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Offwell Primary School – Pupil Premium Self Evaluation Grid 
SEPT 2016 update orange font – info updated. Red font, info updated and will need further updating in-year. 
 Issue School Response Action Required1 / Notes 

1. Funding 
1a How many children are eligible for PP and at 

what rate? 
Section updated 
2016/2017 13 children inc 1x CiC are in 
receipt of PPG funding:     
      £1320 x 12     PPG 
      £1900 x 1      CiC PPG 
        £600 x 2      Service as well as PPG 
Nursery PPG = £300, x1 child 
2015/2016 10 children inc 1x CiC 
(increased in-year to 15 + 1 Nursery)      

Awareness: in-year  more children 
eligible for PPG joined school 
(funding not received for these 
children this year). Total numbers 
of PPG children in school: 
July 2016: 15 x PPG inc 1xCiC 
and 2x PPG+Service. And  1x 
Nursery PPG  
September 2016: 14 x PPG inc 
1xCiC  and 2x PPG+Service. And  
1x Nursery PPG  

1b What is the total cash amount received due to 
PP? 

Section updated 
2016/2017    £17,540 + £300 Nursery PPG 
2015/2016    £7,920 (funding for 6 & not 
CiC as not here on count day) 

Currently expecting 2017/18 PPG 
for 14 x PPG inc 1xCiC  and 2x 
PPG+Service. And  1x Nursery 
PPG 

1c Is the school receiving the correct amount of PP 
funding? 

Yes although historic count day means 
funding is lower than number of PPG 
children 

Was difficulty in gaining CiC 
funding until Summer 2016, this 
has been received. Issue due to 
changes in Social Worker out of 
county, School complied with all 
statutory duties. 

1d Has the school identified and claimed for Ever6 
children? 

yes  

1e Once received by the school, is PP money 
accounted for separately? 

Separate budget line from April 2016. 
Can be identified pre- April 2016 

 

1f Is the PP spend included as a discrete item on 
the Governors Budget Monitoring sheet? 

Yes  

                                                 
1 Include responsible person and target date. 
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 Issue School Response Action Required1 / Notes 
1g How does the school encourage the take up of 

FSM in order to maximise PP allocation? 
In newsletters to parents, discussions with 
identified parents and those we consider 
may be eligible. 

 

2. PP Usage 
2a Provide a breakdown of the current and planned 

PP funding expenditure. 
TA support for target pupils in lessons 
HLTA support for target pupils alongside 
teacher targets. 
Teacher time dedicated to supporting target 
pupils 2x 40 mins a week  
Music lesson tuition 
£800 Financial support for trips 
 
Future plans: 
£1600 Family Support Worker  

£3119 some of all TAs 
SHo, 5 hours a week - £2870 
 
AP 1hr 20 mins a week Jan to 
April (March) - £771.  AB to 
provide this from Sept 2016 
 
Music lessons - £300 
Trips £800 

2b. Is PP money used for extra-curricular support? 
(eg funding of trips/clubs/before or after school 
care etc.) 

£800 (approx.) supporting Trips including 
residential, swimming. 
WASP and Early Morning Club has been 
funded as need identified. 
Singing lessons for CiC 
Subsidise other music lessons for these 
children 

 

2c. Is PP money used for non-curricular support? 
(eg parent or behaviour support workers/ 
inclusion etc.) 

Family Support Worker being considered as 
funding from HLC has ceased. 
Milk provided free  

 
 
£60 

2d Have any Summer School activities been 
planned, perhaps in conjunction with other 
schools, for PP children? 

No 
Sports Coach undertakes local holiday club 
activities.  This would be in consultation with 
families.  

 

3. Monitoring Effectiveness 
3a Is a specific member of staff responsible for co-

ordinating PP in the school? 
Headteacher  

3b How is the impact of PP on recipient children 
monitored? 

Through termly assessment, and ongoing 
assessment for learning. 

Reidentify PPG Link Governor 
start of Sept 2016 
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HLTA and TA monitoring of Mentoring 
support and regular feedback to teachers 
and HT. 
Data Governor tracks group. 

3c Are PP children monitored as a cohort in a 
similar way to SEN and G&T? 

Yes as a group and individuals.  

3d What strategies have been effective in raising 
PP recipient attainment? 

Additional teaching and TA support, 
targeted specific objectives. 
Evidence of Attachment Based Mentoring 
approaches being highly successful. 

 

3e Do all PP children demonstrate improvement as 
a result of funded measures; if not why not?  

Within the New NC Assessment strategy 
more PPG children are attaining below 
national standard. Currently awaiting 
national data to review our in school data.  
2015-16: Of the children who have been in 
school long enough to monitor, there are 2 
children in Year 5 who are being very 
closely monitored as progress through KS2 
has not been rapid enough to close the gap 
yet. 

See PPG website info for details. 

3f What more can be done to improve 
effectiveness of PP spend on attainment? 

To continue current support. 
To continue current close scrutiny 
monitoring and adapt support as necessary. 

Scrutiny of Autumn 2016 national 
data to review progress data 
within new NC. 

3g What challenges exist in raising PP attainment 
across the board? 

(not specific or only PPG children) 
Increasing incidents of poor mental health, 
particularly in younger children. CiC 
Mentoring is having positive impact. 
Lack of FSW would present a barrier as 
often coordinated support is needed at 
home as well as in school. 

 

3h Is attendance an issue for PP children? One child is closely monitored, this child is 
achieving beyond age-expectation. 

 

3i Have any PP children been excluded from No  
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school? 

4. Specific Related Issues 
4a The Sutton Trust report2 quoted by Ofsted 

provides a toolkit for PP expenditure. How 
closely does Offwell conform to the advice 
offered? 

This has been shared with staff every year.  
Advice is considered.  Many of the 
strategies are regularly used.  
Governors reference this in considering 
staffing structures. 

FYI: Sutton Trust tool advises 
which strategies have greatest 
impact and what their relative cost 
is.   

4b Ofsted quotes3 the research above regarding 
the provision of additional TA resources as 
being ‘low or very low impact for high cost’. If TA 
resource is part of PP spend, demonstrate why 
this is appropriate. 

Highly qualified Teaching Assistants 
working with targeted pupils on phonics, 
reading, wider writing, maths, spelling and 
social-emotional needs.  Targets are drawn 
up by teachers and communication between 
TA and teacher is effective. 
There is shared whole staff CPD and TA 
specific CPD.  Coaching/mentoring used to 
support all staff as appropriate. 

 

4c What, if any, impact does FSM/PP have on 
admissions at Offwell? 

None known  

4d What is done to identify and support children 
from families on  low incomes but who are not 
eligible for FSM/PP? 

Open afternoons, parent consultations and 
telephones consultations, newsletters.  
Open relationships - Judy and staff know 
our families very well.  Alternative financial 
arrangements considered on one to one 
basis, including payment plans agreed. 

 

4e Is FSM/PP information/application form part of 
admissions paperwork and parent evening/event 
discussion brief? 

As appropriate. Reminders for staff and 
parents/carers in plenty of time before 
census dates. 

 

4f Are the benefits of FSM/PP highlighted to 
parents in school information? 

Yes.  

4g Is PP monitoring part of the School yes  

                                                 
2
 Toolkit of Strategies to Improve Learning dated May 2011 

3
 The Pupil Premium (No 120197) dated September 2012 
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Development Plan? 

4h How is the PP monitored by governors? Through ongoing monitoring Reappoint link Gov Sept 2016 
 


