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Thirsk School & Sixth Form College 

Pupil Premium Review of 2017-18 

 

Pupil Premium Funding Levels:   

FREE SCHOOL MEALS & EVER 6 (Those eligible for Free School Meals over the last 6 years) 

2015 – 2016 - £900 per student 

2016 – 2017 - £900 per student 

2017 – 2018 - £935 per student  

Pupil Premium Funding Levels: (Service Children Premium) 

2015 – 2016 - £300 

2016 – 2017 - £300 

2017 – 2018 - £300 

The school received £140,312 for 2017-18 to support our Pupil Premium Students. 
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Breakdown of Pupil Premium Students (At Sept. 2017) 

 Year 7 Year 8 Year 9 Year 10 Year 11 Total 

FSM/Ever 6 43 (26%) 30 (18%) 36 (22%) 24 (16%) 21 (15%) 154 (20%) 

Service 1 (0.6%) 7 (4.2%) 9 (5.4%) 7 (4.5%) 12 (8.8%) 36 (4.6%) 

Children Looked After / Adopted 
  

1 (0.6%) 
  

1 (0.13%) 

Total 44 (27%) 37 (22%) 46 (28%) 31 (20%) 33 (24%) 191 (24%) 

 

In 2017-18 it was the ambition of Thirsk School & Sixth Form College is to support all children regardless of any barriers, to fully engage 

with their education and achieve their potential. We are using the Pupil Premium funding to help disadvantaged students and so narrow 

the gap between the performance and progress of different groups of students by 

 ensuring that students make at least expected progress in relation to their starting points 
 help students understand the level at which they are working across a range of subjects and the progress they have made since 

joining the school. 
 encourage students to develop a range of skills including reading, writing, communication and mathematical skills. 
 raise the ambition and aspiration of all of our students.  
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Review of 2017-18 actions and spending 

Desired outcomes (desired outcomes 
and how they will be measured) 

Budget  Success criteria 

A. More rapid progress in English and 
Maths in Y7 for disadvantaged 
students than other students.  
‘Accelerated Reader’ scheme will be 
rolled out to all of main school.  
Maths schemes will be evaluated and 
adopted if appropriate.  Timetabled 
provision for students in need of 
catch up will be reviewed. 

£38,000 We aimed to ‘catch up’ students assessed as ‘Not Achieved Standard’ 
upon entry to Y7 – we wanted 75% to be meeting age related 
expectations (ARE) by the end of Year 7.  In English and Maths we were 
very close to these targets. In end of year 7 exams, 74% of all students in 
English were assessed as having met or exceeded ARE. In Maths, this 
figure was 70% for all students. For Pupil Premium students, this figure 
was slightly lower for both Maths and English. In Maths, 63% of PP 
students met or exceeded ARE. In English, 72% of PP students met or 
exceeded ARE. The gap between all students and PP in both cases is low 
and these figures represent an improvement on the previous year, when 
in English 43% of PP students met or exceeded ARE by the end of year 7 
and in Maths the figure stood at 41%.  
The Accelerated Reader scheme is now embedded across years 7 – 9. 
Data shows a positive impact on reading ages in year 7 (this is particularly 
the case for low prior-attaining boys), with students across the year 
group making an average of 12 months progress across a 10-month 
period, therefore they are making better than expected progress. For 
disadvantaged students, the average rate of progress in 10 months, 
therefore they are making expected progress. However, in years 8 and 9 
the progress is less good, therefore we will continue to review the 
scheme and consider where it has most impact.  

B. Disadvantaged students who are 
lower and middle ability prior 
attaining students will improve 
achievement to be more closely in 

£28,500  The gap between disadvantaged and other students in 2017/18 
was  0.53. This had been 0.69 in 2016/17 so the gap narrowed. 
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line with other low and middle ability 
prior attaining students.  High prior 
attaining students who are 
disadvantaged will perform in line 
with other high prior attaining 
students. 

 The gap between high prior attaining disadvantaged and high prior 
attaining other students in 2017/18 was 0.11. This had been 0.4 in 
2016/17, so the gap narrowed. 

 The gap between middle prior attaining disadvantaged students 
and middle prior attaining other students in 2017/18 was 0.54. 
This had been 0.82 in 2016/17, so the gap narrowed. 

 The gap between low prior attaining disadvantaged students and 
low prior attaining other students in 2017/18 was 0.55. This had 
been      0.09 in 2016/17, so the gap widened. 

 
We therefore did not achieve our desired success criteria of closing gaps 
so that the achievement of disadvantaged students is in line with other 
students. However, most gaps narrowed, with the exception of the low 
prior attaining group. 
 

