
 
PRATTS BOTTOM PRIMARY SCHOOL

Curriculum Committee meeting minutes from 17.01.2019

Curriculum Committee

Date of meeting: 17.01.2019 at 3:30pm

Chair: Kate Savage 

Governors present 
Governor 
apologies

Emma Hodson (HoS) Julie Jensen 
Kate Savage (Chair)  
Cheryl Bone  
Sophie Perez  

1. To receive and approve apologies for absence

1.1. Apologies were received and approved for Julie Jensen.  

2. To declare any interests to the meeting and to record any alterations to 
Governors'pecuniary/personal interests

2.1. There were no interests declared to the meeting and no changes to Governors’ pecuniary
personal interests. 

3. To approve the minutes of the Curriculum Committee meeting

3.1. The minutes of the Curriculum Committee meeting held on 4
and agreed to be an accurate record of the meeting.

3.2. The Chair signed and dated the 

4. To consider matters/actions arising from 
2018 

4.1. Governors reviewed the actions from the Curriculum Committee Meeting 

4.2. Action 1 – HoS to look into possible fundraising opportunities to enable T4W training to be 
provided by Warren Road Primary School.
has been arranged for the following week (on 23.01.2019) focusing on Year 6
T4W training focusing on Year 6 next week at Warren Road Primary
attending had already been working with the 
Junior School (DWJS) to improve writing at school.
and putting in place new teaching techniques.  
Chelsfield Primary School (CPS) as they also had mixed age classes.  
itwould not.  Although CPS had mixed age classes and 
It would be more beneficial for the school
completed with the AHT at DWJ

4.3. Action 2 - PH to provide feedback from SOLA Chair of Governors meeting in relation to utilising 
SOLA resources and expertise across the Trust.
provided an update at the last Full Governing Body
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CommitteeMeeting Minutes: 17.01.2019
 

at 3:30pm Venue: Pratts Bottom PrimarySchool

Clerk:Melissa Perry  

Governor 
pologies 

Absent In attendance

Julie Jensen   Melissa Perry (Clerk)
  
  
  

MINUTES 

To receive and approve apologies for absence 

Apologies were received and approved for Julie Jensen.   

To declare any interests to the meeting and to record any alterations to 
interests 

There were no interests declared to the meeting and no changes to Governors’ pecuniary

To approve the minutes of the Curriculum Committee meetings held on 4th October 

lum Committee meeting held on 4th October 2018 were 
accurate record of the meeting. 

ir signed and dated the approved minutes.   

arising from the Curriculum Committee meetingsheld on

Governors reviewed the actions from the Curriculum Committee Meeting held on 4.10.

to look into possible fundraising opportunities to enable T4W training to be 
provided by Warren Road Primary School.The HoS reported that T4W (Talk 4 Writing) training 

the following week (on 23.01.2019) focusing on Year 6.  SP is att
T4W training focusing on Year 6 next week at Warren Road Primary.  The PBPS teacher 
attending had already been working with the Assistant Headteacher (AHT) from Darrick Wood 

to improve writing at school.  This had included preparing action plans 
and putting in place new teaching techniques.  Governors asked if the training would include 

(CPS) as they also had mixed age classes.  The HoS responded that 
would not.  Although CPS had mixed age classes and used T4W they worked very differently.  

be more beneficial for the school to build on the work the teacher had already 
completed with the AHT at DWJS. 

PH to provide feedback from SOLA Chair of Governors meeting in relation to utilising 
SOLA resources and expertise across the Trust.PH was not present at the meeting but had 
provided an update at the last Full Governing Body (FGB) meeting on 21.11.2018 and would 

  

17.01.2019 

School 

ttendance 

Melissa Perry (Clerk) 

There were no interests declared to the meeting and no changes to Governors’ pecuniary or 

October 2018 

2018 were reviewed 

held on 4th October 

held on 4.10.18.   

to look into possible fundraising opportunities to enable T4W training to be 
The HoS reported that T4W (Talk 4 Writing) training 

SP is attending 
.  The PBPS teacher 

from Darrick Wood 
ring action plans 

Governors asked if the training would include 
The HoS responded that 

used T4W they worked very differently.  
to build on the work the teacher had already 

PH to provide feedback from SOLA Chair of Governors meeting in relation to utilising 
PH was not present at the meeting but had 

meeting on 21.11.2018 and would 
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continue to update governors on how the school was 

5. SIP: Assessment Systems  

5.1. The HoS explained that the school had now adopted the SIMs assessment system
to 6.  This replaced the Target Tracker (TT) which was previously being used.  The new system 
would make it easier to track the children’s progress.  It was especially useful in tracking SEN 
children who might not be able to progress  
making progress.  The SIMs system would pin point the 
their prior attainment.  The use of the SIMs system is one of the action
Improvement Plan(SIP),(Developmental Objec
summative assessment systems which are understood and used effectively by all staff in order 
to track children’s progress).  

5.2. The new system charts numbered 
from 1-39 “SIMs number”).  Each year group (except 
Expected and Exceeding.  Each group has 2 steps and a child’s progress is tracked 
considering how many steps 
Indicator (KPI) grids which set

5.3. Children all start on the bottom number of Emerging 
they are working below band 
expectations – see further explanation of how these children are tracked below).  Throughout 
the year a child will be targeted to make 3 steps progress and end the year on high 
High attainers are targeted to achieve 5 ste

5.4. For a child working ‘below’ band the system works differently.  
remain on ‘Emerging’ and appear to have not achieved any steps
age group.    This is because i
different.  It will be below the Emerging step for their age group.  
the appropriate level and will have a KPI grid which reflects th
there is still an expectation that a child should make 3 steps progress but it is tailored to that 
child’s ability and the system will show whether progress is being made.  

