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The table above shows us that: 
 

 Pathways have significantly more pupils than the average primary school in England, which places the 
academy in the top quintile nationally. 

 Around half of pupils are eligible for Free School Meals.  This is more than double the national average. 

 Nearly 1 in 5 pupils are supported at School Action. This is around twice the national average and places 
the academy in the top quintile nationally. 

 Pupil mobility at the academy is higher than the national average which places the academy in the top 
quintile nationally for stability. 

 Deprivation factors associated with the academy are twice that seen in primary schools nationally. This 
places the academy in the top quintile nationally. 

 

 
 
The table above shows us that: 
 

 The percentage of pupils eligible for Free School Meals fluctuates between the Year Groups and ranges 
from around 43% of pupils to over 60%. 

 The academy population of pupils with Special Educational Needs ranges from around 1 in 5 to nearly 
50% of pupils across the year groups. 
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School Level Absence 

       Table 2.1.1 
       

 

Academy 
2014 

2014 
national 
average 

for primary 
schools 

Academy 
2015 

2014 
national 
average 

for primary 
schools 

% of sessions 
missed due 
to overall 
absence 

5.4% 3.9% 5.9% 3.9% 

 
The table above shows us that: 

 
 The proportion of sessions missed due to overall absence has increased from 1.4 percentage points (ppts) 

above the national average in 2014 to being 2 ppts above the national average in 2015. This is an overall 
increase of 0.5 percentage points. 

 
 

     Phonics Screening Check 

Chart 4.1.1 Year 1 Phonics Screening Check by Pupil Characteristics 
 

 
Phonics Screening Check 

  2014 2015 

  Cohort 

Number 
meeting 
expected 
standard 

% 
school 

% 
national Cohort 

Number 
meeting 
expected 
standard 

% 
school 

% 
national 

All Pupils 86 57 66 74 87 61 70 77 

Gender         
Male 45 32 71 70 33 14 42 73 

Female 41 25 61 78 54 47 87 81 

Disadvantaged         
Disadvantaged 34 24 71 63 42 30 71 65 

Other 52 33 63 78 45 31 69 79 
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The table above shows us that: 
 

 The proportion of pupils meeting the expected standard has increased between 2014 and 
2015.  In 2014, the academy results were 8 ppts below the national average but the 2015 
results are 7 ppts below the national average. 

 In 2014, a greater proportion of boys than girls met the expected standard, but in 2015, a 
significantly greater proportion of girls than boys met the expected standard. 

 In 2014 and 2015, a greater proportion of disadvantaged pupils than other pupils met the 
expected standard. The proportion of disadvantaged pupils meeting the expected standard in 
2014 and 2015 is above the national average. 

 
Chart 4.2.1 & Table 4.2.2 
 

Percentage of pupils attaining or surpassing levels at Key Stage 1 by subject – 

2015 

  L2B+ L3+ 

Reading Reading School 74% 37% 

 Reading National 82% 32% 

 Difference -8% 5% 

 Sponsored 76% 24% 

Writing Writing School 67% 21% 

 Writing National 72% 18% 

 Difference -5% 3% 

 Sponsored 65% 12% 

Mathematics Maths School 77% 31% 

 Maths National 82% 26% 

 Difference -5% 5% 

 Sponsored 76% 20% 
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The table and chart above shows us that: 
 

 At level 2b+, reading, writing and mathematics are all below the respective national averages. 

 At level 3+, reading, writing and mathematics are all above the respective national averages. 

 

Chart 4.3.1 & Table 4.3.2 
 
Percentage of pupils attaining or surpassing levels at Key Stage 2 by subject – 

2015 

  L4+ L5+ 

Reading Reading School 82% 23% 

 Reading National 89% 48% 

 Difference -7% -25% 

 Sponsored 75% 28% 

Writing Writing School 75% 13% 

 Writing National 87% 38% 

 Difference -12% -25% 

 Sponsored 74% 18% 

Mathematics Maths School 72% 7% 

 Maths National 87% 42% 

 Difference -15% -35% 

 Sponsored 76% 26% 
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The table and chart above shows us that: 
 

 At level 4+, the reading attainment is below the national average and the writing and 
mathematics outcomes are significantly below the respective national averages. 

