
RAISE online Analysis 2015  

Contextual Information: 

 Much smaller than the average primary school (74 pupils compared to the average sized primary 
school of 269 pupils nationally) 

 Proportion of pupils eligible for Free School Meals is higher than the national average (32.4 % of 
pupils at St Mary’s compared to 26.0% nationally). 

 There are a small proportion of pupils from ethnic minorities – 4.7% compared with 30.7% 
nationally. 

 None of the pupils were EAL at St Mary’s compared with 19.5% nationally. 

 Proportion of pupils with SEN support is higher than the national average, 17.6% compared to 13% 
nationally.  The proportion of pupils who have a Statement for Educational needs is significantly 
higher than the national average (9.5% of pupils at St Mary’s compared to 1.4% of pupils nationally.  

 Absence slightly above national (p. 13) but school can demonstrate strategies for improving 
attendance over past two years, (2014 – 96.3%, 2015 95.9%)  

 

ATTAINMENT 

FOUNDATION STAGE 

In 2014 (p.16) 80% of pupils achieved a good level of development, which was above national (61%).  

However, this year (2015) it was only 60% (10 pupils in cohort).  Therefore this year we are focussing on 

supporting those pupils who did not get a good level of development, in preparation for their phonics test at 

the end of this year. 

ACTIONS FOR THE SCHOOL 

 Look closely at provision for EYFS this year and ensure all pupils make good progress. 

 Split class (currently 30 pupils) in the morning so EYFS are separate to help cater better for their 
needs. 

 Offer additional support for those pupils who didn’t get a good level of development (writing and 
reading) through ELS, additional writing support, speech and language intervention. 
 

PHONICS SCREEING TEST 

In 2015, 71% in Year 1 passed the phonics screening test.  This was lower than the previous year (78% in 

2014 and the year before when 80% was achieved).  Unfortunately one pupil joined St Mary’s just a couple 

of weeks before the testing took place, who was a very vulnerable pupil with significant behavioural and 

learning needs.  The school would have got 83% (5 out of 6 pupils would have passed) but the additional 

children meant that as he did not pass, it dropped to 71%. 

ACTIONS FOR THE SCHOOL 
 

 Due to three pupils having low English scores, need to focus on these pupils to try and get at least 
one of the three to expected levels.  This is a challenge as these pupils have significant levels of 
need (case studies prepared for ECM committee). 

 Continue with focussed phonic groups each day in KS1 and use new ‘No nonsense’ spelling 
resources to supplement these sessions. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
KEY STAGE 1 SATS  
In 2015, the cohort of 11 pupils was mixed, with three children with SEN, two of these with significant 

learning needs and so couldn’t access the SATs tests.   

SUBJECT NATIONAL AVERAGE 
POINT SCORES 

ST. MARY’S POINT 
SCORES 

All subjects 16.1 16.0 

Reading 16.6 17.0 

Writing 15.3 15.2 

Maths  16.4 15.9 

 

Looking at Table 4.2.1 and 4.2.2. it can be seen that in reading, St Mary’s were the same as national for 

those achieving Level 2b and above (82%) and were above national for those achieving Level 3 (45% 

compared to 32% nationally).  Writing, at Level 2b, St Mary’s were just above national (73% compared to 

72% nationally) and at Level 2a and at Level 3 St Mary’s were above national. 

In maths, St Mary’s had 82% at Level 2b, with 93% achieving this nationally.  At Level 2a however, we 

were at national levels and for Level 3 we were 1% above national at 27%.  Therefore, it was just our two 

low attainers (SEN pupils) not achieving Level 2b meant we were below national. 

ACTIONS FOR THE SCHOOL: 

 To ensure that good progress in maths, writing and reading continues for current Year 3 pupils.   

 To focus on lower attaining pupils in current Year 2 to ensure that they make good progress during 
the year and maintain good levels of attainment in Summer 2015. 

  

KEY STAGE 2 (Table 4.3.1 p. 28 onwards)  

There were 16 pupils in the cohort, a large number of pupils for St Mary’s.  Within the group there were 4 

SEN and 6 disadvantaged pupils. 

SUBJECT NATIONAL AVERAGE 
POINT SCORES 

ST. MARY’S POINT 
SCORES 

All subjects 28.8 28.9 

Reading  29.0 28.9 

Writing  28.2 29.6 

Grammar, spelling and 
punctuation  

29.1 28.9 

Maths  29 28.5 

 

SUBJECT NATIONAL AVERAGE % 
OF PUPILS ACHIEVING 

LEVEL 4+ 

% OF PUPILS AT ST. 
MARY’S ACHIEVING  

LEVEL 4+ 

Reading  80 94 

Writing 87 81 

Grammar, spelling, 
punctuation 

80 81 

Maths  77 88 

Reading, writing and maths 80 81 

 

 

 



 

SUBJECT NATIONAL AVERAGE % 
OF PUPILS ACHIEVING 

LEVEL 5+ 

% OF PUPILS AT ST. 
MARY’S ACHIEVING  

LEVEL 5+ 

Reading  48 44 

Writing 36 56 

Grammar, spelling, 
punctuation 

55 56 

Maths  41 38 

Reading, writing and maths 24 19 

 

Therefore in all areas apart from writing at Level 4, St Mary’s was at least at national. 

