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Pupil premium strategy statement 

This statement details our school’s use of pupil premium (and recovery premium for the 
2021 to 2022 academic year) 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 effect that last year’s spending of pupil premium had within our 
school.  

School overview 

Detail Data 

School name St Joseph’s Catholic 
Primary School 

Number of pupils in school  110 

Proportion (%) of pupil premium eligible pupils (31) 28% 

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

2021/22 – 2023/24 

Date this statement was published December 2021 

Date on which it will be reviewed July 2022 

Statement authorised by Katy Haggart 

Pupil premium lead Rachel Hockey 

Governor / Trustee lead Chris Savage 

Funding overview 

Detail Amount 

Pupil premium funding allocation this academic year £41,695 

Recovery premium funding allocation this academic year £4,495 

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

£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 

£46,190 
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Part A: Pupil premium strategy plan 

Statement of intent 

At St Joseph’s Catholic Primary School, we target the use of Pupil Premium Grant 

funding to ensure that our disadvantaged pupils receive the highest quality of 

education to enable them to become active, socially responsible citizens of the future. 

We recognise that disadvantaged children can face a wide range of barriers which may 

impact on their learning.  

Demography and School Context 

St Joseph’s Catholic Primary School is a relatively small school located in the outskirts 

of Durham City. There are currently five classes, four of which contain mixed year 

groups. Wherever possible, Year Six children are taught as a single year group.  

The map below displays the “Lower Super Output Areas” (LSOAs) which surround the 

school and they are colour coded according to which national decile they belong to. 

The light blue area is among the 40% most deprived neighbourhoods in the country; 

the mid blue area is among the 30% most deprived neighbourhoods in the country; the 

deep blue is among the 10% most deprived neighbourhoods in the country. In 

December 2021, the majority of our pupils lived in these areas. 

 

Data sources: IMD deciles: Ministries of Housing, Communities & Local Government. LSOA boundaries: ONS, contains public 

sector information licensed under the Open Government Licence v3.0 Background map images © OpenStreetMap contributors. 
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Objectives 

Our ultimate objectives are to:  

 Remove barriers to learning created by poverty, family circumstance and 

background; 

 Narrow the attainment gaps between disadvantaged pupils and their non-

disadvantaged counterparts both within school and nationally;  

 Ensure ALL pupils are able to read fluently and with good understanding to 

enable them to access the breadth of the curriculum;  

 Develop confidence in their ability to communicate effectively in a wide range of 

contexts;  

 Enable pupils to look after their social and emotional wellbeing and to develop 

resilience;  

 Access a wide range of opportunities to support the development of our pupils’ 

knowledge and understanding of the world. 

 

Challenges 

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

Challenge 
number 

Detail of challenge  

1 Social, emotional and mental health and wellbeing 

2 Gaps in reading, writing and maths 

3 Speech, language and communication 

4 Access to wider opportunities 

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 

Sustained improved wellbeing for all pupils Qualitative data from student voice, student 
and parent surveys and teacher 
observations. 

Progress in reading 2023/24 outcomes to be in line with or 
above national average by the end of KS2 
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Progress in writing 2023/24 outcomes to be in line with or 
above national average by the end of KS2 

Progress in mathematics 2023/24 outcomes to be in line with or 
above national average by the end of KS2 

Improved oral language and communication 
skills 

Assessment and observations indicate 
significantly improved oral language. This 
will be reflected in engagement across the 
curriculum, in written work, and in ongoing 
formative assessment. 

Improved cultural and childhood experiences 
for all pupils 

Cultural capital experiences mapped across 
year groups and embedded in curriculum.  
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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: £ 2,000 

Activity Evidence that supports this 
approach 

Challenge 
number(s) 
addressed 

Training of HT for 
‘Trauma informed 
school’ qualification. 
Relevant information 
disseminated to all 
staff in staff 
meeting/INSET time.   

Rates of probable mental disorders 
have increased since 2017; in 6 to 16 
year olds from one in nine (11.6%) to 
one in six (17.4%)  

NatCen Social Research 

 

Half of all mental health problems 
present in young people by the age of 
14. The adults around young people 
can play a huge part in supporting their 
mental health and stopping their needs 
escalating.  

Mental Health Training Courses For 
Professionals | YoungMinds 

1 

Purchase of 
sttandardised 
diagnostic assessments 
across all year groups. 

Support for staff to 
carry out purposeful 
assessment.  

Staff meeting time 
allocated to support 
assessment 

Standardised tests can be used to track 
pupils progress and provide support for 
children where they need it most.  

