Impact of Pupil Premium Funding.

Pupil premium funding was introduced by the Government in April 2011. Schools were allocated
a proportion of funding in order to close any gap in achievement and improve outcomes for
children on free school meals, looked after children and those children from families with parents
in the armed forces.

The following data will highlight Progress 8 and Attainment 8 which are key parts of the government’s
accountability measures for 2016. They replace the previous headline measures of at least five grades A*-
C including English and mathematics and expected progress. The government no longer defines expected
progress. In an effort to highlight trends in data over previous years, this report also includes old
accountability measures of 5A*-C including English and mathematics, capped point score, value
added and expected progress in English and mathematics for the years 2013 to 2015 inclusive.

Progress 8 and attainment 8 measures

Below is a graph showing the actual attainment 8 score for Disadvantaged pupils. This is based
on the new attainment 8 measure.

62% of the cohort were in receipt of pupil premium funding and 38% were not.
Disadvantaged: 3.49 (E+), other pupils: 4.41 (D+)
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The tables below show a comparison between low, middle and high prior attainment 2016
for all pupils and disadvantaged pupils overall, in the English element, the mathematics
element, the Ebacc element and the open element.

Overall

Psio+ and top 10% All Dis |1 or mare grades above national

Sig+ not top 10% National Figure for Figure for 0.5 to <1 grade above national
Sig- not bottom 10% national all national other 0.5 to <1 grade below national

_Sig- and bottom 10% :1 or more grades below national

| Progress 8 Attainment 8

Overall

all Dis All Dis
Cohort 182 114 Cohort 182 114
Score [ 07 o5 | School 3821 34.93
CI +/- 0.2 0.2 National 49.34  52.56
Rank 96 97 Difference -11.14 -17.63

Low Middle High Low Middle High
Al pis | Al Dis | Al Dis Al pis | Al pis | Al Dis
Cohort 50 38 | 103 64 | 20 12 Cohort 50 38| 103 64 29 12
Score 122 126 | 054 -0.66 | 0.66 -0.51 School 1776 17.26 | 4291 4129 | 56.76  57.00
National 000 0.9 | 0.00 014 | 0.00 007 National 2839 3116 | 48.86 5063 | 64.17 _ 65.00
Difference I o e - Difference 10.63__-13.89 | 505 -9.34 | 742 -8.00
CI +/- 030 034 | 021 0.26 | 039 0.60 Diff (grades) 31 |[1a] -06 | -09 ] -07 [ -0s8
Rank 99 o9 | o0 94 | 93 @8

We can see that pupils with high prior attainment who are classed as disadvantaged are below
the national other equivalent group by 0.8 grades. This attainment places Kirkby High school
pupils below in the national progress picture but above the bottom 10% in country. Pupils who
are defined as high disadvantage pupils gained a progress 8 score which is only 0.01 below the
national floor standard of -0.5

English Element
_Sig+ and top 10% All Dis |1 or more grades above national

Sig+ not top 10% National Figure for Figure for 0.5 to <1 grade above national
Sig- not bottom 10% national all national other 0.5 to <1 grade below national

_Sig- and bottom 10% :1 or more grades below national

| Progress 8 Attainment 8

English element

All Dis All Dis
Cohort 182 114 Cohort 182 114
Score | School 898 839
I +/- 0.2 0.2 National 10.41 10.95
Rank 89 92 Difference -1.44 -2.56

Low Middle Middle High

All Dis All Dis All Dis All Dis
Cohort 50 38 | 103 64 Cohort 10364 29 12

Score 110 109 | 027 -0.37 School 981 053 |1276 1267
National 000 0.6 | 0.00 0.1 National 1042 1069 | 12.97  13.10
Difference I o7 o= Difference - 061 116 | -0.21  -0.43
CI +/- 031 036 | 022  0.28 Dff (grades) 0.9 || | 03 [ 06| 01 -0.2
Rank 98 a7

The table above shows that pupils with high prior attainment who are classed as disadvantaged
are only one fifth of a grade below other pupils nationally, in English, and this has affected their
progress placing them within 0.03 of the national “others” progress.