5.5. Governors felt positive about the new system.  They had been concer
not appear to move forward from an assessment point and made it difficult to assess whether 
they had made any progress.  Governors questioned whether this would make it more difficult 
for teachers to work at different y
groups.  The Staff Governor said that it did not cause much additional work for them as they 
use the appropriate KPIs from a lower year group to adapt the teaching.   

5.6. A child’s SIMs assessment number is 
An assessment is based on the
books and the teacher reviews these on an ongoing basis to 
evidence a child is secure in these areas.  

6. Assessment and Analysis of Autumn 2 data reports

6.1. EYFS Assessment-Attainment and Progress Autumn Term 2018 

6.2. The HoS’s report had been circulated prior to the meeting.  Governors confirmed they had read 
the document.  The HoShighlighted the following key points:

6.3. Reception pupils who are on track to achieve Expected + by the end of year: 

 Reading: 63.6% 
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continue to update governors on how the school was utilising SOLA resources.  

The HoS explained that the school had now adopted the SIMs assessment system
.  This replaced the Target Tracker (TT) which was previously being used.  The new system 

would make it easier to track the children’s progress.  It was especially useful in tracking SEN 
children who might not be able to progress  in line with age related expectations but were still 
making progress.  The SIMs system would pin point the progress children had made 

The use of the SIMs system is one of the action points from the School 
(Developmental Objective I. To ensure consistent formative and 

summative assessment systems which are understood and used effectively by all staff in order 
to track children’s progress).   

The new system charts numbered progress steps from EYFS up to Y6 Exceeding (numbered 
).  Each year group (except Year 1) is split into 3 groups 

Expected and Exceeding.  Each group has 2 steps and a child’s progress is tracked 
considering how many steps progress they achieve.  This works together with Key

which set out the criteria for Emerging, Expected and Exceeding.  

n all start on the bottom number of Emerging at the start of an academic year 
they are working below band – this means they are working below their year group’s 

see further explanation of how these children are tracked below).  Throughout 
the year a child will be targeted to make 3 steps progress and end the year on high 
High attainers are targeted to achieve 5 steps progress and end the year on high 

band the system works differently.  A child could be shown to 
appear to have not achieved any steps progress if tracked on

is because if a child is working ‘below’ band then their starting point is 
different.  It will be below the Emerging step for their age group.  Childrenwill be 
the appropriate level and will have a KPI grid which reflects their ability.  As with
there is still an expectation that a child should make 3 steps progress but it is tailored to that 
child’s ability and the system will show whether progress is being made.   

Governors felt positive about the new system.  They had been concerned over children who did 
not appear to move forward from an assessment point and made it difficult to assess whether 
they had made any progress.  Governors questioned whether this would make it more difficult 

teachers to work at different year levels when they were already working in mixed age 
The Staff Governor said that it did not cause much additional work for them as they 

use the appropriate KPIs from a lower year group to adapt the teaching.    

number is agreedby the classteacher, following assessment week.  
the KPI grids.  The gridsare placed in each child’s writing and 

books and the teacher reviews these on an ongoing basis to highlight and show 
secure in these areas.   

Assessment and Analysis of Autumn 2 data reports 

Attainment and Progress Autumn Term 2018  

The HoS’s report had been circulated prior to the meeting.  Governors confirmed they had read 
highlighted the following key points: 

Reception pupils who are on track to achieve Expected + by the end of year:  

  

.   

The HoS explained that the school had now adopted the SIMs assessment system from Year 1 
.  This replaced the Target Tracker (TT) which was previously being used.  The new system 

would make it easier to track the children’s progress.  It was especially useful in tracking SEN 
expectations but were still 

children had made based on 
from the School 

nsure consistent formative and 
summative assessment systems which are understood and used effectively by all staff in order 

steps from EYFS up to Y6 Exceeding (numbered 
is split into 3 groups – Emerging, 

Expected and Exceeding.  Each group has 2 steps and a child’s progress is tracked by 
they achieve.  This works together with Key Performance 

out the criteria for Emerging, Expected and Exceeding.   

at the start of an academic year (unless 
ow their year group’s 

see further explanation of how these children are tracked below).  Throughout 
the year a child will be targeted to make 3 steps progress and end the year on high ‘expected’.  

ps progress and end the year on high ‘exceeding’.   

be shown to 
progress if tracked only by its 

band then their starting point is 
will be working at 

.  As with all children, 
there is still an expectation that a child should make 3 steps progress but it is tailored to that 

ned over children who did 
not appear to move forward from an assessment point and made it difficult to assess whether 
they had made any progress.  Governors questioned whether this would make it more difficult 

when they were already working in mixed age 
The Staff Governor said that it did not cause much additional work for them as they 

following assessment week.  
child’s writing and Maths 

highlight and show where there is 

The HoS’s report had been circulated prior to the meeting.  Governors confirmed they had read 



 
PRATTS BOTTOM PRIMARY SCHOOL

Curriculum Committee meeting minutes from 17.01.2019

 Writing: 63.6% 

 Maths: 63.6% 

 Good Level of Development

6.4. Pupils are making Expected progress in all three subjects.  Progress in reading is stronger than 
writing and Maths (reading 81.8%, writing 54.5% and 

6.5. Girls are outperforming boys in all three subjects in attainment and progress.  There are 4 boys 
(1 of whom is working below age related expectations and has an Education Health Care Plan 
(EHCP)).   

