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Pupil premium strategy statement – Hartwell Primary School 

This statement details our school’s use of pupil premium (and recovery premium) funding to help 

improve the attainment of our disadvantaged pupils.  

It outlines our pupil premium strategy, how we intend to spend the funding in this academic year 

and the outcomes for disadvantaged pupils last academic year. 

School overview 

Detail Data 

Number of pupils in school  179 

Proportion (%) of pupil premium eligible pupils 6.7% 

Academic year/years that our current pupil premium strategy 
plan covers (3 year plans are recommended) 

2022 - 2025 

Date this statement was published 15th December 2022 

Date on which it will be reviewed July 2023 

Statement authorised by Mrs Jac Johnson 

Pupil premium lead Mrs Jac Johnson 

Governor / Trustee lead Mr Martin Cox 

Funding overview 

Detail Amount 

Pupil premium funding allocation this academic year £18,668 

Recovery premium funding allocation this academic year £2,000 

Pupil premium (and recovery premium*) funding carried 
forward from previous years (enter £0 if not applicable) 

*Recovery premium received in academic year 2021 to 
2022 can be carried forward to academic year 2022 to 
2023. Recovery premium received in academic year 2022 
to 2023 cannot be carried forward to 2023 to 2024.  

£0 

Total budget for this academic year 

If your school is an academy in a trust that pools this 
funding, state the amount available to your school this 
academic year 

£20,668 
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Part A: Pupil premium strategy plan 

Statement of intent 

Ultimately, our intent is to provide a high quality of education and care that enables 

pupils who are disadvantaged to thrive and achieve in line with their peers. At our 

school, we intend to provide this high quality provision by: 

• Ensuring an ‘outstanding’ teacher is in every class, and providing CPD for all staff 

to effectively address barriers to learning  

• Providing targeted academic support for pupils who are not making the expected 

progress  

• Addressing non-academic barriers to attainment such as attendance, behaviour, 

SEMH needs and access to extra-curricular activities  

• Ensuring that the PPG reaches the pupils who need it most 

Challenges 

This details the key challenges to achievement that we have identified among our disadvantaged 

pupils. 

Challenge 
number 

Detail of challenge  

1 Progress and outcomes are generally lower amongst disadvantaged pupils than 
their peers. 

2 Pupils with complexity of need, e.g. SEND, SEMH needs 

3 Social and emotional issues and lack of enrichment opportunities particularly 
affect disadvantaged children, including their attainment 

4 Limited resources at home to support the learning in school 

Intended outcomes  

This explains the outcomes we are aiming for by the end of our current strategy plan, and how 

we will measure whether they have been achieved. 

Intended outcome Success criteria 

Children’s academic attainment is broadly in 
line with their peers 

All children make at least expected progress 
in all subjects (or meet their IEP targets when 
child is also SEND). Attainment  

• IEP targets are met 3  
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• EYFS meet GLD  

• Year 1 pass Phonics Screening  

• Year 2 at least expected RWM combined  

• Year 4 pass MTC  

• Year 6 at least expected RWM combined 

Pupils receive Quality First Teaching (QFT) SLT and Governor Monitoring programme 
evidence that children routinely received QFT 
Children’s books and work demonstrate clear 
progress (aligned to that of peers) Pupil voice 
shows that children are retaining knowledge 
effectively 

Targeted intervention enables children to fill 
gaps in knowledge 

‘Catch-up’ and targeted interventions enable 
children to fully participate and engage in 
lessons as they have retained the correct 
knowledge to access the learning at the 
expected level 

Homework Club provides children with access 
to support with homework tasks to support the 
retention of knowledge taught 

Children are confident that they have 
completed their homework successfully 
because they have been supported effectively 
in doing so. Parents feel supported that their 
child is receiving the support they need 

Children are well engaged with the school 
community 

Children attend school well in the correct 
uniform with the resources that they need 
Children engage in extra-curricular 
opportunities that the school provide 

Children are able to regulate their emotions so 
they are able to access the curriculum. 

Children have accessed the new sensory 
room and used it as a work space or as a 
place to calm and clear their heads so they 
can move back into the classroom and access 
their learning.  

Children’s attendance is improved. Children feel calmer and more confident to 
attend school knowing they can access the 
sensory room if they need to.  

 

Activity in this academic year 

This details how we intend to spend our pupil premium (and recovery premium) funding this 

academic year to address the challenges listed above. 

Teaching (for example, CPD, recruitment and retention) 

Budgeted cost: £8,960 

Activity Evidence that supports this approach Challenge number(s) 
addressed 
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Quality First Teaching 
for all children 

EEF Guide to Pupil Premium: tiered 
approach, QFT being top priority Sutton 
Trust: QFT has direct impact on pupil 
outcomes School based evidence over 
previous years (attainment and progress 
data) 

1, 2, 3 & 4 

On-going staff CPD to 
understand and meet 
the needs of all children, 
including reading/oracy 
& metacognition 

EEF Guide to Pupil Premium EEF 
Metacognition and Self-Regulated 
Learning 

1, 2, 3 & 4 

SENco to attend 
Drawing and Talking as 
well as Lego Therapy 
training 

Doctorate in Educational and Child 
Psychology Jeetan Songara 1 Case 
Study 1: An Evidence-Based Practice 
Review Report Theme: School Based 
Interventions for Learning How effective 
is the ‘Lego® Therapy’ intervention to 
support children aged 5-16 with an 
autistic spectrum disorder with their 
social communication difficulties in 
school? 