C. In observations and learning walks 
teaching is consistently good.  
Training opportunities will continue 
to build on the lead-teachers ‘toolkit’ 
developed last year to incrementally 
lift the learning of disadvantaged 
students.   There will be better links 
with primary schools to improve 
continuity from KS2 to KS3.   There 
will sustained attention to standards 
of presentation in student work.  
A review of Year 7 and Year 8 
provision using formative 
assessment and learning targets will 

£6,200 Teachers have engaged in training to focus upon developing a range of 
strategies that research suggests have the greatest impact on progress 
for students and specifically for students who are disadvantaged. 
Teachers report greater confidence using a ‘toolkit’ of strategies to 
incrementally lift progress for disadvantaged students. Data for 2017/18 
as outlined above shows that gaps between disadvantaged and non-
disadvantaged students narrowed, except for students in the lower prior 
attainment group. 
Learning walks showed an improvement in standards of presentation 
standards for many students. The introduction of A4 branded books 
across all subjects may have had an impact in this area, but these books 
are significantly more expensive than non-branded books, so while the 
focus on standards of presentation will remain moving forward, we will 
not continue to use the branded books. 



 

5 
 

share best practice and improve 
consistency across all provision. 

A review of ‘green sheet’ implementation has taken place. At KS3 
students have a clearer understanding of how to improve their work but 
there continue to be some inconsistencies across and within 
departments. 

D. Replicate the high quality written 
and verbal feedback evident within 
subjects everywhere so that 
inconsistencies between and within 
subjects are ironed out 

£3,000 Book scrutiny and learning walks show improvements in this area, in 
particular at KS3 with the introduction of ‘green sheets’. However, as 
indicated above, there continue to be some inconsistencies across and 
within departments. 

E. Disadvantaged students have more 
self-belief, ambition and 
correspondingly display more 
positive attitude to learning.  
Disadvantaged students are 
supported to become more engaged. 

£34,500 In KS3, all disadvantaged students who were identified to be at risk were 
engaged with Carlton Lodge ‘raising aspiration’ programmes.  Qualitative 
feedback for courses is very positive. Student voice carried out both by 
Carlton Lodge staff and school staff show students valued the 
programmes greatly. Students’ attendance on the courses was excellent, 
with close to 100%. In year 11, 56 students were supported with a 
personalised revision programme and of these, 37 also benefited from 
targeted 1-1 academic mentoring. Of these 56 students, 15 gained 
positive P8 scores, some significantly so. A further 2 had P8 scores that 
were on the line. We hit our target that no disadvantaged students 
became NEET.   
We did not move forward in 2017/18 on our goal to devise schemes to 
monitor and measure participation at extra-curricular opportunities by 
disadvantaged students.  This desired outcome is taken forward into this 
year’s plan in order to achieve our goal of ensuring that the participation 
of disadvantaged students improves to be in line with that of other 
students. 

F. Personalised curriculum routes are 
retained and utilised in a timely and 
appropriate manner for students for 

£15,000 The average number of entries at KS4 in 2018 was 9.0 for ‘other’ 
students and for disadvantaged students this was 8.0.  Both of these are 
lower than in 2016/17, but this is due to a change in the way number of 
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whom they are a critical mechanism 
for retention or other success 

entries is reported, with Science now counting as one entry whereas 
previously it had counted as two entries. These figures evidence a 
commitment to an ambitious and academic curriculum for all but also 
shows that the curriculum is personalised for some individuals where it is 
appropriate to do so.  In the current Year 11 61% of disadvantaged 
students are entered for the EBacc.  Students continue to be identified 
early and personalisation continues to be resourced where appropriate, 
irrespective of impact on whole school measures.   In 2018 two 
disadvantaged students benefitted from very significant personalisation.  
In the current year 11, five disadvantaged students are benefitting from 
very significant personalisation. 

G. Attendance of disadvantaged 
students improves and persistent 
absence declines 

£16,600 We set the ambitious target of reducing absence amongst disadvantaged 
students so that overall attendance for disadvantaged students is 95% or 
better.   Attendance for all students was 94.6% (this was in line with the 
national figure for 2016/17, which is the most recent available) and it was 
93% for disadvantaged students. We therefore did not meet our target, 
and will continue to work on improving the attendance of disadvantaged 
students in our new plan. 

H. Parents of disadvantaged students 
are more engaged, and better able to 
understand how to support their 
children’s learning. 

- We sought to improve attendance at Parents’ Evenings.  We aimed to 
ensure that the parental attendance gap between disadvantaged 
students and other students, at key events, narrowed to below 10% 
difference.  In Yr7 and Yr8 it was 12% and 15% respectively. In most 
cases this difference is equivalent to 3 or 4 parents.   As in the previous 
year, the gap is generally higher in Yrs 9, 10 and 11 and this continues to 
require attention. Heads of Year will continue to follow up non-
attendance at parents’ evening of all parents to continue their work in 
this area. 

 


