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REPORT FROM THE LEAD MEMBER FOR CHILDREN’S SERVICES  
TO CABINET 

ON 

23rd FEBRUARY 2010 
TITLE:
SINGLE EARLY YEARS FUNDING FORMULA FOR THREE AND 


FOUR YEAR OLDS
RECOMMENDATION: Cabinet is asked to approve the application to join the pathfinder programme for Early Years Funding and to approve the single funding formula for implementation from 1 April 2010.
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: The Department for Children Schools and Families (DCSF) has required all Local Authorities to review how they distribute early years funding and to introduce a Single Funding Formula (SFF), to take effect from April 2010. The Single Funding Formula will fund fifteen hours per week for the provision of the Free Early Education Entitlement for three and four  year olds in maintained nurseries and nursery classes, private, voluntary and independent early years providers and network childminders
There are transitional arrangements in place to ensure that individual settings are not negatively affected by the introduction of the formula and Salford has included a minimum funding guarantee within the formula for a transitional period until March 2012. Over 80% of providers will benefit or be cost neutral from the introduction of the Single Funding Formula. The Local Authority will be providing support and guidance to those providers who may be negatively affected once the transition arrangements end in April 2012. 

.
The Single Funding Formula will provide an incentive to providers to continue developing the quality of their provision and to offer the free entitlement flexibly to give parents choice over how and where the entitlement can be accessed.  The Single Funding Formula in Salford has been developed in line with the legislation and guidance released by Government.
BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS:

National Evaluation of Sure Start Publications

DCSF Guidance documents as detailed below

Implementing an EYSFF: Practice guidance (2008)

Implementing an EYSFF: Practice guidance (July 2009)

Toolkit for Local Authorities: The extension to the Free Early Education Entitlement offer for 25% of three and four year olds 

The extension to the Free Early Education Entitlement offer for 25% of three and four year olds - Interim guidance

Extended Flexible Entitlement for three and four year olds (Pathfinder Evaluation)

Attendance and contribution to regional good practice and information sharing workshops (held approximately termly)

KEY DECISION:
YES
DETAILS: The implementation of the government’s proposals will impact on primary schools funding from April 2011.
KEY COUNCIL POLICIES: Cabinet workplan – investing in young people. 
EQUALITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT AND IMPLICATIONS: The introduction of a single funding formula for all early years provision will provide a fair and equitable basis for funding. The proposed formula will address inconsistencies in how the offer is currently funded across the maintained nursery schools and nursery classes and private voluntary and independent (PVI) providers.
ASSESSMENT OF RISK:

Medium – The move to a new formula may jeopardise the sustainability of individual settings. A full impact assessment of the effect of the new formula has been completed on each setting. To mitigate the risk a minimum level of funding has been introduced which reflects the level of funding received in 2009-10. This will be maintained for 2010-11 and 2011-12 financial years to assist settings in adjusting to their new funding levels.
There is no guarantee that standards fund will continue to operate beyond 2010-11. It is probable that the Standards Fund grant included in this formula allocation will come to an end and the funding will be subsumed into the Dedicated Schools Grant (DSG). The broader DSG formula is currently under review by the DCSF and significant changes are expected from 2011-12 financial year. 

SOURCE OF FUNDING:  The Dedicated Schools Grant and Standards Fund Grant
LEGAL IMPLICATIONS Not applicable
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
Supplied by Paula Summersfield - Principal Group Accountant 

Robert McIntyre - Assistant Director Resources


Gemma Pagett - Early Years Project Officer


Rob Sides - Management Accountant

OTHER DIRECTORATES CONSULTED Customer and Support Services 
CONTACT OFFICER: Paula Summersfield          TEL. NO.
0161 778 0214
WARD(S) TO WHICH REPORT RELATE(S): All
REPORT DETAIL


