
 

Document Control 

Date Version  Comments 

11/01/2019 1.0 Final draft awaiting approval from FGB 

1 

 

 

 

PUPIL PREMIUM IMPACT REPORT  

2017/18 SPEND 

 

 
Title: Pupil Premium Impact Report 2017/18 Spend 

 
Policy Code: SN8 
Source: SPWT 
Document Owner: J. Lawlor 
Review & Update By: J. Lawlor 
Advisory Committee: Quality of Education 
Approval Committee: Full Governing Body 
Date Approved: 13/02/19 (tbc) 
Date of Publication: 13/02/19 (final tbc) 
Date of Next Review: November 2019 
Required on Website: Yes 

 



 

Document Control 

Date Version  Comments 

11/01/2019 1.0 Final draft awaiting approval from FGB 

2 

 

 

Contents 
Report on Pupil Premium strategy 2017/18 …………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………. page 3 

 Executive summary …………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………. page 3 

 Budget breakdown 2017/18 ……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………. page 3 

Pupil Premium Cohort Analysis 2017/18 …………………………………………………………………………………………………………………. page 3 

Evaluation of criteria set out in 2017/18 document against school data 2017/18 …………………………………………………… page 4 

Impact of specific spending from 2017/18 strategy …………………………………………………………………………………..………….… page 5 

Overall Summary ……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………. page 17  

 

  



 

Document Control 

Date Version  Comments 

11/01/2019 1.0 Final draft awaiting approval from FGB 

3 

Report on Pupil Premium strategy 2017-18 

Executive summary 

The purpose of this report is to identify impacts of the PP spend 2017/18 and assess the effects it has had on the key areas set out in the strategy 2017/18. The 

DFE provides the following guidelines: 

“For the previous academic year, we recommend you publish: 

• How you spent your pupil premium funding 

• The effect that the pupil premium had on pupils” DFE 2018 

 

Table 1: Budget breakdown 2017/18 

Academic Year  2017/2018  Total PP Budget  £629,255  

Total PP Spent  £646,694.58  

Number on Roll  1190  No of pupils eligible for 
PP  

669  Date of Internal 
Reviews  

April 2018  
July 2018  

 

Table 2: Pupil Premium Cohort Analysis 2017/18 

Year 
Group 

PP Boys 
Girls  

High Prior Attainers 
Looked After 

Children 
Non-SEN SEN 

Cohort % Cohort % Cohort % Cohort % Cohort % Cohort % Cohort % 

7 131 53.9 65 49 66 51 38 29.0 0 0.0 103 78.6 28 21.3 

8 121 50.4 75 62 46 38 44 36.4 1 0.8 86 71.1 35 28.9 
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9 132 54.8 72 55 60 45 59 44.7 1 0.8 104 78.8 28 21.2 

10 144 61.3 72 50 72 50 69 47.9 2 1.4 106 73.6 38 26.4 

11 145 60.4 81 56 64 44 68 46.9 0 0.0 88 60.7 57 39.3 

 

Evaluation of criteria set out in 2017/18 document against school data 2017/18 

In order to assess whether the school’s strategy on pupil premium is effective, the criteria below were set out in the 2017/18 strategy. Next to each criteria are 

some examples of impact:  

 

1) Increased rates of progress to be made in all subject areas, with gaps in attainment between PPG and non PPG students being narrowed. 

 

 The gap between PP and non-PP KS4 year 11 outcomes progress narrowed compared to 2016/17 from 0.3 to 0.21. 

 English year 11 outcomes continued to buck the national trend with PP students out performing non-PP students by 0.01 in English Language and 

0.09 in English literature. 

 Maths year 11 outcomes saw a positive shift with the gap narrowing compared to 2016/17. A shift from a differential of 0.34 to 0.22.   

 

2) Improved rates of attendance for PPG students and narrowed gaps in attendance by year group between PPG and non PPG students. 

 Overall attendance gap between PP and non-PP has narrowed compared to 2016/17 from 0.93% to 0.81% in 2017/18. 