2, 3 and 4 

 

Targeted academic support (for example, tutoring, one-to-one support, 
structured interventions)  

Budgeted cost: £7,470 

Activity Evidence that supports this approach Challenge number(s) 
addressed 

Homework Club - 
Additional staffing 

EEF – links to recommendations 3 & 6 in 
‘Metacognition and Self-Regulated 
Learning’ 

1,3 & 4 

Targeted intervention 
groups (small group 
tuition) to close gaps in 
learning 

EEF – Guide to Special Educational 
Needs in the Mainstream, 
recommendation 4 

1,2 & 3 

1:1 support to address 
specific learning needs 

EEF – Guide to Special Educational 
Needs in the Mainstream, 
recommendation 4 

2 & 3 

 

Wider strategies (for example, related to attendance, behaviour, wellbeing) 

Budgeted cost: £4,238 

Activity Evidence that supports this approach Challenge number(s) 
addressed 
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Access to funding by 
agreement with the 
school (20% of PPG): - 
Uniform  

- Clubs 

 - Music Lessons 

 - Wraparound care 

 - Trips  

- Personal resources  

Parental and pupil surveys reflect 
positive engagement with school EEF: 
sports participation increases 
educational engagement and attainment 

PPG Pupil attendance is good 

3 & 4 

Creation of a sensory 
room including paint, 
fabric and equipment. 

Program Evaluation of the Impact of 
Sensory Room Activities on Student 
Readiness in Muskegon County Mary C. 
Spyhalski Grand Valley State University 

3 & 4 

 

Total budgeted cost: £20,668 
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Part B: Review of the previous academic year 

Outcomes for disadvantaged pupils 

Outline outcomes for disadvantaged pupils in the 2021 to 2022 academic year and 

explain how their performance has been assessed.  

Secondary schools should include 2022 key stage 4 performance data, and any other 

pupil evaluations carried out in the 2021 to 2022 academic year.  

Primary schools do not need to publish their 2022 key stage 2 results as DfE is not 

publishing that data. Refer to any other pupil evaluations carried out during the 2021 to 

2022 academic year. For example, standardised teacher administered tests or 

diagnostic assessments such as rubrics or scales. 

We strongly discourage comparing your school’s 2022 performance data with data 

from previous years. The impact of COVID-19 makes it difficult to interpret why the 

results are as they are. In addition, for secondary schools, changes were made to 

GCSE and A level exams in 2022, including grading that reflected a midway point 

between grading in 2021 and 2019. 

You can compare your school’s disadvantaged pupils’ performance data to local and 

national averages, with caution.  

If last year marked the end of a previous pupil premium strategy plan, you should set 

out your assessment of how successfully the intended outcomes of that plan were met. 

 

 

National Reporting 

Early Years (Class R) – 29 children 

GLD (Good Level of Development): 23/29 (79.3%) 

Average Score (out of 34): 32.86 

Table below shows data spread at expected standard for each area: 
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100% 96.6% 96.6% 96.6% 100% 96.6% 96.6% 89.7% 82.8% 82.8% 82.8% 82.8% 96.6% 93.1% 96.6% 96.6% 100% 

 

Year 1 Phonics Screening Check – 23 children 
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The pass mark for the check is 32/40 for which 19/23 (82.6%) children met or exceeded. The average score achieved 

was 34. 

The table below shows the grade distribution for the check: 

0-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-31 32-35 36-40 

0 0 0 0 0 4 13 6 

 

KS1(Year 2) – 30 children 

The children sit test papers for reading and maths which inform the teacher’s judgements. This year, our judgements 

were moderated by the local authority: all judgements were agreed with no adjustments required. 

 Reading Writing Maths RWM at EXS RWM at GDS RWM EXS + 
GDS 

EXS + GDS 26 (86.7%) 24 (80%) 24 (80%)  
 

17/30 
(56.6%) 

 
 

5/30 
(16.6%) 

 
 

22/30 
(73.3%) 

GDS 8 (26.7%) 6 (20%) 7 (23.3%) 

EXS 18 (60%) 18 (60%) 17 (56.7%) 

WT 4 (13.3%) 6 (20%) 6 (20%) 

B 0 0 0 

WB 0 0 0 

 

 

Year 4 Multiplication Tables Check (MTC) – 26 children 

This check is conducted online. There are 25 marks in this check and there is no expected standard published by the 

DfE. Our school expects children to achieve 20/25 (80%). 

18/26 (69%) achieved 20+ in the check. 

