
 

Where Stars Shine 

Pupil Premium Expenditure 2015-16 

The Pupil Premium was introduced in April 2011. The Pupil Premium funding is additional to the 

main school funding. The aim of the government is for this money to be used to close the gap in 

attainment nationally between children for whom schools receive pupil premium (disadvantaged 

children) and those from wealthier backgrounds. Where we refer to children as ‘disadvantaged’ it 

means that they are children for whom we receive pupil premium funding. Each school is able to 

decide how the money they receive is spent. 

 

For the financial year 2015-16, we received £65,000. 

Impact 

How did we use this money? 

The money was used to fund: 

 Additional teacher hours managed and provided intervention to analyse and address under-

achievement. 

 Additional teaching assistant hours provided targeted interventions in class for children who 

were under-achieving in reading, writing, maths and additional phonics provision. 

 Kodali music provision enhanced our music curriculum and enabled children to engage and 

learn in a dynamic series of music lessons. 

 The creation of a Kosher kitchen allowed children to experience real life healthy lifestyle 

choices in the terms of cooking. Pupil premium funding ensured that a teaching assistant 

was released one day per week to provide the supervision the Rabbi requires to allow 

cooking in our school. Funding covers food and equipment, too. All children (from year 1-6), 

experience cooking once every half term, using skills from maths to science to make and 

enjoy their recipes. 

 Out of hours sports clubs, educational visits and residential visits ensured that all children 

had access to a broad and creative curriculum; with many experiences outside of school, 

enriching their education in both an educational and aspirational sense.  

There were a significant proportion of disadvantaged children (33%) with SEND. However, the 

deputy head teacher who was to deliver the disadvantaged children interventions was absent 

from March –Sep 2016 due to long term sickness. The SENco was also absent due to a long term 

illness from December 2015 until the end of the summer term in 2016. Cuts to the school budget 

meant that there were staff redundancies (equivalent to two full time members of teaching 

assistants); all of which had an impact on the disadvantaged children’s outcomes.  

Pupil premium children are not achieving to the same standards as their peers in our school or to 

the national averages. Please see our new pupil premium plans, available on the school website, 

to address this. 



 

However, we were able to deliver for pupil premium children in regards to funding for clubs, music 

tuition, Kodali music lessons and for sports premium funding. This provision provides children with 

wider experiences of the arts, sports and music which is not easy to measure but builds both 

coordination and strengths in different areas which the children do not otherwise have access to. 

King David School recognise that there are progress gaps in maths, reading and writing in both key 

stages. The foci of pupil premium for the academic year can be seen in the Pupil Premium Strategy 

2016-17. 

 

Outcomes for Children 

End of Foundation Key Stage   - this is measured in terms of children achieving levels of 

development against the Early Years Foundation Stage Profiles. 

The disadvantaged children achieved quite well at the end of Reception class with 63% achieving a 

good level of development, compared with the class achieving 70%, with a gap of 7%. We do, 

however, recognise that this is a class with a high level of SEN (Special Educational Needs), with ¾ of 

the disadvantaged children with SEND. The national figure for disadvantaged children achieving a 

good level of development was 69%. 

Year 1 Phonics Test 

85% of the children passed the phonics screening check, compared with 81% of the national 

average. 50% of our disadvantaged children passed the test. 

Phonics Screening Check – end of Year 2 

87% of the children passed the phonics screening check, compared with 91% of the national 

average. 83% of our disadvantaged children passed the test. 

End of Key Stage 1 (Year 2) 

In 2016, 19% of the children in year 2 were children for whom the school received pupil premium 

funding.  

In reading, 84% of the class achieved the expected standard, compared to the national average of 

78%. 67% of our disadvantaged children achieved the expected standard. 

In writing, 87% of the class achieved the expected standard, compared to the national average of 

70%. 67% of our disadvantaged children achieved the expected standard. 

In maths, 81% of the class achieved the expected standard, compared to the national average of 

70%. 50% of our disadvantaged children achieved the expected standard. 

End of Key Stage 2 (Year 6) 

In 2016, 23% of the children in year 6 were children for whom the school received pupil premium 

funding.  



 

In reading, 74% of the class achieved the expected standard, compared to the national average of 

66%. 57% of the disadvantaged children achieved the expected standard. 

In writing, 74% of the class achieved the expected standard, compared to the national average of 

78%. 57% of the disadvantaged children achieved the expected standard. 

In maths, 84% of the class achieved the expected standard, compared to the national average of 

75%. 71% of the disadvantaged children achieved the expected standard. 

 In the English grammar, punctuation and spelling test, 81% of the class reached the expected level, 

compared with the national average of 72%. 71% of the disadvantaged children reached the 

expected level. 

Overall, the children’s progress score from the end of KS1 to KS2, in reading, was 3.13. The 

disadvantaged children’s progress score was 3.88.  

In writing, the children’s progress score from the end of KS1 to KS2, was -0.09, compared to -2.98 for 

disadvantaged children.  

In maths, the children’s progress score from the end of KS1 to KS2 was 2.10, compared with 2.11 for 

the disadvantaged children.  

 

 

 

 

 