 The national attendance data for 2017-2018 is not yet available. As such, the comparison is with the national attendance data for 2016-2017. The 

trend for national attendance has been fairly stable and so should provide a good estimate for comparison. Our attendance figures are significantly 

better than the national figures for all of our key groups. Our Persistent Absentee rate is at 4.56% compared to 10.8% nationally. 

 PP national attendance was 91.2% whereas our PP attendance was at 96.35% for 2017/18 significantly higher. 

 Despite having a larger number of PP on roll than 2016/17, the attendance for PP stayed the same in 2017/18 at 96.35%. Subsequently this meant 

that the gap between PP and Non-PP was lowered compared to 2016/17 from 0.93% differential to 0.81% differential in 2017/18. 
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3) Reduction in the number of students at risk of leaving school without any further education, employment or training opportunities, also known as 

becoming ‘NEET’.   

 To be updated with the January census 

 

4) Reduction in the number of Fixed Term and Permanent exclusions across all year groups and narrowed gaps in exclusions between PPG and non PPG 

students. 

 Fixed term exclusions remain below the national average.  

 No PEX took place 2017/18 which is well below the national average. 

 

Impact of specific spending from 2017/18 strategy 

Quality Teaching For All  

Action: Establish a team of Student Achievement Coordinators (SACs) who monitor the progress and attendance of students in each year group, identifying students 
for small group based interventions.  
 
Rationale: By deploying a team of Student Achievement Co-ordinators, students will receive focused support and intervention. SACs will be trained in restorative 
practice, cognitive behavioural therapy, literacy and numeracy interventions.  
 
Sutton Trust – Education Endowment Fund (EEF) Toolkit 2015  

 “Social and Emotional Learning (SEL) interventions have an identifiable and significant impact on attitudes to learning, social relationships in school, and 
attainment itself, on average around 3 to 4 months’ additional progress” 

 “evidence suggests that behavioural interventions can produce large improvements in academic performance along with a decrease in problematic 
behaviours” (+4 months)  

 
Description of Intervention: One Student Achievement Coordinator in each year group to work closely with the Year Team Leader to ensure that students are 
monitored effectively and that interventions are put in place for key students.  
 
Costs Incurred/Forecast: £211,626.61 (collective salaries for all 5 Student Achievement Coordinators).  
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Success Criteria 
- Increased attainment for PPG students in English and Maths across the year 
- Increased attendance for PPG students in each Year Group, with gaps between PPG students and non-PPG students narrowing throughout the year. 
 

Dates 
 
September 2017 – July 2018  

Lead Responsibility 
 
Directors of Learning for Key Stage 3 
and Key Stage 4  
Farihah Chantler, Marc Cologne  
 

Monitoring and Evaluation  
 
Termly Student Progress Review 
(SPR)  for each Year Group  
Termly exclusions data  
Half termly attendance analysis  

Number of Students Involved  
 
PPG cohorts in each year group  
 

Evidence of impact: 

 The gap between PP and non-PP KS4 year 11 progress outcomes narrowed compared to 2016/17 from 0.3 to 0.21 differential.  

 English year 11 outcomes continued to buck the national trend with PP students out performing non-PP students by 0.01 progress in English Language 
and 0.09 progress in English literature. 

 Maths year 11 outcomes saw a positive shift with the gap narrowing compared to 2016/17. A shift from a differential of 0.34 to 0.22.   

 Overall attendance gap between PP and non-PP has narrowed compared to 2016/17 from 0.93% to 0.81% in 2017/18. 

 The national figures for 2017/18 are not available yet, however for 2016/17 PP national attendance was 91.2% whereas our PP attendance was at 96.35% 
for 2017/18. 

 

Quality Teaching For All  

Action: Train and develop a team of middle leaders from across the school through the Ambition School Leadership ‘Teaching Leaders Secondary Programme’, whose 
remit will be to lead whole school projects to directly address the gaps in attainment between disadvantaged and non-disadvantaged students.  
 