6.6. There is one Pupil Premium (PP) child in this year group 

6.7. Special Education Needs (SEN) children are making 

6.8. Teachers are clear about the progress and attainment of every child in their class.  Pupil 
Progress Meetings have taken place to review this data and an intervention programme has 
been put in place to ensure that children are making progress across the EYFS curriculum.  

6.9. Assessment-Attainment and Progress Autumn Term 2018 (Years 1

6.10. The HoS’s report had been circulated prior to the meeting.  Governors confirmed they had read 
the report. 

6.11. The report used the SIMs assessment
detail for each age group.   For all years the data covered reading, writing a
subject there was data on the number of children, % at 
of progress steps.  The data was further broken down to children a
Expected and Exceeding.  It also showed how the classes were broken down by girls/boys and 
those with PP and SEN support.  

6.12. Splitting out the children in Emerg
picture of how children were progressing
assessment systems children making accelerated progress could even out a child who was not 
progressing (i.e. their progress cancelled each other out).  With the new system it was easier to 
identify strong performers as well as those that were not making progress so that they could 
be targeted and intervention plans put in place.  

6.13. Governors agreed this was a much better system and were grateful for the time the HoS had 
taken to talk through the data at a very detailed level.  Governors noted that the HoS had spent 
a great deal of time preparing the detailed reports.  

6.14. The main highlights for each age group were:  

6.15. Year 1  

6.16. Year 1 pupils who are on track to achieve Expected+ by the end of the y

 Reading: 92% 

 Writing: 83% 

 Maths: 83% 

6.17. Pupils are currently exceeding their prior attainment (GLD).  

6.18. Pupils are making expected progress in all three subjects.  Progress in reading and 
stronger than writing.   

6.19. Girls are outperforming boys in
(1 of whom is working below band, working at EYFS expectations).  
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Good Level of Development (GLD): 54.5% 

xpected progress in all three subjects.  Progress in reading is stronger than 
(reading 81.8%, writing 54.5% and Maths72.7%). 

Girls are outperforming boys in all three subjects in attainment and progress.  There are 4 boys 
rking below age related expectations and has an Education Health Care Plan 

There is one Pupil Premium (PP) child in this year group who also has an EHCP.  

Special Education Needs (SEN) children are making Expected progress.   

about the progress and attainment of every child in their class.  Pupil 
Progress Meetings have taken place to review this data and an intervention programme has 
been put in place to ensure that children are making progress across the EYFS curriculum.  

Attainment and Progress Autumn Term 2018 (Years 1-6) 

The HoS’s report had been circulated prior to the meeting.  Governors confirmed they had read 

The report used the SIMs assessment as explained above.  The HoS went through the data in
detail for each age group.   For all years the data covered reading, writing and Maths

data on the number of children, % at Expected, % on track and the number 
of progress steps.  The data was further broken down to children assessed as Emerg

.  It also showed how the classes were broken down by girls/boys and 
SEN support.   

Splitting out the children in Emerging, Expected and Exceeding allowed for a more accurate 
ren were progressing based on their prior attainment.  In previous 

assessment systems children making accelerated progress could even out a child who was not 
progressing (i.e. their progress cancelled each other out).  With the new system it was easier to 
identify strong performers as well as those that were not making progress so that they could 
be targeted and intervention plans put in place.   

Governors agreed this was a much better system and were grateful for the time the HoS had 
the data at a very detailed level.  Governors noted that the HoS had spent 

a great deal of time preparing the detailed reports.   

The main highlights for each age group were:   

Year 1 pupils who are on track to achieve Expected+ by the end of the year:  

Pupils are currently exceeding their prior attainment (GLD).   

are making expected progress in all three subjects.  Progress in reading and 

are outperforming boys in all three subjects in attainment and progress.  There are 4 boys 
(1 of whom is working below band, working at EYFS expectations).   

  

xpected progress in all three subjects.  Progress in reading is stronger than 

Girls are outperforming boys in all three subjects in attainment and progress.  There are 4 boys 
rking below age related expectations and has an Education Health Care Plan 

 

about the progress and attainment of every child in their class.  Pupil 
Progress Meetings have taken place to review this data and an intervention programme has 
been put in place to ensure that children are making progress across the EYFS curriculum.   

The HoS’s report had been circulated prior to the meeting.  Governors confirmed they had read 

explained above.  The HoS went through the data in 
Maths.  For each 

xpected, % on track and the number 
ssessed as Emerging, 

.  It also showed how the classes were broken down by girls/boys and 

allowed for a more accurate 
.  In previous 

assessment systems children making accelerated progress could even out a child who was not 
progressing (i.e. their progress cancelled each other out).  With the new system it was easier to 
identify strong performers as well as those that were not making progress so that they could 

Governors agreed this was a much better system and were grateful for the time the HoS had 
the data at a very detailed level.  Governors noted that the HoS had spent 

are making expected progress in all three subjects.  Progress in reading and Maths is 

subjects in attainment and progress.  There are 4 boys 
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6.20. There are no PP children in this year group.  

