Annex 3
Impact of Funding Changes on schools

The chart below arranges all Surrey secondary schools (including academies) in order of
deprivation. Those schools with low deprivation (measured by the percentage of pupils on
free school meals - FSM) are to the left, whilst those schools with the highest proportion to
the right.

If DfE proposals were implemented without a transfer of funding from core (basic
entitlement) to deprivation, those schools catering for the most disadvantaged pupils would
see significant losses in funding.
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The table below shows the impact of the recommended option — Option 3
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The table below shows the impact on Surrey primary schools — prior to any formula
adjustments including the transferring of core funding to deprivation.
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The table below shows the impact (based on current pupil & school level data) of the
recommended option — Option 3. Minimising the extent of losses to more vulnerable schools
inevitably reduces funding at many less deprived schools — a consequence of formula
simplification.
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