Pupils with a middle prior ability are -0.6 grades below the national “others” which has brought
their progress score above the floor standard of -0.5.




Mathematics Element

_Sig+ and top 10%
Sig+ not top 10%
Sig- not bottom 10%

_Sig— and bottom 10%

All

Dis

National

Figure for
national all

Figure for
national other

|1 or more grades above national

0.5 to <1 grade above national
0.5 to <1 grade below national

:1 or more grades below national

Progress 8

Attainment 8

Mathematics element

(Cohort

Score

CI +/-

Rank

All

Dis

182

0.2

114

0.2

97

98

All

Low
Dis

All

Middle

Dis

High
All Dis

Cohort

School
National

Difference

All Dis

182 114

7.09
9.71

6.30
10.39

-2.62  -4.09

Low

All Dis

Middle
All Dis

All

High
Dis

Cohort 50

35

103

64

29 12

Cohort

50 38

103 64

29

12

Score
National
Difference
CI +/-

0.00

0.34

-1.40

-1.50
0.19

0.39

0.00

0.24

-0.62

-0.74
0.12

0.30

-0.76  -0.69
0.00 0.06

0.45 0.70

School
National

2.24
4.89

2,00
5.46

8.25 7.94
9.62 9.95

11.31
12,99

11.17
13.14

Difference
Diff (grades)

-2.65 -3.46

-1.37 -2.01

Rank

99

a9

93

95

95 93

-1.68

13 [ 17 ] 07 [-10] -0s8 |

-1.98
-1.0

The table shows that pupils who entered the school classed as middle or high on prior
attainment, and are classed as disadvantaged, are 1 grade below the national “others”, this
places their progress measure in the bottom 10% nationally. (-0.75 and -0.86 respectively)

Unexpectedly high grade boundaries on the higher and foundation papers contributed

Ebacc Element

I sio + and top

Sig+ not top

10%
10%

Sig- not bottom 10%

_Sig- and bottom 10%

All

Dis

Mational

Figure for
national all

Figure for
national other

1 or more grades above national

0.5 to <1 grade above national

0.5 to <1 grade below national

:1 or more grades below national

Progress 8

Attainment 8

Ebacc element

All

Dis

[Cohort
Score
CI +/-

182

0.2

114

0.3

Rank

96

96

Lo
All

w
Dis

Middle

All

Dis

High
All Dis

Cohort

School
National

Difference

All Dis

182 114

8.93
13.61

7.95
14.78

-4.68  -6.83

Low

All Dis

Middle

All Dis

High

All

Dis

Cohort 50

38

103

64

29 12

Cohort

a0 38

103 04

29

12

Score
National
Difference
CI +/-

-1.27
0.00

0.38

-1.30
0.21

0.44

-0.88
0.00

0.27

-0.99
0.18

0.34

-1.39 -1.24
0.00 0.09

0.50 0.78

School
National

2.80 2.66
6.33 7.20

10.37
13.24

9.88
13.93

14.41
18.87

14.42
19.19

Difference
Diff (grades)

-3.53 -4.55

-2.87 -4.06

-4.46

-4.77

12 5] 1o 1A | I |

Rank 97

97

92

94

97 96

The table above shows that pupils with low, middle and high prior attainment who are classed as
disadvantaged pupils, have underperformed in the Ebacc element of the progress and attainment
8 measures with middle ability pupils performing the best with -1.4 grades in the attainment 8
when compared to national “others” meaning their progress 8 difference was -1.18

Open Element




_Sig+ and top 10% All Dis |1 or more grades above national

Sig+ not top 10% National Figure for Figure for 0.5 to <1 grade above national
Sig- not bottom 10% national all national other 0.5 to <1 grade below national

_Si';- and bottom 10% :1 or more grades below national

l Progress 8 Attainment 8 |

Open element

All Dis All Dis
Cohort 182 114 Cohort 182 114
Score 05 School 1321 1230
Cl +/- 02 0.2 National 1561  16.44
Rank es 22 Difference -2.40  -4.14