St Mary’s were about or just below national for reading, maths and grammar and spelling and above in 

writing.   

Table 4.3.5 (p.36) shows an upward trend for the school at KS2, with results increasing generally over the 

past two years.  In maths, reading and spelling, still slightly below national on average point scores but the 

cohort were ‘lower attainers’ than the national average in their KS1 tests (14.3 point score achieved 

compared to 15.4 nationally – seen Table 3.1.1) and there was good or better than good progress in all of 

these subjects for all pupils, with the exception of one pupil in reading. 

ACTIONS FOR THE SCHOOL: 

Using Table 3.1.1 (page 15) 

 Year 5 (now current Year 6) are a more able group, scoring better than average at KS1 so the 

challenge is to ensure the group do well at KS2 SATs in the summer, with a more challenging 

curriculum and new style assessments.  Still do not know what pupils will need to achieve to be 

seen as ‘above expected' attainment. 

 However looking ahead further, Year 4 (current Year 5) are a lower achieving group and therefore 

have (and still are) getting focussed intervention to help pupils make accelerated progress where 

possible. 

PROGRESS KS2 

p. 39 Table 5.1.1 (and onwards for detailed analysis of progress) 

Value added for KS2 is now 100.9 for 2015 across all subjects. All subjects are over 100, with arrows 

showing increase in maths and significant increase in writing. 

p. 41 Table 5.1.3 identified as progressing well above compared to national mean for boys, low achievers 

and those with a statement for SEN. 

p. 42 Table 5.1.4 shows good progress for all groups, many of these highlighted green which means that 

there is a significant level of progress, above national mean.  There is also an upward trend for the school 

looking across (although OFSTED can only look at ‘trends’ since we became an academy from April 2014). 

Reading 

1 pupil made less than expected progress in reading all of the other pupils made at least expected progress 

(93% compared with 91% nationally).  47% achieved more than expected progress compared with 33% 

nationally. 



Looking at disadvantaged pupils; 83% achieved expected progress (this is due to the one child in the whole 

cohort who didn’t make expected progress) compared to 92% nationally, but 50% made more than 

expected progress compared to 33% nationally.  Also this compares favourably when looking at pupils in 

school who were not disadvantaged (44% made more than expected progress) so evidence of the school 

closing the gap for these children. 

Writing 

In writing, all pupils made expected progress (100% compared to 94%nationally) and 73% made more than 

expected progress compared to 36% nationally.  This carries the trend on improved writing which we had 

last year when we were moderated.  This year for the second year running we had a level 6 writer, whose 

work was externally moderated. 

Looking at disadvantaged pupils; 100% expected progress compared to 95% nationally and 50% more than 

expected compared to 37% nationally.  However, 89% of pupils who were not disadvantaged achieved 

more than expected progress so need to be aware that this is limiting the ‘closing the gap’ for some of 

these pupils. 

Maths 

In maths, all pupils made expected progress (100%, compared to 90% nationally) and 40% achieved more 

than expected, above national of 34%.   

Looking at disadvantaged pupils; 100% expected progress compared to 91% nationally, and 50% more 

than expected compared to 37% nationally and 33% of other pupils in school who are not disadvantaged, 

showing evidence of closing the gap. 

ACTIONS FOR THE SCHOOL: 

 Carefully monitor the progress of pupils this year who are disadvantaged (Year 6 just one pupil) and 
other pupils in Year 5 who have significant SEN.  Currently being addressed through targeted 
intervention and one to one tuition from a teacher to be reviewed at Christmas. 

 Half termly meeting about pupil progress – identifying pupils with difficulties 

 Opportunities for staff to talk to pupils about their next step targets. 

 Improving teaching standards through training in school. 

 Regular moderation of work and observations of teaching. 
 

 
Disadvantaged pupils – KS1 
 
KS1 total number of disadvantaged pupils: 4   
Of these, 3 had significant SEN, all receiving additional funding from Devon LA for SEN. 
 

Subject Point score for 
disadvantaged 
pupils (school) 

Point score 
for other 
pupils 
(school) 

National  
for other 
pupils 

% 
achieving 
Level 2  

National  % 
achieving 
Level 3 

National  

Reading  13.5 19.0 17.1 50 93 25 37 

Writing  10.5 17.9 15.8 25 37 0 21 

Maths  12.5 17.9 16.9 50 95 0 30 

 

 

 



 

KS2 Disadvantaged pupils Table 6.2.1 (page 55) 

Total number of pupils: 6 

Much of this information already covered, but this table breaks down the achievement of disadvantaged 

pupils into their level achieved at KS1.  Those who achieved low results at KS1 tended to do better at KS2 

in ‘closing the gap, i.e. more made better than expected progress compared to national.   However, those 

who got Level 2 in writing at KS1, none of the disadvantaged pupils were able to achieve better than 

expected progress (i.e. achieve a Level 5) 

 

ACTIONS FOR THE SCHOOL: 

 Careful monitoring of all disadvantaged pupils, especially ones in Year 2 and Year 5 currently.  

Need to ensure better than expected progress this year.   

 Monitor disadvantaged pupils who are SEN to try and enable better than expected attainment by the 

end of the year. 