Rationale: The training offered through the Teaching Leaders programme specifically engages middle leaders in a range of strategies that are designed to ensure the 
best outcomes for all students. Through this training and through the compulsory ‘school impact projects’, there will be a marked focus on improving attainment 
across the school via the middle leadership of the school.  
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Description of Intervention: The Teaching Leaders programme is a two-year leadership development programme for middle leaders looking to improve pupil 
outcomes and maximise their impact as a leader. The middle leaders that are involved in the programme for this year are a combination of subject and pastoral 
leaders from across the school to ensure that educational disadvantage is addressed from multiple areas of the school.  

 
Costs Incurred/Forecast: £8000 
 

Success Criteria 
- Increased attainment for PPG students in English and Maths  
- Increased attendance for PPG students in each Year Group 
 

Dates 
 
September 2017 – July 2018  

Lead Responsibility 
 
Director of Learning for the School of 
Education  
 
Mia Lloyd  

Monitoring and Evaluation  
 
SPR for each Year Group  
School impact project reviews for 
each middle leader 
Lesson observations  
Monitoring and evaluation of the 
quality of feedback in students’ 
exercise books.  

Number of Students Involved  
 
PPG cohorts in each year group  
 

Evidence of Impact 

 RE GSCE saw PP students at year 10 attainment in 4+,5+ and 7+ rise significantly compared to the 2016/17 cohort. All of these attainment areas saw a 
reduction in the gap between PP outcomes and non-PP outcomes. 

 The year 10 cohort 2017/18 saw improved progress scores compared to the previous cohort 2016/17. Data indicated a progress score of 0.52, a big 
increase from the previous cohort which was at -0.08 at the same time of year. 

 Overall attendance gap between PP and non-PP has narrowed compared to 2016/17 from 0.93% to 0.81% in 2017/18. 

 The national figures for 2017/18 are not available yet, however for 2016/17 PP national attendance was 91.2% whereas our PP attendance was at 96.35% 
for 2017/18. 
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Quality Teaching For All  

Action: To establish a programme of intervention and curriculum development to address gaps in attainment in English and Maths for students eligible for pupil 
premium. 
 
Rationale: Sutton Trust – EFF Toolkit, 2015  

 “Mastery learning breaks subject matter and learning content into units with clearly specified objectives which are pursued until they are achieved. Learners 
work through each block of content in a series of sequential steps” 

 “The gains from smaller class sizes are likely to come from the increased flexibility for organising learners and the quality of feedback pupils receive” (+3 months)  

 “Greater feedback from the teacher, more sustained engagement in smaller groups, or work which is more closely matched to learners’ needs explains the 
impact…that smaller tuition is effective” (+4 months)  

 
Description of Intervention: By employing an additional member of staff for the English and Maths teams, they will have the designated responsibility to develop the 
provision in Key Stage 3 English and ensure that gaps in attainment are narrowed.  
 
Costs Incurred/Forecast: £140,000 
 

Success Criteria 
- Increased attainment for PPG students in English and Maths  
- Increased attendance for PPG students in each Year Group  
 

Dates 
 
September 2017 – July 2018  

Lead Responsibility 
 
Fatima Johura – Head of English  
Humayun Mirza – Head of Maths  
Farihah Chantler – Director of 
Learning for Key Stage 3  

Monitoring and Evaluation  
 
SPR for each Year Group  
ISL reviews for each middle leader 
Lesson observations  
MER on books  
 

Number of Students Involved  
 
PPG cohorts in each year 
group  
 

Evidence of Impact 
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Targeted Support  

Action: Expand the Additional Educational Needs (AEN) Team to ensure they have the capacity to address the needs of K students who are eligible for PPG.  
 
Rationale: By expanding the capacity in the AEN team, there will be an increased focus on ensuring that SEN students eligible for PP receive the targeted support that 
they need in order to succeed at school.  
 