6.21. SEN children are making Expected progress in writing; this is in line with t
making more than Expected progress in reading. 

6.22. The HoS explained that sometimes the figures for this age group can be skewed
because there are only 3 progress steps for EYFS under the new assessment (other years have 
6 steps) so it captures less accurate information for this year group. 
even out in the following years.  

6.23. Year 2  

6.24. Pupils who are on track to achieve Expected+ by the end of the year: 

 Reading: 67% 

 Writing: 67% 

 Maths: 75% 

6.25. Pupils are making Expected progress in all three subjects.  It is slightly stronger in 
are broadly keeping pace with their prior attainment.  
assessed a child’s prior attainment.  
performance at statutory assessment points 
a pupil in Year 5 would look at prior attainment based on Year 2 scores.  

6.26. Girls are outperforming boys in attainment and progress
boys’ progress is in line with girls and exceeds girls 

6.27. There is one PP child in this year group.  He is not currently keeping pace with his prior 
attainment in reading and writing.  A referral has been made to Br
(BCP) due to the complexity of his needs.  

6.28. Governors noted that the new system was also more effective a
evidencing how funds were being utilised to support those children.  

6.29. SEN children are making Exp
attainment and one child is not.  The HoS explained that where they identify that a child is not 
progressing they are targeted and an intervention plan is put in place.  The child with PP and 
SEN has complex needs and there are various factors affecting progress. 

6.30. Year 3 

6.31. Pupils who are on track to achieve Expected+ by the end of the year:

 Reading: 71% 

 Writing: 50% 

 Maths: 50% 

6.32. Governors asked why only 50% of children were on track 
Emerging 100%, Expected 75% and Exceed
pupils who are not working to
overall column as they are not on track against age related ex
based on their prior attainment it shows that they are keeping pace and are on track.

6.33. Pupils are making Expected progress in reading and 

6.34. Some pupils who achieved Expected Standard (EXS)
progress in writing (2 pupils) and 
December and those not on track are being targeted and have intervention plans.  
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There are no PP children in this year group.   

xpected progress in writing; this is in line with their peers.  They are 
xpected progress in reading.  

The HoS explained that sometimes the figures for this age group can be skewed
because there are only 3 progress steps for EYFS under the new assessment (other years have 

s) so it captures less accurate information for this year group. The HoS expect
even out in the following years.   

Pupils who are on track to achieve Expected+ by the end of the year:  

xpected progress in all three subjects.  It is slightly stronger in 
are broadly keeping pace with their prior attainment.  Governors asked how the school 
assessed a child’s prior attainment.  The HoS responded that they would look at a child’s 
performance at statutory assessment points – EYFS, Key Stage 1 and Key Stage 2.  For example, 
a pupil in Year 5 would look at prior attainment based on Year 2 scores.   

Girls are outperforming boys in attainment and progress in writing and reading.  Although 
boys’ progress is in line with girls and exceeds girls progress in Maths.   

There is one PP child in this year group.  He is not currently keeping pace with his prior 
attainment in reading and writing.  A referral has been made to Bromley Children’s Project 

due to the complexity of his needs.   

Governors noted that the new system was also more effective at looking at PP children and 
evidencing how funds were being utilised to support those children.   

xpected progress.  One child is on track to meet their prior 
attainment and one child is not.  The HoS explained that where they identify that a child is not 
progressing they are targeted and an intervention plan is put in place.  The child with PP and 

as complex needs and there are various factors affecting progress.  

Pupils who are on track to achieve Expected+ by the end of the year: 

Governors asked why only 50% of children were on track for writing when the data showed 
100%, Expected 75% and Exceeding 100% on track.  The HoS explained that 

to their age related band cannot be included as on track
overall column as they are not on track against age related expectations.  However, when 
based on their prior attainment it shows that they are keeping pace and are on track.

xpected progress in reading and Maths.  Progress is strongest in reading.  

Some pupils who achieved Expected Standard (EXS) in KS1 are not currently making expected 
progress in writing (2 pupils) and Maths (3 pupils).  A Pupil Intervention meeting was held in 
December and those not on track are being targeted and have intervention plans.  

  

heir peers.  They are 

The HoS explained that sometimes the figures for this age group can be skewed.  This is 
because there are only 3 progress steps for EYFS under the new assessment (other years have 

expects this to 

xpected progress in all three subjects.  It is slightly stronger in Maths.  They 
Governors asked how the school 

d look at a child’s 
S, Key Stage 1 and Key Stage 2.  For example, 

.  Although 

There is one PP child in this year group.  He is not currently keeping pace with his prior 
omley Children’s Project 

looking at PP children and 

e child is on track to meet their prior 
attainment and one child is not.  The HoS explained that where they identify that a child is not 
progressing they are targeted and an intervention plan is put in place.  The child with PP and 

data showed 
The HoS explained that emerging 

their age related band cannot be included as on track in the 
pectations.  However, when 

based on their prior attainment it shows that they are keeping pace and are on track. 

.  Progress is strongest in reading.   

in KS1 are not currently making expected 
(3 pupils).  A Pupil Intervention meeting was held in 

December and those not on track are being targeted and have intervention plans.   
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6.35. Girls are outperforming boys in readi
although girls are making slightly more progress (+0.31).  

6.36. There is one PP child in this year group. The pupil is making good progress and is on track to 
achieve their prior attainment target.

