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SUMMARY 
Initially groups of 25 students in Maths and 16 students in Reading were identified. All 
students had a score in KS2 SATS of <95. Two teachers were employed to teach weekly 
sessions to small groups of students (4 – 6) for one hour. As students miss other curriculum 
lessons, they were assessed after one term and if making reasonable progress they did not 
continue the intervention. The numbers of students receiving the interventions decreased 
in the Spring Term and again in the Summer Term. 
 
The teachers delivering the interventions were primary trained or had specialist training in 
delivering basic skills and so were able to address gaps in learning and differentiate to the 
necessary levels. 
 
  



 

MATHS 
 
AUTUMN TERM 
 
In the Autumn Term 25 students were identified as having Maths KS2 SATs scores below 95. 
Of these 19 students had scores in the range 85-94 and 6 students had not taken SATs as 
they were working so far below expected levels. Some students were working at KS1 levels 
in Maths. 
 
Over the term the sessions have focused on the 4 main operations, doubling, halving, area 
and perimeter. Lessons have included a mixture of board work, group class work and 
specific maths games on students’ ipads related to the topic under study. 
 
In the end of term assessment, 18 students had made a significant improvement over their 
score at the beginning of the term. 20 students continued with the intervention for the 
Spring Term. 

 
 
SPRING TERM 
 
The following topics were addressed in the Spring Term: 

❏ Square, cube numbers and roots, prime numbers 
❏ Multiplication – simple and long 
❏ Division 
❏ Time 
❏ Area and perimeter of rectangles 
❏ Rounding to 10, 100, 1000 

 
Assessments were completed at the beginning and end of the term. It is difficult to make 
direct comparisons as the initial assessment focused on basic skills whereas the final 
assessment was more about application of skills to worded questions. 
 
It was decided that 13 students would continue with the intervention in the Summer Term. 
The others had made sufficient progress that they could return to class. 
 
Some students i.e. those that had very low maths skills, were difficult to teach within a small 
group due to their different levels and inability to work independently. These students will 
continue the intervention, but will be re-grouped for the Summer Term. 
 
 
 



SUMMER TERM 
 
During the Summer Term, as well as addressing topics on the board, the students had the 
opportunity to work independently through graded exercises using IXL on their i-pads. This 
strategy proved very successful for differentiation, promoting independence and being able 
to track progress. Most students were able to work consistently at the Year 3 - 4 level which 
was a significant improvement from their starting point. 
 
The re-grouping of students into even smaller groups was also successful and allowed for 
more targeted, individual support. 
 
 

IMPACT OF THE INTERVENTION 
 
To measure the impact of the intervention, the students’ target and current grades within 
their maths classes have been compared. Although it is recognised that the intervention is 
not solely responsible for progress, it is a contributory factor. 
 
All students having numeracy intervention made excellent progress towards their Maths 
target for the end of Year 8 (covering a range of topics across all aspects of Maths). 100% of 
these students were on track to meet their Maths target for the end of Year 8 with 92% of 
students already exceeding this target. 
 
The average residual for current - target levels in Maths for the students receiving 
intervention was +0.92 - almost a whole level of progress on average. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  



READING 
 
AUTUMN TERM 
 
In the Autumn Term 16 students were identified as having Reading KS2 SATs scores below 
95. Of these 10 students had scores in the range 84-94 and 6 students had not taken SATs as 
they were working so far below expected levels. Some students were working at KS1 levels 
in Reading and English. 
 
This term the sessions covered a range of reading activities and genres to reflect student 
interest. They also included a range of activities focussing on high frequency spellings, basic 
punctuation, grammar and speaking and listening skills. The first and last sessions 
concentrated on assessment activities - completing a comprehension based task. As the 
focus of the sessions was reading, the students also completed a questionnaire about their 
attitudes to reading and reading behaviour in their first session and at the end of term.  
 
Results from the questionnaire show that quite different attitudes to reading are held by 
the students.  Most students enjoyment and frequency of reading had increased after one 
term. However, 5 students felt that they read less frequently for pleasure and 2 students 
felt that their enjoyment of reading was slightly less.   In September, 12 of the 15 students 
could name a book that they were reading. In December all students could name a book 
that they were reading. They could also name a book that they would like to read and 
express a reading genre preference. This indicated that there was a wide range of interests. 
 
Following the assessment, 4 students were identified as having made sufficient progress 
over the term to cease the intervention and return to class. One student who had poor 
behaviour and focus in the small group situation and who was disrupting the learning of 
others also stopped the intervention. This student was provided with some 1:1 sessions 
with a literacy specialist teacher to address her literacy needs directly. 
 
 

SPRING TERM 
 
It was decided that 11 students would continue with the intervention in the Summer Term. 
The others had made sufficient progress that they could return to class. 
 
This term the sessions again covered a range of reading activities and genres to reflect 
student interest as well as targeted work on basic literacy skills. 
 
At the end of the term all students completed a short reading comprehension matched to 
their reading ability/level. The tasks were completed independently, apart from those 



students who were unable to access the task independently. For 2 groups the ‘Jungle Book’ 
assessment focussed on the following key areas : 

1) Ability to understand, describe, select or retrieve information, events or ideas from 
texts. 

2) Ability to identify and comment on the structure and organisation of texts, including 
presentational features. 

3) Ability to deduce, infer or interpret information, events or ideas from texts. 
4) Ability to explain or comment on the writers’ use of language. 

 
The assessment focus for the other two groups was simplified. (Africa or The Heron) 

1) Ability to read and understand texts at an appropriate reading level and find the 
correct information to answer simple questions. 

2) Ability to comment on the organisation of texts.  
3) Ability to read and understand certain parts of language/vocabulary used by the 

writer. 
 
Ongoing spelling tests were also completed to assess phonic knowledge and awareness. 
 

SUMMER TERM 
 
During the Summer Term there were around 9 sessions which covered a range of reading 
activities and texts.  The main focus for each group was to be able to summarise texts, make 
inferences, to respond to more open ended questions and to give personal opinions.  As 
well as a focus text and learning objectives for each session, there was an emphasis on basic 
punctuation, grammar and speaking and listening skills.  
 
In the final session all students completed a short reading comprehension based on the 
fable, ‘The Hare and the Tortoise’. The level of support varied to enable each student to 
access the text and questions and thereby reflect their overall understanding and ability. 
This is indicated in the table below. 
The assessment focussed on the following key areas : 

1) Ability to understand, describe, select or retrieve information, events or ideas from 
the text. 

2) Ability to deduce, infer or interpret information, events or ideas from the text. 
3) Ability to explain or comment on the writers’ use of language. 
4) Ability to comment on personal responses to the text. 

 

 
 



 
 
IMPACT OF THE INTERVENTION 
 
To measure the impact of the intervention, the students’ target and current grades within 
their English classes have been compared. Although it is recognised that the intervention is 
not solely responsible for progress, it is a contributory factor. 
 
At the end of the most recent academic year, all students allocated literacy funding made 
excellent progress towards their full English end of Year 8 target (which includes writing as 
well as reading). 100% of students are on track to meet this target and 87.5% of students 
have surpassed this target. 
 
The average residual for current - target levels in English for the students receiving 
intervention was +0.63 - almost two-thirds of a level of progress on average. 
 
 