Sutton Trust – EFF Toolkit, 2015  

 “The gains from smaller class sizes are likely to come from the increased flexibility for organising learners and the quality of feedback pupils receive” (+3 months)  

 “Social and Emotional Learning (SEL) interventions have an identifiable and significant impact on attitudes to learning, social relationships in school, and 
attainment itself, on average around 3 to 4 months’ additional progress” 

 
Description of Intervention: Employ an additional member of staff within the AEN Team whose remit will be to ensure that the necessary support for SEN students 
eligible for pupil premium is put in place.  
 
Costs Incurred/Forecast: £45,041.66 
 

Success Criteria 
- Increased attainment for K students eligible for pupil premium in each year group  
- Increased attendance for K students eligible for pupil premium in each year group  
 

Dates 
 

Lead Responsibility 
 

Monitoring and Evaluation  
 

Number of Students Involved  
 

 English year 11 outcomes continued to buck the national trend with PP students out performing non-PP students by 0.01 progress in English Language 
and 0.09 progress in English literature. 

 Maths year 11 outcomes saw a positive shift with the gap narrowing compared to 2016/17. A shift from a differential of 0.34 progress to 0.22.   

 Maths year 11 outcomes differentials according to grades can be seen as follows. PP and Non-PP for the grade 4+ this year was narrowed to 0, compared 
to 16% last year. The gap for grade 5+ is 6% this year, compared to 18% last year. The gap between for grade 7+ is 5% compared to 19% last year. 
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September 2017 – July 2018 Farihah Chantler  AEN Joint Faculty Evaluation (JFE)  
SPR for each year group  
 

All SEN students who are eligible for 
pupil premium.  
 

Evidence of Impact 

 The progress score dropped from +0.08 2016/17  +0.06 2017/18 for SEN students. It needs to be accounted that the cohort size was considerably larger and 
a current review is taking place of K student eligibility in order to ensure that SEN coding is accurate of current needs.  

 SEN statemented attendance increased compared to 2016/17 from 95.35% to 95.98%. 

 Attendance for K students saw a marginal shift.  

 

Other Approaches   

 

Action: To ensure that there is a clear programme of intervention for students eligible for PPG with low attendance. 
 
Rationale: In-school and national trends show that students eligible for PPG tend to have lower attendance than students not eligible for PPG. By ensuring that there is a 
member of staff responsible for attendance, they will have the responsibility and accountability for improving attendance outcomes for students.  
 
Sutton Trust – EFF Toolkit, 2015  

 “SEL interventions have an identifiable and significant impact on attitudes to learning, social relationships in school, and attainment itself, on average around 3 
to 4 months’ additional progress” 

 “evidence suggests that behavioural interventions can produce large improvements in academic performance along with a decrease in problematic behaviours” 
(+4 months)  

 
Description of Intervention: Employ an additional member of staff within the attendance team whose remit will be to ensure that there is support available for students 
eligible for pupil premium to ensure that they attend school regularly and that their attendance is kept above 96%.  
 
Costs Incurred/Forecast: £27,637.50 
 

Success Criteria 
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- Increased attendance for students eligible for pupil premium in each year group  
 

Dates 
 
September 2017 – July 2018  

Lead Responsibility 
 
Darren Kulesza-Smith   

Monitoring and Evaluation  
 
Half Termly Attendance Analysis for 
the senior leadership team (SLT) 
and Governors’ Report   
 

Number of Students Involved  
 
PPG cohorts in each year group  
 

Evidence of Impact: 

 The national data for 2017-2018 is not yet available. As such, the comparison is with the national data for 2016-2017. The trend for national attendance has 
been fairly stable and so should provide a good estimate for comparison. Our attendance figures are significantly better than the national figures for all of 
our key groups. Our Persistent Absentee rate is at 4.56% compared to 10.8% nationally. 

 The national figures for 2017/18 are not available yet, however for 2016/17 PP national attendance was 91.2% whereas our PP attendance was at 96.35% 
for 2017/18. 