Low Middle High Low Middle High
All Dis All Dis All Dis All Dis All Dis All Dis
Cohort 50 8 | 102 o4 29 1 Cohort 50 R 103 64 29 fp)
Score 113 117 | 032 o048 | 028 003 School 764 7.50 | 1448 13.95 | 1828 1875
National 000 018 | ooo 013 | 0.00 006 National 1034 1116 | 1558 16.06 | 19.35 10.57
Difference I o 061 | 022 o009 Difference 270 366 | 110 211 | 1.07 -0.82
I +/- 034 039 | 024 030 | 045 070 Diff (grades) -0.9 04 [ -07 | -04 -0.3

Rank 95 96

The table above shows that pupils who are classed as High on prior attainment and
disadvantaged are within 0.3 of a grade when compared to national “others” thus cementing their
overall progress 8 measure as -0.09 when compared to the same national cohort. Both middle
and high disadvantaged students received a progress 8 score which would be deemed as above

the national floor standard of -0.5

Attainment

This section of the report compares the attainment of low, middle and high pupils on entry who

have gained a grade C or above in English and Mathematics and the English Baccalaureate.

:4+ pupils above national 3 pupils below national
3 pupils above national :4+ pupils below national

Attainment

l grade C or above | l grade C or above

English and mathematics English Baccalaureate
all Dis All Dis
Cohort 182 114 Cohort 182 114
School % 38 32 school % 2 2

National % 62 69 National % 24 29
Difference % -24 -37 Difference % -22 -27

Middle Middle

All Dis All Dis
Cohort 103 64 Cohort 103 64
School % 41 39 School % 1 2

National % 62 68 National % 15 17
Difference % - - -28 - Difference % - - -14 -15
Diff (no of pupils) - - -22 -18 Diff (no of pupils) -14 -9

The table above shows that pupils classed as high disadvantaged pupils are within 3 pupils when
compared to the “others” national figure for grade C or above in English and mathematics. (-5%)

Historical Attainment Measures




Threshold measure

Since the pupil premium was introduced in 2011 the in school gap has had no significant change
even though there was a rising trend in 5 A* - C inc. English and maths between 2014 and 2015. In
2014, the gap was 4% lower than the previous years, despite the level of attainment reducing. In
2015 the gap rose by 4% even although the overall indicator rose by 9%.

5A*-CincE&M

2013 2014 2015
National National National
Av Difference Av Difference Av Difference

All Pupils 43 60 -17 23 62 -39 32 56 -24
Non-Pupil 55 12

Prermum 67 32 62 -30 44 63 -19
Pupil

Premium 37 -30 18 .44 25 .37

%Within
School Gap -18 -14 -18

Between 2014 and 2015 the gap between Kirkby High School pupil premium pupils and other
pupils nationally closed by 7% despite the fact that overall A* - C results rose from 23% to 32%.
This would insinuate that the trend in attainment growth of pupil premium student is faster than
that of non-pupils premium pupils.

The table below shows the 3 year average for 5A*-C including English and mathematics.

5A*-CincE&M
3 year average 2013-2015

National Av Difference
All Pupils 59 -26
Non Pupil Premium 64 -20
Pupil Premium -37

% Within School Gap

Even with the non-comparable data from 2013, which included non GCSE subjects, lowering the
3 year average, the cohort of 2015 gap between Kirkby High School disadvantaged pupils andno
disadvantaged nationally is the same.