 At level 5+, the reading, writing and mathematics outcomes are significantly below the 
respective national averages. 
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Table 4.3.2 

Percentage of Key Stage 2 pupils achieving level 4 or above 

  Reading Writing Mathematics 

  Sch Nat Sig Sch Nat Sig Sch Nat Sig 

All Pupils 80% 89% - 73% 87% - 72% 87% - 

Disadvantaged 78%   70%   68%   

Other 82% 92% - 78% 89% - 89% 90% - 

 

The table above shows us that: 

 In reading, the attainment of disadvantaged pupils in school is 4 ppts below the equivalent for 
other pupils. The gap between disadvantaged pupils in school and other pupils nationally is 
14ppts. 

 In writing, the attainment of disadvantaged pupils in school is 8ppts below the equivalent for 
other pupils. The gap between disadvantaged pupils in school and other pupils nationally is 19 
ppts. 

 In mathematics, the attainment of disadvantaged pupils in school is 21 ppts below the 
equivalent for other pupils. The gap between disadvantaged pupils in school and other pupils 
nationally is 22 ppts. 
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Table 5.2.1, 5.2.3 & 5.3.1 

        Expected progress in Reading, Writing and Mathematics Key Stage 1 to Key Stage 2 
 

 

Total 
No. of 
Pupils 

No. 
achieving 
expected 
progress 

School % 
achieving 
expected 
progress 

National 
% 

achieving 
expected 
progress 

School 
number 

achieving 
more than 
expected 
progress 

School % 
achieving 
more than 
expected 
progress 

National 
% 

achieving 
more 
than 

expected 
progress 

Reading               

2014 52 47 90 91 16 31 35 

2015 53 47 87 91 16 32 35 

Writing        

2014 52 50 96 93 19 37 33 

2015 53 50 94 94 15 26 33 

Mathematics        

2014 51 46 90 89 13 25 35 

2015 53 47  91 90 5 8 35 
 

       Represents pupils making expected progress 

Represents pupils making more than expected progress 

 

The table above shows us that: 
 

 Reading – the proportion of pupils making expected progress has decreased slightly from last 
year and remains below the national average. The proportion making better than expected 
progress is around the same level as last year and remains below the national average. 

 Writing - the proportion of pupils making expected progress has decreased slightly from last 
year and is the same as the national average. The proportion making better than expected 
progress has fallen since last year but remains close to the national average. 

 Mathematics - the proportion of pupils making expected progress has remained at around the 
same level as last year and remains in line with the national average. The proportion making 
better than expected progress has fallen significantly from last year and is now significantly 
below the national average. 
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Table 6.1.2 

Closing the Gap trend – disadvantaged pupils - % of pupils making expected 

progress 

Reading  

  2014 2015 

  Sch Nat other  Diff Sch Nat other Diff 

All pupils 90   87   

Disadvantaged 86 92 -6 84 92 -8 

Other 96   89   

Within school gap -10   -5   

 

Writing 

  2014 2015 

  Sch Nat other Diff Sch Nat other Diff 

All pupils 96   94   

Disadvantaged 97 94 +3 94 94 - 

Other 96   95   

Within school gap +1   -1   

 

Mathematics 

  2014 2015 

  Sch Nat other Diff Sch Nat other Diff 

All pupils 90   89   

Disadvantaged 86 91 -5 88 91 -3 

Other 96   89   

Within school gap -10   -1   
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The table above shows us that: 
 

 Reading – in 2014, there was a 10 ppts gap between the proportion of disadvantaged and 

other pupils making expected progress at the academy in reading. There was a 6 ppts gap 

between disadvantaged pupils at the academy and the national figure for other pupils. In 

2015, the equivalent gaps are -5 ppts and -8 ppts respectively. 

 Writing – in 2014, there was no gap between the proportion of disadvantaged and other 

pupils making expected progress at the academy in writing. There was also no gap between 

disadvantaged pupils at the academy and the national figure for other pupils. In 2015, the 

equivalent gaps are -1 ppts and no gap. 

 Mathematics – in 2014, there was a gap of 10 ppts between the proportion of disadvantaged 

and other pupils making expected progress at the academy in mathematics. There was a gap 

of -3 ppts between disadvantaged pupils at the academy and the national figure for other 

pupils. In 2015, the equivalent gaps are -1 ppt and -3 ppts respectively. 