 Despite having a larger number of PP on roll than 2016/17 the attendance for PP stayed the same in 2017/18 at 96.35%. Subsequently this meant that the 
gap between PP and Non-PP was lowered compared to 2016/17 from 0.93% to 0.81% in 2017/18  

 

Other Approaches  

Action: To have a programme of events hosted by the Library team to encourage reading for pleasure.  
Rationale: By having a programme of events in the library, students are invited to experience the benefit of reading for pleasure and gain access to a wider range of 
literature that will help in their overall literacy.  
Sutton Trust – EFF Toolkit, 2015  
• • “On average reading comprehension approaches improve learning by an additional five months’ progress over the course of a school year. These 
approaches appear to be particularly effective for older readers (aged 8 or above) who are not making expected progress” (+5 months) ”  
 
Description of Intervention: Author Visits to be hosted by the library team.  
Costs Incurred/Forecast: £2000 forecasted for author visits e.g. Cathy Cassidy is booked to visit the school in January 2018.  

Success Criteria  
- Increased reading ages for pupil premium students in Key Stage 3  
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- Increased attainment in English for pupil premium students in Key Stage 3  
 

Dates  
September 2017 – July 2018  

Lead Responsibility  
Chantelle Pine  

Monitoring and Evaluation  
Reading Age Data Analysis  

Number of Students Involved  
PPG cohorts in Year 7 and Year 8  

Evidence Impact: 
Author events were completed with attendance from year 8 and 9. 
93 students of 233 cohort in the current year 8 made consistent progress in their reading age over the academic year of 2017/18 
95 students of 237 cohort in the current year 9 made consistent progress in their reading age over the academic year 2017/18   

 

Other Approaches - Personal Development  

Action: Develop a programme of personal development that allows pupils to develop the holistic soft skills needed to progress in life.  
Rationale: SPWT is committed to ensuring that students leave school with the skills needed to respond to the opportunities and demands of the adult world and 
become global citizens. With this in mind, it is essential that we draw on resources from the wider community and external agencies to ensure that our students 
receive a rich curriculum that empowers them by offering a full programme of external trips and visits both in and out of London.  
Sutton Trust – EFF Toolkit, 2015  
• • “Parental involvement is consistently associated with pupils’ success at school. The impact of parents’ aspirations is also important.” (+3 months)  
• • “SEL interventions have an identifiable and significant impact on attitudes to learning, social relationships in school, and attainment itself, on average 
around 3 to 4 months’ additional progress”  
• • “evidence suggests that behavioural interventions can produce large improvements in academic performance along with a decrease in problematic 
behaviours” (+4 months)  
 
Description of intervention:  
- Full programme of trips and visits for Key Stage 3 and 4  
- Trips are linked to explicit parts of the curriculum where possible  
- Trips are also used as part of the Information and Guidance (IAG) programme to raise aspirations and provide information and guidance on post 16 and post 18 
progression  

Success Criteria:  
- Increased attainment of PPG pupils  
- Increased attendance of PPG pupils  
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- Costs Incurred/Forecast: £15,500 reserved for KS3 and KS4 enrichment activities for 2017-2018  
 

Dates  
Sept 16 – July 17  

Lead Responsibility  
Farihah Chantler  

Monitoring and Evaluation  
Annual exams analysis  
Annual PPG review  
Termly progress data  
Termly attendance data  

Number of Pupils Involved  
Whole cohort  

Evidence of Impact 
Rewards, trips and residential all served to impact the attendance and engagement of our students.  

 The gap between PP and non-PP KS4 year 11 outcomes progress narrowed compared to 2016/17 from 0.3 to 0.21. 

 English year 11 outcomes continued to buck the national trend with PP students out performing non-PP students by 0.01 progress in English Language 

and 0.09 progress in English literature. 

 Maths year 11 outcomes saw a positive shift with the gap narrowing compared to 2016/17. A shift from a differential of 0.34 progress to 0.22 progress.   