6.37. SEN children are making expected progress.    

6.38. Year 4  

6.39. Pupils who are on track to achieve Expected+ by the end the year:

 Reading: 69% 

 Writing: 69% 

 Maths: 69% 

6.40. Progress in all three subjects is good and strongest in 

6.41. Some pupils who achieved EXS in 
pupils) and writing (1 pupil).   

6.42. Girls are outperforming boys in all three subjects in attainment and
progress.  Progress in Maths

6.43. There are two PP children in this year group.  1 child is not on track against his prior attainment 
target in reading however, they are both on track in writing and 

6.44. SEN children are making expected progress.  

6.45. There is one English as an Additional Language (EAL) child in this year group.  He is 
outperforming his peers in writing and 

6.46. Year 5  

6.47. Pupils who are on track to achieve Expected+ by the end of the year:

 Reading: 50% 

 Writing: 63%  

 Maths: 50% 

6.48. In this year group the school 
are working below band (below the Year 5 expectations).  

6.49. Pupils are making expected progress in all three subjects.  It is stronger in reading and 

6.50. Two pupils who achieved EXS in KS1 in reading are not on t
target.  However, they are in writing and 
affected by a change in the curriculum.  
introduced when this year group was in Year 2 
progress has stalled and an intervention plan is in place.

6.51. Boys (2) are outperforming girls (6) in all subjects.  

6.52. There is one PP child who is on track to achieve their prior attainment target.  

6.53. SEN children are making expected progress. 

6.54. Year 6 

6.55. This is the last group to use the old tracking system.  Instead of 
Exceeding the children are split into LI/below, L2b/2cKS1, L2a/3KS1 under the old system.  
Governors asked what information was used to assess this year group.  
they looked at previous SATs papers, scores for t
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Girls are outperforming boys in reading and writing.  Boys are outperforming girls in 
although girls are making slightly more progress (+0.31).   

There is one PP child in this year group. The pupil is making good progress and is on track to 
achieve their prior attainment target. 

ildren are making expected progress.     

Pupils who are on track to achieve Expected+ by the end the year: 

Progress in all three subjects is good and strongest in Maths (1.54).   

Some pupils who achieved EXS in KS1 are currently not making expected progress in reading (
pupils) and writing (1 pupil).    

Girls are outperforming boys in all three subjects in attainment and in 2 out of 3
Maths is in line with expectations.   

e are two PP children in this year group.  1 child is not on track against his prior attainment 
target in reading however, they are both on track in writing and Maths.   

SEN children are making expected progress.   

There is one English as an Additional Language (EAL) child in this year group.  He is 
outperforming his peers in writing and Maths and is in line in reading.   

Pupils who are on track to achieve Expected+ by the end of the year: 

the school has the highest percentage (37.5%) of children, 3 out of 8, who 
are working below band (below the Year 5 expectations).   

king expected progress in all three subjects.  It is stronger in reading and 

ved EXS in KS1 in reading are not on track to meet their prior attain
target.  However, they are in writing and Maths.  Governors asked if this was the year group 
affected by a change in the curriculum.  The HoS said that the new curriculum had been 
introduced when this year group was in Year 2 and expectations had been raised.
progress has stalled and an intervention plan is in place. 

Boys (2) are outperforming girls (6) in all subjects.   

There is one PP child who is on track to achieve their prior attainment target.   

SEN children are making expected progress.  

This is the last group to use the old tracking system.  Instead of Emerging, Expected and 
the children are split into LI/below, L2b/2cKS1, L2a/3KS1 under the old system.  

Governors asked what information was used to assess this year group.  The HoS responded that 
they looked at previous SATs papers, scores for the last assessment in Year 6 and classwork.  

  

ng and writing.  Boys are outperforming girls in Maths, 

There is one PP child in this year group. The pupil is making good progress and is on track to 

KS1 are currently not making expected progress in reading (2 

2 out of 3 subjects for 

e are two PP children in this year group.  1 child is not on track against his prior attainment 

There is one English as an Additional Language (EAL) child in this year group.  He is 

the highest percentage (37.5%) of children, 3 out of 8, who 

king expected progress in all three subjects.  It is stronger in reading and Maths.   

rack to meet their prior attainment 
s the year group 

The HoS said that the new curriculum had been 
expectations had been raised.  One child’s 

 

, Expected and 
the children are split into LI/below, L2b/2cKS1, L2a/3KS1 under the old system.  

The HoS responded that 
he last assessment in Year 6 and classwork.   
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6.56. Pupils who are on track to achieve Expected+ by the end of the year:

 Reading: 80% 

 Writing: 70% 

 Maths: 60% 

6.57. In this year group, almost half (four out of ten pupils) are on the SEN register.  Two children 
have EHCPs and one child is a school refuser.

6.58. The majority of children are on track to achieve their prior attainment target.  

6.59. Girls are outperforming boys in all three subjects in attainment

6.60. One child is in receipt of PP funding.  However, this c
made any progress.  Governors asked what the school was doing 
HoSresponded that social services were heavily involved but progress was slow.  

6.61. Governors asked if this was affecting 
the child’s absences were recorded as unauthorised.  The school’s attendance record for this 
academic year had also been affected by a chickenpox epidemic where many children were off 
school for a week in the autumn term.  The 
does not raiseconcerns because attendanc
explained.  Governors agreed they did not have concerns because there were reasons for the 
drop in attendance rates.  

