
Secondary inspections since September 2016 
Comments about pupil premium and disadvantaged pupils 

 
Schools judged ‘Outstanding’ overall 

 Leaders and governors have carefully planned the spending of the pupil premium to provide 
individual help from teaching assistants for disadvantaged pupils. This well-targeted support has 
resulted in ever-diminishing differences between the achievement of disadvantaged pupils at 
Levenshulme and non-disadvantaged pupils nationally.  

 Teachers are aware of what disadvantaged pupils, including most-able disadvantaged pupils, need to 
achieve to match the progress of other pupils nationally. They ensure that extra resources, 
particularly teaching assistants financed through the pupil premium, are targeted appropriately.  

 In all subjects and in all year groups, the difference between the progress of disadvantaged pupils, 
including most-able disadvantaged pupils, and other pupils nationally with the same starting points 
is diminishing and, in some subjects, has been eradicated.  

 
Schools judged ‘Good’ overall 

 Pupil premium funding has been used in the main to support pupils who are disadvantaged and least 
able by reducing class sizes. This has been successful and the low-and middle-attaining 
disadvantaged pupils make strong progress. Leaders and governors recognise that there is more to 
do to support those who are disadvantaged and most able in unpicking their individual barriers to 
success.  

 Leaders and governors monitor the use of pupil premium funding efficiently and evaluate the impact 
of actions. As a result, barriers to involvement in extra-curricular activities have been removed. 
Disadvantaged pupils spoke openly about their appreciation of the funding which has allowed them 
to participate. These activities provide pupils with confidence in their abilities which has a direct 
impact on their progress in school.  

 In 2016, disadvantaged pupils, including those who are most-able, made better progress than pupils 
nationally in English, mathematics and Progress 8. However, some made less progress than non-
disadvantaged pupils in mathematics. School leaders are addressing this issue.  

 In English, disadvantaged pupils, including the most able, make more rapid progress compared to 
others nationally. At key stage 3, differences between disadvantaged and non-disadvantaged pupils 
are typically small across a range of subjects including mathematics, English and science. 
Disadvantaged students in the sixth form make very good progress overall.  

 Disadvantaged pupils are making good progress in comparison with other pupils nationally. There 
remains a difference between the attainment of disadvantaged pupils and other pupils in the school 
but this is diminishing. Disadvantaged pupils seen and spoken with during the inspection are working 
as well as their peers.  

 
Schools judged as ‘Requires improvement’ overall 

 Leaders effectively target the pupil premium to support pupils’ learning and behaviour by deploying 
additional teaching assistants, running a mentoring programme for pupils in key stage 3 and 
providing breakfast clubs. While disadvantaged pupils’ progress is not yet good, it is improving.  

 While disadvantaged pupils’ progress has improved since 2015, including through more effective use 
of pupil premium funding, there are still differences in their achievement and other pupils nationally. 
Not all middle leaders ensure that pupils’ progress is tracked rigorously so that effective action can 
be taken to swiftly help pupils in danger of falling behind, including the most able disadvantaged 
pupils.  

 The progress of disadvantaged pupils is not tracked and analysed with sufficient rigour. This means 
that the school and governors are not aware of how well these pupils are performing in different 
subjects and therefore do not set high enough targets for improvement.  



 Governors are unaware of the performance of the disadvantaged pupils at the school. The pupil 
premium funding has been spread too widely across general initiatives which are not measured for 
impact and have not all been focused on meeting disadvantaged pupils’ needs.  

 Teaching has not improved sufficiently to eradicate the differences between the achievement of 
disadvantaged pupils and others.  

 The proportion of disadvantaged pupils making and exceeding expected progress was similar to that 
of other pupils nationally and the most able disadvantaged pupils did better than others nationally in 
2015. However, unvalidated data from 2016 shows that the gap widened again in some areas so the 
improvement was not sustained. Lower-attaining and most-able disadvantaged pupils are making 
stronger progress in English and mathematics than those in the middle-ability band.  

 Leaders’ focus of pupil-premium-funded resources upon Year 11 disadvantaged pupils last year 
meant that their outcomes improved during the year, including for the most able disadvantaged in 
English and mathematics. However, recent actions are only now having an impact on pupils’ 
outcomes lower down the school.  

 
Schools judged as ‘Inadequate’ overall 

 The school does not meet its statutory requirement to have a pupil premium strategy in place by 
September 2016. Funding intended for specific pupils or groups of pupils, including the pupil 
premium, Year 7 catch-up literacy and numeracy funding and special educational needs (SEN) 
support funding, has been diverted to prop up the overall budget. Consequently, pupils are not 
getting the additional support and provision to which they are entitled and their outcomes are 
inadequate.  

 Disadvantaged and the most able disadvantaged pupils are not making enough progress. Leaders 
have not managed funding for disadvantaged pupils well and governors have failed to hold them to 
account for this. A comprehensive external review was undertaken in March 2016 but leaders have 
not yet implemented any of the advice given. A further pupil premium review is recommended so 
that the necessary rigour and responsibility for the eligible pupils is established.  

 Leaders’ and governors’ monitoring of additional funding is rigorous. Interventions funded by the 
pupil premium are clearly itemised and scrutinised by governors. Leaders have sensibly prioritised 
improving teaching and pupils’ literacy skills. While there are signs that progress for disadvantaged 
pupils is accelerating in English, in other areas of the curriculum, their progress is limited by weak 
teaching.  

 Across all year groups, disadvantaged pupils do not make the progress they should. Disadvantaged 
pupils who completed their GCSE examinations in 2016 underachieved. Furthermore, disadvantaged 
pupils in key stage 3 in 2016 did not make sufficient progress, particularly in Year 9. Disadvantaged 
pupils in Year 11 are currently underachieving. This is due to the insufficient support that these 
pupils receive, particularly through the school’s use of pupil premium funding.  

 Leaders in the school do not monitor and evaluate the impact of strategies funded by pupil premium 
in a consistent way. This means that they are planning for some strategies that were ineffective last 
year to be used again this year. Other strategies were not evaluated at all.  

 Governors are unable to account effectively for the spending of pupil premium funding. There is no 
monitoring of the impact of actions taken using the funding. Standards for disadvantaged pupils 
remain very low, although there are some signs of improvement. Governors explained the low 
outcomes for disadvantaged pupils as being due their poor levels of attendance. They do not set 
high aspirations for these pupils.  

 Most-able disadvantaged pupils are now making better progress than in recent years according to 
the school’s own data. However, the reliability of the assessment data from mathematics is not 
secure.  

 
 
 


