yes - because FSM puplls receive

\We are a Junior School so therefore
are unsure what level of extra costs a

Yes - it has very little impact on
most schools but could be
significant where there are high
in a school

Yes - if there are less qualifying pupils
there will be more funding for those
'who have the greatest need

Yes - pupils joining a
secondary school as EAL are
further behind their peers
than those joining in KS1/2

yes - if this means that
'secondary schools will

receive a higher weighting of
fundmg but fundlng is still

Yes - in the short but only because it

would be harder to justify as a long
term principle.

This appears to be inequitable, a lump
sum will be a bigger proportion of the
overall budget for smaller schools than
larger ones, and therefore worth less to
the larger the school. Not sure of the
overall reason behind PCC using lump

reduces the overall level of turbulence it |y

formula for schools? |

o resi:rint funding gains, to thnse
schools which would expe ence an

increase in funding under the ew
funding arrangements?

Yes - but only due to the pragmatic
nature of the arrangements and the
impact of the minimum funding

|guarantee

yes - It is important to ensure turbulence
is kept to a minimum and that schools
have time to plan and implement savings
in schools that are overall losers in the
new formula. This we assume can only
be funded by managing the increases
over time to schools that gain, and thus
the MFG is very important and therefore

yes - AND Primary and
Special phases — surely there
are the same challenges.

10|yes No Answer yes yes
yes - How does this link to page 23 - [yes: Siwuld we be looking at yes - Does this, by way of page 9
prior attainment being used as a whether if ever LAC, not just Secondary Schools and < level 4,
11]yes proxy for SEN? currently LAC? include Secondary Schools too?
12]yes yes yes yes

any money ftom the local authorty.

If however, this means that stability of
budgets is maintained through
transition years, then it would seem to
make sense — has this been agreed by
mainstream group?

not going to fund Primary

cmlysecundary pupils?

_lyes

What figures are being referred to?

n6 - No, Where PF1 schools leave the
LA, 1 do niot agree that they should
fcontinue to receive funding,

no - Our understanding is that]

levels of mobility in
Portsmolith are high so this.
jwould be a facfor.

Agree with AWPU and any extra top up from PCC to follow the pupil
and be adjusted in the census. Need further clarification on the ‘top
up element’ as regards non statement children and children with

yes

no. - | do recognise the difficulty in.
adjusting budgets, but | think 1.5% is too:
fow.a cap fo restrict gains: Suggest 2.5%!
would aliow those school, who would
effectively be being under funded, fo
catch up in a reasonable length of time.

yes = As a means of mathematrcal
modelling it, however, is not really.
within the principie of banding. So OK
for transition year(s) ' We will need to
look at which cohort year is banded
through

3|Key Stage 4 pupil incurs sums. yes yes the financial cap too yes statements yes
4]n/a yes No Answer No Answer No Answer No Answer
Slyes yes yes yes yes yes
6lyes yes yes yes yes yes es yes
Yh}s wil% fead to LA gains in this
her, to enable ired to pay a ‘op-up' element
N entitiement for the excluded pupil, and no
7|yes No Answer No Answer e . yes
no - Would tike clarification on Did not understand. Funding for
whether {DAC] identifies catchment repairs/maint should be based on age|
8 area or actual children. . & size of building es
» . '  |no - Financial wsearcb is not
no- Fundlng for schoots is the same as educational
increasingly being based on an£sM fno Thereis no stability within: e |research Mobility
measue.  Jschools ovel LAC; Achiidmay  Ino- if tus is a temporary measure has a considerable impact on
for example the Pupl| Premium uniil the review of EYES it does 1 standards to the. e)defat that
Schools ate expected to report primary .
progress of FSM children as well it  [schools can remove certan
wolld make sense therefore to Utation does not allow a view ori chitdren from their publrsned
be consistent and fo Use FSM as a dary SEN threshold 1o be . |Key Stage 2 : :
Children joining in KSawillibe. ltunding indicatar. Given the fact resuits depending on, o - it does not make sense to L . :
staving until KS4 so schools should bethat there js still the year 2014-15 amongst other factors, date introduce ah intérim measure that no = This penavises schools for 9ermanenuy excluding. if the child
able to plan ahead. Therefs Unaccounted for, there is time 1o . of admission. This most left :
no clarity on what additional KS4 ) fo nges to overait funding F1 schools should not receive: - Ishould be factored in:o people | speak to - mysgif included - voluotarily there wi 10 such penalty so will lead to more
glcosts are. - : {key stage behind. t funding. have no knowledge of. unofficial moves and schools stich as mine will continue fo suffer.  lyes

 {Support Services which could

no - Agreed that there should be a iocal agreement’ which is a dis-
incentive to PX, and ensures that the right level of funding Tollows
the learner to meet need, This should be more than what is
captured (page 18} and mora than an AP glace tep up:

no -1 suggst there needs to be fllﬂhef explanahon and safequards

yes - Concern over bullet 1
and 2 - seems unreasonable
for other schools to bear costs
of mis-managed funds or re-
organisation of schools

no - Concerned regarding
those which are not de-
delegated § & Behaviour

iead to a ‘post code: lnttery ov
support available for
iviinerable learners across.
Portsmouth. This shouid also
be decided for 14/15by
agreement each educational -
phases i.e special, primary.
secondary.
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Pupil mobility in my school is higl lease can you explain why you
6 |decided not to use it as part of the formula

9[No Answer

Concerned that this proposed funding formula may disadvantage
Portsmouth’'s most vulnerable learners requiring outreach support and/or
specialist provision. What are (page 18) additional transport costs? For
transparency costs of services in table 3 need to be declared.
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