6.62. SEN children are making Expected progress in reading but not writing and 
SEN children, 2 are not making progress.  One is a school refuser and one is being targeted for 
support.   

6.63. There is one EAL child in this year group.  She is outperforming her peers in all three subjects.  

6.64. Overview of Years 1-6 

6.65. Across the school pupils are making 
their prior attainment targets.  In five 
SEND children are generally making progress in line with their peers and are on track to meet 
their prior attainment targets.  

6.66. There are 6 PP pupils, 4 of these are also on the SEN register.  Their pro
the school.  Governors asked if PP will 
she did not know for sure, this year they did not have any go up.  

6.67. Governors considered whether PP should be a separate agenda point. 
included in the HoS Report she prepares for the FGB and the PP Report is published on the 
school website.   

6.68. EAL pupils (2) are making good progress.  

6.69. In Years 3, 4 and 5 some pupils who were judged as being age related at the end of KS
currently keeping pace with their prior attainment target (Year 3: 3 pupils, Year 4: 2 pupils, 
Year 5: 2 pupils).   

6.70. The HoS confirmed that teachers are clear about the progress and attainment of every child in 
their class.  Pupil Progress Meeting
programme has been put into place to ensure that children who are not keeping pace with 
their prior attainment are targeted.  

6.71. Governors asked whether the new assessment system would be included in
the next FGB.  The HoS explained that it would but not in the same level of detail.  The 
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Pupils who are on track to achieve Expected+ by the end of the year: 

In this year group, almost half (four out of ten pupils) are on the SEN register.  Two children 
Ps and one child is a school refuser. 

The majority of children are on track to achieve their prior attainment target.   

Girls are outperforming boys in all three subjects in attainment and progress.   

One child is in receipt of PP funding.  However, this child is a school refuser and he has not 
Governors asked what the school was doing to support this child.  

responded that social services were heavily involved but progress was slow.  

Governors asked if this was affecting the school’s attendance figures.  The HoS said that it was, 
the child’s absences were recorded as unauthorised.  The school’s attendance record for this 

been affected by a chickenpox epidemic where many children were off 
n the autumn term.  The school’s report from WPA Educational Services

concerns because attendance rates are now rising and absences could be 
Governors agreed they did not have concerns because there were reasons for the 

xpected progress in reading but not writing and Maths
SEN children, 2 are not making progress.  One is a school refuser and one is being targeted for 

There is one EAL child in this year group.  She is outperforming her peers in all three subjects.  

Across the school pupils are making Expected progress.  They are generally keeping pace with 
their prior attainment targets.  In five out of six year groups girls are outperforming boys.  
SEND children are generally making progress in line with their peers and are on track to meet 
their prior attainment targets.   

There are 6 PP pupils, 4 of these are also on the SEN register.  Their progress is mixed across 
Governors asked if PP will go up when pupils are in Year 3.The HoS responded that 

she did not know for sure, this year they did not have any go up.   

Governors considered whether PP should be a separate agenda point. The HoS said that it is 
included in the HoS Report she prepares for the FGB and the PP Report is published on the 

EAL pupils (2) are making good progress.   

In Years 3, 4 and 5 some pupils who were judged as being age related at the end of KS
currently keeping pace with their prior attainment target (Year 3: 3 pupils, Year 4: 2 pupils, 

The HoS confirmed that teachers are clear about the progress and attainment of every child in 
their class.  Pupil Progress Meetings have taken place to review this data and an intervention 
programme has been put into place to ensure that children who are not keeping pace with 
their prior attainment are targeted.   

Governors asked whether the new assessment system would be included in the HoS Report at 
The HoS explained that it would but not in the same level of detail.  The 
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hild is a school refuser and he has not 
this child.  The 

responded that social services were heavily involved but progress was slow.   

The HoS said that it was, 
the child’s absences were recorded as unauthorised.  The school’s attendance record for this 

been affected by a chickenpox epidemic where many children were off 
Educational Services 

absences could be 
Governors agreed they did not have concerns because there were reasons for the 

Maths.  There are 4 
SEN children, 2 are not making progress.  One is a school refuser and one is being targeted for 

There is one EAL child in this year group.  She is outperforming her peers in all three subjects.   

xpected progress.  They are generally keeping pace with 
out of six year groups girls are outperforming boys.  

SEND children are generally making progress in line with their peers and are on track to meet 

gress is mixed across 
The HoS responded that 

HoS said that it is 
included in the HoS Report she prepares for the FGB and the PP Report is published on the 

In Years 3, 4 and 5 some pupils who were judged as being age related at the end of KS1 are not 
currently keeping pace with their prior attainment target (Year 3: 3 pupils, Year 4: 2 pupils, 

The HoS confirmed that teachers are clear about the progress and attainment of every child in 
s have taken place to review this data and an intervention 

programme has been put into place to ensure that children who are not keeping pace with 

the HoS Report at 
The HoS explained that it would but not in the same level of detail.  The 
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HoSwould be meeting with the Chair 
explain in more detail how the new assessment worked.  

6.72. Governors thanked the HoS for her very detailed 
informed about the progress children were making at school and that any issues had been 
explained by the HoS and were being dealt with.  

7. Curriculum Report  

7.1. The HoS’s report had been circulated prior to the meeting.  Governors confirmed they had all 
read the report.  Following the FGB meeting in November there is now a SIP Governor lead for 
each section of the SIP.  The first Governor visit
the visits are separately documented in the Governor Visit Forms (see next item).  The 
Curriculum Report highlighted additional information to governors.  