 Overall attendance gap between PP and non-PP has narrowed compared to 2016/17 from 0.93% to 0.81% in 2017/18 

 The national figures for 2017/18 are not available yet, however for 2016/17 PP national attendance was 91.2% whereas our PP attendance was at 96.35% 

for 2017/18. 

 

Other Approaches   

Action: To provide additional pastoral support for students and additional family support for students who are at risk of exclusion. 
 
Rationale: Students and families will receive the support they need to ensure that children who are presenting difficult behaviours are given the support both in 
school and at home in order to prevent exclusion from school. The research (EEF Toolkit – 3+ Months) shows that active engagement of parents in supporting their 
children’s learning at school, when coupled with other interventions, can have a positive impact on outcomes.  
 
Sutton Trust – EFF Toolkit, 2015  

 “Parental involvement is consistently associated with pupils’ success at school. The impact of parents’ aspirations is also important.” (+3 months)  
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 “SEL interventions have an identifiable and significant impact on attitudes to learning, social relationships in school, and attainment itself, on average around 
3 to 4 months’ additional progress” 

 “evidence suggests that behavioural interventions can produce large improvements in academic performance along with a decrease in problematic 
behaviours” (+4 months)  

 
Description of Intervention:  Staff will liaise with parents, external agencies and various members of staff across the school to support students who are at risk of 
exclusion. They will organise parent meetings, design interventions and ensure that students who are considered to be at risk are given the bespoke support that 
they need to reintegrate into school life.   
 
Costs Incurred/Forecast: £138,984.50 
 

Success Criteria 
- Reduced gap in exclusions between students eligible for pupil premium and those not.  
 

Dates 
 
September 2017 – July 2018  

Lead Responsibility 
 
Darren Kulesza-Smith   

Monitoring and Evaluation  
 
Exclusions Analysis for Governors’ 
Report    
 

Number of Students Involved  
 
PPG cohorts in each year group  
 

Evidence of Impact  
Fixed term exclusions remain below the national average.  
No permanent exclusions took place 2017/18 which is well below the national average. 

 

Other Approaches   

Action: To provide music lessons for students eligible for pupil premium.  
 
Rationale: Sutton Trust – EFF Toolkit, 2015  
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 “Overall, the impact of arts participation on academic learning appears to be positive but low. Improved outcomes have been identified in English, 
mathematics and science learning. Benefits have also been found in both primary and secondary schools, though on average greater effects have been 
identified for younger learners”  (2 months)  
 

Description of Intervention: THAMES music Service Level Agreement providing music lessons for students.  
 
Costs Incurred/Forecast: £22904.31 
 

Success Criteria 
- Increased attendance of students eligible for pupil premium  
- Increased attainment in music for students eligible for pupil premium  
- Attendance to performances and events throughout the year  
 

Dates 
 
September 2017 – July 2018  

Lead Responsibility 
 
Debra Brown    

Monitoring and Evaluation  
 
Attainment data for Music   

Number of Students Involved  
 
58 students for 2017-2018  
 

Evidence of Impact 

 During 2017/18 62 PP students accessed the service.  

 The PP students were allocated a total of 892 sessions. This means on average each PP student was allocated an average of 14 sessions over the 
academic year. 

 Musicianship, particularly Classical is the best in the borough, parents mention and ask about this regularly in recruitment events. 

 KS4 uptake has increased over 100% and student ability in unit 1 has vastly improved in the past two years. The difficulty level is higher than ever in this 
area. Full marks are ABRSM grade 4 equivalent. 

 The SPWTS orchestra and choir have added cultural capital to the extended curriculum; Ancient Academy of Music, LSO, The Barbican and featuring on 
the BBC London news to name a few. These things were not able to be accessed from 2014-16 due to instrumental ability lacking. 

 Attainment in KS3 music has improved over the last 4 years. 

 Tuition is directly linked to the music scholarship programme. This programme is oversubscribed every year and continues to grow. 
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 ABRSM exams are extremely successful with students taking grade 1-5 exams with 100% pass rate and over 80% of these students achieving a distinction, 
the highest mark available. ABRSM links directly to UCAS from grade 5 upwards and grade 3+ links directly to success in unit 1 at GCSE and 5+ the same 
for AS and A2. 

