to achieve above national average point scores in reading and maths and just above a national average score in
writing.

Il At the end of FS2 ] scored significantly below a good level of development with a score of 17. She made accelerated progress throughout Key Stage 1
to achieve national average point scores in reading and writing and an above average point score in maths.

I =d of FS2 attainment was significantly below a good level of development with a score of 17. Throughout Key Stage 1 JJ§ made accelerated
progress to achieve a national average point score in reading and writing and an above average score in maths.

Il At the end of FS2 ] attained a score just below a good level of development. He then made accelerated progress throughout Key Stage 1 to achieve an
above average point score in reading and maths and a point score slightly above national average in writing.

Closing the gaps analysis using RaiseOnline:



At the end of Year 1 40% of pupils eligible for FSM achieved the Phonics Screen standard, compared with 63% nationally, however, there were a very small
number of FSM pupils (5 children) and all achieved by the end of Year 2.

The percentage of pupils eligible for Free School Meals has decreased since the previous year, but still remains significantly below the national average (6%
at Banks Road compared to 26% nationally).

The overall APS gap for disadvantaged pupils compared to other pupils is -2.0 compared to a national gap of -1.8. In Reading the gap was -2.3 APS
compared to -1.9 nationally. In Writing the gap was -2.7 APS compared to -1.8 APS nationally. In Maths the gap was -1.1 APS compared to -1.6 nationally.

In National Curriculum subjects the gap between disadvantaged pupils and other pupils is higher than 2014-15; however, the average point score for these
pupils is higher than the national average across the core subjects. In Reading APS is 16.2 compared to 15.2 nationally. In Writing APS is 15.4 compared to
14.0 nationally. In Maths APS is 17.8 compared to 15.2 nationally.