The table below shows the grade distribution for the check: 

0-4 5-9 10-14 15-19 20-25 

1 0 3 4 18 

 

KS2 (Year 6) – 30 children 

Writing is teacher assessed whereas the other subject areas are SATS results; teacher assessment data is further on in 

this document. Only Reading, Writing and Maths contribute to the combined score, Grammar, Punctuation and 

Spelling do not. 

Of the 30 children, 3 children did not sit the tests: 2 children because they are working at a pre-key stage level and 1 

child is a school refuser and did not attend school for the tests. 

The data below is on the 27 children that sat the tests. Blue text shows 2022 national averages 

 Reading Writing Grammar, 
Punctuation 
and Spelling 

Maths RWM at EXS RWM at GDS RWM EXS + 
GDS 

EXS + GDS 27 (100%) 
74% 

27 (100%) 
69% 

27 (100%) 
72% 

27 (100%) 
71% 

 
19/27 
(70%) 

 
8/27 
(30%) 

 
 

 
27/27 
(100%) 

59% 
GDS 18 (67%) 11 (41%) 17 (63%) 16 (59%) 

EXS 9 (33%) 16 (59%) 10 (37%) 11 (41%) 

WT 0 0   

Average 
scaled 
scores 

111 
105 

NA 113 
105 

110 
104 
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End of Year Internal Assessment Data – Teacher Assessment 

Whole School (Years 1-6) and Groups 

Group Reading Writing Maths 

 EXS GDS EXS+GDS EXS GDS EXS+GDS EXS GDS EXS+GDS 

Pupil Premium 50% 25% 75% 67% 8% 75% 75% 17% 82% 

SEND 43% 5% 48% 38% 0% 38% 48% 0% 48% 

Non-White Brit-
ish 

50% 42% 92% 58% 15% 73% 62% 27% 89% 

Girls 60% 27% 87% 67% 18% 85% 67% 19% 86% 

Boys 43% 39% 82% 48% 23% 71% 46% 36% 82% 

All children 51% 33% 84% 57% 20% 77% 56% 28% 84% 

Class R 

Summer Reading Writing  Maths 

GDS 0 0 0 

EXS 24 (82.8%) 24 (82.8%) 24 (82.8%) 

WT 5 (17.2%) 5 (17.2%) 5 (17.2%) 

B 0 0 0 

WB 0 0 0 

Class 1 

Summer Reading Writing  Maths 

GDS 5 (21.7%) 3 (13%) 5 (21.7%) 

EXS 15 (65.2%) 14 (60.9%) 12 (52.2%) 

WT 3 (13%) 6 (26.1%) 6 (26.1%) 

B 0 0 0 

WB 0 0 0 

Class 2 

Summer Reading Writing  Maths 

GDS 8 (26.7%) 6 (20%) 7 (23.3%) 

EXS 18 (60%) 18 (60%) 17 (56.7%) 

WT 4 (13.3%) 6 (20%) 6 (20%) 

B 0 0 0 

WB 0 0 0 

Class 3 

Summer Reading Writing  Maths 

GDS 11 (36.7%) 5 (16.7%) 10 (33.3%) 

EXS 14 (46.7%) 17 (56.7%) 15 (50%) 

WT 5 (16.7%) 8 (26.7%) 5 (16.7%) 

B 0 0 0 

WB 0 0 0 

Class 4 

Summer Reading Writing  Maths 

GDS 10 (38.5%) 4 (15.4%) 5 (19.2%) 

EXS 9 (34.6%) 12 (46.2%) 16 (61.5%) 

WT 6 (23.1%) 9 (34.6%) 4 (15.4%) 

B 0 0 0 

WB 1 (3.8%) 1 (3.8%) 1 (3.8%) 

 

Class 5 

Summer Reading Writing  Maths 
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GDS 8 (34.8%) 4 (17.4%) 8 (34.8%) 

EXS 11 (47.8%) 14 (60.9%) 13 (56.5%) 

WT 3 (13%) 3 (13%) 1 (4.3% 

B 0 2 (8.7%) 1 (4.3%) 

WB 1 (4.3%) 0 0 

Class 6 (Teacher assessment, not SATs data) 

Summer Reading Writing  Maths 

GDS 12 (40%) 11 (36.7%) 10 (33.3%) 

EXS 16 (53.3%) 17 (56.7%) 18 (60%) 

WT 0 0 0 

B 0 0 0 

WB 2 (6.7%) 2 (6.7%) 2 (6.7%) 

 

Externally provided programmes 

Please include the names of any non-DfE programmes that you used your pupil premium (or 

recovery premium) to fund in the previous academic year.  

Programme Provider 

n/a  

  

 

 

 

 

 

Service pupil premium funding (optional) 

For schools that receive this funding, you may wish to provide the following 

information: How our service pupil premium allocation was spent last academic 

year 

n/a 

The impact of that spending on service pupil premium eligible pupils 
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Further information (optional) 

Use this space to provide any further information about your pupil premium strategy. 

For example, about your strategy planning, or other activity that you are implementing 

to support disadvantaged pupils, that is not dependent on pupil premium or recovery 

premium funding. 

 