Education Endowment Foundation | 
EEF   

Standardised tests can identify areas of 
strength and weakness to support teach-
ers to identify next steps – intervention 
etc 

2 

Staff CPD High quality staff CPD is essential to fol-
low EEF principles. This is followed up 
during Staff meetings and INSET. We 
are part of the St Michael’s English Hub 
and relevant staff attend all appropriate 
training on offer.  All staff to lead effec-
tively are released once a term 

2 

 

Targeted academic support (for example, tutoring, one-to-one support 

structured interventions)  

Budgeted cost: £ 32,190 

https://natcen.ac.uk/our-research/research/mental-health-of-children-and-young-people-survey/
https://www.youngminds.org.uk/professional/mental-health-training/
https://www.youngminds.org.uk/professional/mental-health-training/
https://educationendowmentfoundation.org.uk/tools/assessing-and-monitoring-pupil-progress/testing/standardised-tests
https://educationendowmentfoundation.org.uk/tools/assessing-and-monitoring-pupil-progress/testing/standardised-tests
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Activity Evidence that supports this 
approach 

Challenge 
number(s) 
addressed 

Inclusion Manager to 
support staff in 
timetabling 1:1 and 
small group 
interventions, and to 
offer advice to staff in 
supporting pupils to 
overcome barriers to 
learning.  

EEF toolkit suggests that one to one 
tuition can be effective, on average 
accelerating learning by approximately 
five additional months’ progress 

DfE reports suggest that early 
identification and close monitoring of 
pupils with SEN will enable positive 
academic outcomes. 

2, 3 

Additional TA  hours to 
support progress at 
high level 

EEF toolkit : Small Group Work 
(Average impact +4 months) 

1, 2, 3 

Implementation of NELI 
intervention 

NELI has been identified by the EEF as 
a promising project. 

3 

Purchase of Times 
Table Rock Stars, 
NumBots and 
Spag.com 

These online programmes support 
learning in the classroom, and promote 
engagement in learning.  

2 

 

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

wellbeing) 

Budgeted cost: £ 12,000 

Activity Evidence that supports this 
approach 

Challenge 
number(s) 
addressed 

School staffed with 
Positive Futures 
Advisor to address 
barriers to learning and 
support parents and 
families through 
referrals, meetings and 
training programmes. 

EEF suggests that SEL interventions 
have an identifiable and significant 
impact on attitudes to learning, social 
relationships in school, and attainment 
itself (four months additional progress on 
average). 

1, 2 

Provision of subsidised 
breakfast club places  

Research at Leeds University has 
shown that children who eat breakfast 
are more likely to focus better on 
classroom tasks than those who do not 
eat breakfast. Children who eat 
breakfast regularly are more likely to 
have better academic performance. 

1, 2, 3, 4 

Whole school review of 
policies, routines and 
approaches to support 
positive relationships 
and behaviour across 
the school 

Routines have been missed for children 
and this has impacted upon behaviour for 
learning. Some children did complete 
work at home but without the support in 

1, 2, 3, 4 
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the classroom standards have dropped in 
expectations of work and high standards. 

Paul Dix (When the Adults Change) tells 
us that relationships and behaviour man-
agement needs “...a team discipline, 
ethos and look. To get the behaviour you 
want there can be no gaps between the 
adults on what matters. It is this con-
sistency that is most important.”  

Support in financing 
after school clubs, music 
tuition and school trips. 

EEF toolkit acknowledges that after 
school programmes which are closely 
linked to the curriculum are clearly re-
lated to academic benefit. There is also 
evidence indicating that, on average, pu-
pils make two additional months' pro-
gress per year from extended school 
time. 

LOtC indicates that pupils learn better 
though practical experience and acquire 
their knowledge and understanding 
through real-life experiences that stimu-
late their natural curiosity. These can 
then be consolidated through further 
learning opportunities in school. 

1, 2, 3, 4 

 

Total budgeted cost: £ 46,190 
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Part B: Review of outcomes in the previous academic 
year 

Pupil premium strategy outcomes 

This details the impact that our pupil premium activity had on pupils in the 2020 to 2021 

academic year.  

For previous evaluations, please see documentation- 2020-2021 evaluation. 

 

Our internal assessment data for 2020- 21 suggest that the performance of 

disadvantaged pupils was lower than in previous years in all areas of the curriculum; an 

average of 44% of pupil premium children reached expected standard or above in core 

subjects, compared to 60% in 2019.  

Our assessment of the reasons for the 2020-21 outcomes suggests the impact of 

Covid-19 which disrupted the teaching and learning of pupils despite our remote 

learning strategy and the extensive support for this. As evidenced across the country, 

school closures were most detrimental to disadvantaged pupils and therefore to a large 

number of our school cohort. The impact of this was mitigated by our effects to provide 

a high quality remote curriculum and extensive support to pupils. 

Externally provided programmes 

Please include the names of any non-DfE programmes that you purchased in the 

previous academic year. This will help the Department for Education identify which ones 

are popular in England 

Programme Provider 

Times Table Rockstars TTRockstars 

Service pupil premium funding (optional) 

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

Measure Details  

How did you spend your service pupil 
premium allocation last academic year? 

n/a 

What was the impact of that spending on 
service pupil premium eligible pupils? 

n/a 
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