7.2. SIP Area D: action point – Take steps to ensure that pupils with high prior attai
good progress and achieve greater depth at the end of KS2
been working with an AHT at 
and how best to meet the needs of Year 5 and 6 children.  
an action plan and has completed a number of tasks to improve her CPD including observing 
teachers at other schools within the Trust.

7.3. SIP Area B; IV The teaching of phonics and spelling across the school is reviewed and 
appropriate changes are made so that the trend of improvement in phonics continues and has 
an impact on standards of writing. 
the teachers attended Spelling training at the Highway Primary School
Money raised at Spooky Bingo and Halloween Disco were used to purchase the No Nonsense 
Spelling Scheme.  This has been introduced to staff and is now being used across Year 2
impact of the Scheme will be monitored in the Spring 

7.4. The lead SIP governor for spellin
governor that there were upcoming phonics workshops (5 and 7 February 2019) and parents’ 
spelling meeting on 28.03.2019 whi

7.5. Governors also requested that the impact of the Scheme be an item at next Curriculum 
Committee Meeting on 2nd May.  

Action 1:  Clerk to add “Review of Impact of No Nonsense Spelling Scheme” to the agenda for the 
next Curriculum Committee meeting on 2

7.6. The Staff Governor said that she was already seeing a change in the children’s approach to 
spelling and that they now appeared to show more interest and care in spelling.  

8. Items to note from Governor visit 

8.1. Most governors had completed the Governor SIP Visit Forms which were available on the 
shared drive and circulated prior to the m
submitted at the meeting covering EYFS and phonics and spelling.  The governor ou
visit and the staff she had spoken to.  Overall the meetings had been very positive and she did 
not have any concerns.   

Action 2:  Clerk to type up the two Governor SIP Visit Forms on EYFS and phonics and spelling, add 
to shared drive and circulate to Curriculum Committee members.  

8.2. Governors requested that any ideas for future visits are followed up.  
visits and there should be some reference to comments/ideas on previous forms.  

9. Any Other Business 
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HoSwould be meeting with the Chair of the FGB and JJ (Curriculum Committee Governor) to 
how the new assessment worked.   

Governors thanked the HoS for her very detailed report. Governors agreed they all felt more 
informed about the progress children were making at school and that any issues had been 
explained by the HoS and were being dealt with.   

S’s report had been circulated prior to the meeting.  Governors confirmed they had all 
Following the FGB meeting in November there is now a SIP Governor lead for 

each section of the SIP.  The first Governor visits took place in December 2018 and details of 
are separately documented in the Governor Visit Forms (see next item).  The 

Curriculum Report highlighted additional information to governors.   

Take steps to ensure that pupils with high prior attainment make 
good progress and achieve greater depth at the end of KS2. The teacher leading in this area
been working with an AHT at DWJS.  Weekly meetings were held to discuss planning, teaching 
and how best to meet the needs of Year 5 and 6 children.  As a result the teacher has created 
an action plan and has completed a number of tasks to improve her CPD including observing 
teachers at other schools within the Trust. 

SIP Area B; IV The teaching of phonics and spelling across the school is reviewed and 
appropriate changes are made so that the trend of improvement in phonics continues and has 
an impact on standards of writing.  The school has been able to utilise SOLA resources and 3 of 
the teachers attended Spelling training at the Highway Primary School in October
Money raised at Spooky Bingo and Halloween Disco were used to purchase the No Nonsense 
Spelling Scheme.  This has been introduced to staff and is now being used across Year 2
impact of the Scheme will be monitored in the Spring Term observations and book scrutiny.  

for spelling and phonics asked to see the Scheme.  The HoS informed the 
governor that there were upcoming phonics workshops (5 and 7 February 2019) and parents’ 
spelling meeting on 28.03.2019 which she was welcome to attend.   

Governors also requested that the impact of the Scheme be an item at next Curriculum 
May.   

Action 1:  Clerk to add “Review of Impact of No Nonsense Spelling Scheme” to the agenda for the 
Curriculum Committee meeting on 2nd May 2019.  

The Staff Governor said that she was already seeing a change in the children’s approach to 
spelling and that they now appeared to show more interest and care in spelling.  

Items to note from Governor visit  

Most governors had completed the Governor SIP Visit Forms which were available on the 
shared drive and circulated prior to the meeting.  There were two visit forms which were 
submitted at the meeting covering EYFS and phonics and spelling.  The governor ou
visit and the staff she had spoken to.  Overall the meetings had been very positive and she did 

Action 2:  Clerk to type up the two Governor SIP Visit Forms on EYFS and phonics and spelling, add 
late to Curriculum Committee members.   

Governors requested that any ideas for future visits are followed up.  There would be further 
visits and there should be some reference to comments/ideas on previous forms.  

  

and JJ (Curriculum Committee Governor) to 

agreed they all felt more 
informed about the progress children were making at school and that any issues had been 

S’s report had been circulated prior to the meeting.  Governors confirmed they had all 
Following the FGB meeting in November there is now a SIP Governor lead for 

018 and details of 
are separately documented in the Governor Visit Forms (see next item).  The 

nment make 
e teacher leading in this area has 

were held to discuss planning, teaching 
As a result the teacher has created 

an action plan and has completed a number of tasks to improve her CPD including observing 

SIP Area B; IV The teaching of phonics and spelling across the school is reviewed and 
appropriate changes are made so that the trend of improvement in phonics continues and has 

The school has been able to utilise SOLA resources and 3 of 
in October 2018.   