 

 

Other Approaches  Counselling and Wellbeing Support 

Action: Deployment of a targeted counselling service and small group interventions for the duration of the academic year.  

Rationale: There is a strong body of research to support the idea that emotional stress and anxiety are limiting factors on learning and attendance at school. The aim 
of the counselling service is to address and ultimately remove these barriers.  
 
Sutton Trust – EFF Toolkit, 2015  

 “Parental involvement is consistently associated with pupils’ success at school. The impact of parents’ aspirations is also important.” (+3 months)  

 “SEL interventions have an identifiable and significant impact on attitudes to learning, social relationships in school, and attainment itself, on average around 
3 to 4 months’ additional progress” 

 “evidence suggests that behavioural interventions can produce large improvements in academic performance along with a decrease in problematic 
behaviours” (+4 months)  

 
Description of intervention:  

- There is a counsellor on site at SPWT to support students. 
- The counsellor sees pupils from across Key Stage 3 and Key Stage 4 
 

Success Criteria: 
- Increased rates of attendance for PPG students 
- Narrowed gaps in attendance between PPG and non PPG students 
 

Costs Incurred/Forecast: £35,000  
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Overall Summary 

In November 2017, the school received a letter from the Regional Schools Commissioner that stated “St Paul's Way Trust School is one of the top performing 

schools in the region in terms of outcomes for disadvantaged pupils.”  The school has been part of a Disadvantaged Pilot 17/18 Partnership Team coordinated by 

the DFE. As part of this due to our outstanding provision we were asked to partner with a school to provide guidance on PP. The PP strategy of 2017/18 has had 

a significant impact on our PP cohort. There has been significant improvements to PP outcomes. Strategies relating to English demonstrate significant impact, 

with PP students making excellent progress and surpassing their Non- PP counterparts. For example St Paul’s Way Trust School 2017/18 English progress for PP  

0.90 progress compared to 0.11 nationally. Maths have also made clear progress in narrowing the progress gap. PP students at St Pauls Way achieved significantly 

better progress scores than the national average in Maths 0.42 compared to 0.12. Our attendance figures were the best in the borough and are well above the 

national average showing clear engagement and desire to attend from our PP cohort.  Key performance indicators for 2017/2018 show that St Pauls Way Trust 

Dates 
 
Sept 17 – July 18 

Lead Responsibility 
 
Jubair Ahmed  

Monitoring and Evaluation 
 

Attendance analysis  
PPG analysis  
Case studies – qualitative data  

 

Number of Pupils Involved  
 
16 students access counselling at any 
one time – this cohort changes on an 
ad hoc basis  
 

Evidence of Impact 

 Counselling CORE assessment sheets show improved responses from a number of PP students engaging in the service.  

 Parental feedback was also positive re: the service and the impact it has.  

 The national attendance data for 2017-2018 is not yet available. As such, the comparison is with the national attendance data for 2016-2017. The trend 
for national attendance has been fairly stable and so should provide a good estimate for comparison. Our attendance figures are significantly better than 
the national figures for all of our key groups. Our Persistent Absentee rate is at 4.56% compared to 10.8% nationally. 

 The national attendance figures for 2017/18 are not available yet however for 2016/17 PP national attendance was 91.2% whereas our PP attendance 
was at 96.35% for 2017/18. 

 Despite having a larger number of PP on roll than 2016/17 the attendance for PP stayed the same in 2017/18 at 96.35%. Subsequently this meant that 
the gap between PP and Non-PP was lowered compared to 2016/17 from 0.93% to 0.81% in 2017/18 
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students that are PP made significantly better progress 0.25 compared to national outcomes for PP students 0.13 progress. St Paul’s Way Trust remains committed 

to inclusion and using the PP fund to improve the attainment and progress of PP students.  

 