Average Capped Points Score




Average Capped Points Score

2013 2014 2015
National National National
KHS Av Difference Av Difference KHS Av Difference

All Pupils 314.7 | 338.3 -23.6 306.9 -75.6 | 232.9 308.6 -75.7
Non Pupil
gLepriTmm 327.2 350.9 -23.7 324.8 -64.6 | 275.1 326.6 -51.5
Premium 307.7 -43.2 -109.6 208.2 -118.4
Within
School Gap | -19.5 -45 -66.9

The averaged capped points score takes into account the best 8 GCSEs that students achieve.
For pupil premium students at Kirkby High School, the average points score for the best 8
GCSEs is lower than the national average for pupil premium students but the provisional data for
2016 indicates a closing of the gap from -118.4% to -89.5%

Capped APS
Boys Disadvantaged | Others | Low | Middle SEN
support
National 295.5 259.9 326.6 | 190.5 | 304.5 235.9

2015
KHS 207.4 208.2 275.1 | 142.3 | 244.1 180.4
2015
KHS 261.7 2355 293.1 | 141.5 | 2885 191.4

2016

W National 2015
KHS 2015
W KHS 2016

\ & )

4
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The table and graph above show the increase in average points score for all sub groups.
Disadvantaged pupils show a rising trend in capped average points score when compared to
other disadvantaged pupils in Kirkby High School and a closing of the gap between
disadvantaged pupils in Kirby High school and disadvantaged pupils nationally.

The table below shows the 3 year average including all pupils.




Average Capped Points Score
3 year average 2011-2013
KHS National Av Difference
All Pupils 259.6 317.9 -58.3

Non Pupil Premium 287.5 334.1 -46.6
Pupil Premium 243.7 -90.4

Within School Gap -43.8

The 3 year average gap between pupil premium students at Kirkby High School and non-pupil
premium students nationally has now decreased to 90 points.

Progress Measures

Value Added

Value Added Measure

2013 VA 2014 VA 2015 VA
National National National
Av Difference Av Difference Av Difference

All Pupils 1000 -27.9 1000 -72.9 1000
Non Pupil
Premium -24.5 -58.1
Pupil
Premium -18.1 -93
Within

School Gap

-75.1

-37

The table below shows the 3 year average including all pupils.

3 year average 2013-2015
KHS National Av Difference
All Pupils 941.4 1000 -58.6
Non Pupil Premium 967.4 -40.1
Pupil Premium 926.2 1007.5 -81.3
Within School Gap -41.2

The 3 year average value added for pupil premium students at Kirkby High School is below the
national average.

Expected Progress in English




Provisional Data for 2016 (Based on Expected Progress English (%)
2015 national data set) 2016

KHS National Av Difference
All Pupils 64.1 69 -4.9
Non Pupil Premium 70.2 74 -3.8
Pupil Premium 60.2 -13.8

% Within School Gap -10

Expected Progress English (%)

English 2013 2014 2015
National National National
Av Difference Av Difference Av Difference

All Pupils 46 69 -23 43 70 -27 53 69
Non Pupil
Prer_mum 57 74 -17 60 75 -15 65 74
Pupil

Premium 40 -34 34 -41 46
% Within
School Gap -17 -26 -19

In English the pupil premium students have continued to close the gap. The gap between pupll
premium students in Kirkby high school and other pupils nationally closed 13% between 2014
and 2015 and indicators show that this trend will continue to improve this is direct correlation with
the in school gap which closed from 26% in 2014 to 19% in 2015.

The table below shows the 3 year average including all pupils.

Expected Progress (%)

English 3 year average 2013-2015

KHS National Av Difference
All Pupils 47.3 69.3 -22
Non Pupil Premium 60.7 -13.6
Pupil Premium 40 74.3 -34.3
% Within School Gap -20.7

The current in school gap of 19% and national gap of 28% are both lower than the previous 3
year average indicating that the positive trend is set to continue and this 3 year average will
continue to close.

Expected Progress in mathematics




Expected Progress Maths (%)

National National National

Av Difference Av Difference Av Difference
All Pupils 70 -14 65 -25 66 -25
Non Pupil
Prermum 76 -9 71 -19 72 -16
Pupil

Premium -26 -37 -39

The table below shows the three year average including all pupils.

Expected Progress Maths (%)
Mathematics 3 year average 2013-2015

KHS National Av Difference
All Pupils 45.7 67 -21.3
Non Pupil Premium 58.3 -14.7
Pupil Premium 35.7 73 -37.3
% Within School Gap -22.6

Historical mathematics data shows no comparable trends due to changes in specifications over
the past 3 years.