Money raised at Spooky Bingo and Halloween Disco were used to purchase the No Nonsense 
Spelling Scheme.  This has been introduced to staff and is now being used across Year 2-6.  The 

Term observations and book scrutiny.   

The HoS informed the 
governor that there were upcoming phonics workshops (5 and 7 February 2019) and parents’ 

Governors also requested that the impact of the Scheme be an item at next Curriculum 

Action 1:  Clerk to add “Review of Impact of No Nonsense Spelling Scheme” to the agenda for the 

The Staff Governor said that she was already seeing a change in the children’s approach to 
spelling and that they now appeared to show more interest and care in spelling.   

Most governors had completed the Governor SIP Visit Forms which were available on the 
re two visit forms which were 

submitted at the meeting covering EYFS and phonics and spelling.  The governor outlined her 
visit and the staff she had spoken to.  Overall the meetings had been very positive and she did 

Action 2:  Clerk to type up the two Governor SIP Visit Forms on EYFS and phonics and spelling, add 

There would be further 
visits and there should be some reference to comments/ideas on previous forms.   
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9.1. No other business was tabled for discussion

10. To determine the matters to be treated as confidential (
Articles of Association) 

10.1. No items were deemed confidential.  

11. To note the dates for the Curriculum

11.1. The date for the next Curriculum

 Thursday, 2nd May 2019 at 3:30pm 

12. What difference have we made this meeting

12.1. The following was noted as having made a difference at this meeting:

12.2. There was reference and consideration of SIP throughout the meeting.  This would ensure that 
the school was on track to meet its objectives for the year.  

12.3. After the meeting governors felt confident in understanding the new SIMs assessment system.  
It highlighted more easily areas of concern or which children needed to be targeted with an 
intervention plan.  It also clearly identified

12.4. Governors agreed that the new system would be a more effective tool for teachers to use 
formatively.  It was clear how many steps children should be making over the year depending 
on whether they were Expect
who were making progress even though they may not be working to their year band.

12.5. The school has a clear process for children who are not making expected progress.  Meetings 
are held and an intervention programme is put 
satisfied that where there was no progress there was either a reason or that steps were being 
put in place to address the issue.  

12.6. The SIMs system was more joined up with the KIPs, this 
transparent for parents as well as there was a clear connection with KIPs (visible in children’s 
workbooks) and the progress steps.  

 

 
The meeting closed at 4:45pm. 
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tabled for discussion. 

To determine the matters to be treated as confidential (in accordance with Article 125 of the 

No items were deemed confidential.   

Curriculum Committee meetings 2018-19 

Curriculum Committee meetings was noted as: 

May 2019 at 3:30pm  

e have we made this meeting? 

The following was noted as having made a difference at this meeting: 

was reference and consideration of SIP throughout the meeting.  This would ensure that 
the school was on track to meet its objectives for the year.   

After the meeting governors felt confident in understanding the new SIMs assessment system.  
It highlighted more easily areas of concern or which children needed to be targeted with an 

clearly identified where PP funding was being spent. 

Governors agreed that the new system would be a more effective tool for teachers to use 
formatively.  It was clear how many steps children should be making over the year depending 
on whether they were Expected or Exceeding.  It was also more flexible in tracking children 
who were making progress even though they may not be working to their year band.

The school has a clear process for children who are not making expected progress.  Meetings 
are held and an intervention programme is put in place to support the child.  Governors were 
satisfied that where there was no progress there was either a reason or that steps were being 
put in place to address the issue.   

The SIMs system was more joined up with the KIPs, this made the assessment more 
nt for parents as well as there was a clear connection with KIPs (visible in children’s 

workbooks) and the progress steps.   

  

in accordance with Article 125 of the 

was reference and consideration of SIP throughout the meeting.  This would ensure that 

After the meeting governors felt confident in understanding the new SIMs assessment system.  
It highlighted more easily areas of concern or which children needed to be targeted with an 

 

Governors agreed that the new system would be a more effective tool for teachers to use 
formatively.  It was clear how many steps children should be making over the year depending 

ible in tracking children 
who were making progress even though they may not be working to their year band. 

The school has a clear process for children who are not making expected progress.  Meetings 
support the child.  Governors were 

satisfied that where there was no progress there was either a reason or that steps were being 

made the assessment more 
nt for parents as well as there was a clear connection with KIPs (visible in children’s 
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Reference 
ACTION 1 

7.5 
Clerk to add “Review of Impact of No Nonsense Spelling 
Scheme” to the agenda for the next Curriculum 
Committee meeting on 2

Action 2 
8.1 

Clerk to type up the two Governor SIP Visit Forms on 
EYFS and phonics and spelling, add to shared drive and 
circulate to Curriculum Committee members.  
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ACTION POINTS 

 
Action Owner 

Clerk to add “Review of Impact of No Nonsense Spelling 
Scheme” to the agenda for the next Curriculum 
Committee meeting on 2nd May 2019. 

MP 

Clerk to type up the two Governor SIP Visit Forms on 
EYFS and phonics and spelling, add to shared drive and 
circulate to Curriculum Committee members.   

MP 

  

Status 
Completed  

Completed  