1.
Introduction
1.1
Since April 2004 all three and four year olds in England have been entitled to part-time free early learning and childcare. The DCSF have recently published research documents around what works to narrow the gap in attainment between the most disadvantaged children in our communities and the rest of the children. Several indicators were highlighted as having significant positive impact on outcomes for children. One of these was access to high quality early years provision. Other research such as the National Evaluation of Sure Start (NESS) supports the view that all children can benefit form attending good early years settings, particularly in relation to their speech and language development and social and emotional health. The universal free entitlement is now being extended from twelve and a half to fifteen hours per week, to be delivered flexibly. The new offer aims to improve child outcomes by increasing access to quality early years provision, and by helping parents to access the offer in a way that better supports them to balance work and family life – both of which are crucial to reducing the effects of child poverty. The offer is designed to provide “flexible” delivery which enables parents to return to work or training, to work part time and across different shift patterns. This flexibility supports the drive to reduce the number of jobless households which has a direct impact upon child poverty. It encourages aspirations and enables balance between work and family commitments. Salford has been part of a pilot scheme, funded by the Department for Children, Schools and Families (DCSF), and Salford has been offering fifteen hours per week of free early learning and childcare for all settings since April 2008.

1.2
To support this flexible extension and to address inconsistencies in how the offer is currently funded across the maintained nursery schools,  nursery classes and private voluntary and independent (PVI) providers, the Government announced in June 2007 that Local Authorities would be required to develop and use a single local formula, the Early Years Single Funding Formula (EYSFF), for funding early years provision in the maintained and PVI sectors from 2010-11 financial year, and encouraged Local Authorities to introduce the formula from April 2009 wherever possible.

1.3
Dawn Primarolo MP issued a statement on 10 December 2009 stating that, “The data and information we have collected now suggests that less than a third of local authorities will be in a secure position to implement their EYSFF from April 2010. While it is difficult to generalise about the underlying reasons it seems clear that some Local Authorities have experienced serious difficulties in obtaining accurate data from their providers, while others have simply found the task extremely challenging”. A decision has been taken to postpone the formal implementation date for the EYSFF by one year until April 2011. 

1.4 All Local Authorities that are confident they are ready to implement their new formulae in April 2010 and who wish to do so, have been invited to continue as planned. These Local Authorities will be able to apply to join a pathfinder programme, which currently involves nine local authorities but will now be expanded. 
1.5
If the decision is taken to not implement the formula then the current arrangements will be continued for an additional year until the requirement to implement in April 2011.

2.
Background

2.1
An Early Years Funding Group (EYFG), a sub-group of schools forum and made up of representatives from all early years provider sectors, has been meeting regularly since 2007 to work up recommendations for the development of the formula, in line with guidance from the DCSF. The core principles set out by the DCSF as detailed below have been included in the formula proposed by the EYFG: -
· The same factors should be taken into account when deciding the level of funding for each sector

· Decisions must be transparent and any differences between the sectors should be justified and demonstrable
· The level of funding should be broadly cost reflective
· The formula should be based on common cost information from both the PVI and maintained sectors

· Settings should be funded on the basis of participation not places

· The formula must take into account the sustainability of all settings

· Transition from the current funding mechanism to the future funding mechanism must be planned and managed carefully, and based on a clear impact assessment

2.2
Early years providers have been fully involved in the development of the EYSFF through the EYFG. The formula has been fully developed and a full consultation exercise has taken place between 23 November 2009 and 7 January 2010. 
2.3
Schools are currently funded on an annual basis for the pupils included on their PLASC data; no adjustments are made to the budget for increases or decreases in pupil numbers throughout the year, giving schools stability in their budget. The current rate of school funding based on 2009-10 figures equates to an hourly rate of £3.05 per pupil. 
2.4
PVI providers are funded based on take up and their funding is adjusted for any movement of pupils that take place during the term. Parents are currently asked to sign a parental agreement form which commits parents to place their children for a full term to reduce the movement of pupils during the term. The rate for all PVI providers is currently £3.53 per pupil per hour.

2.5
In the EYSFF there will be a requirement that, as a minimum, participation must be counted on a termly basis across all providers. Budgets must be adjusted in the financial year in order to ensure funding reflects participation adequately and payments to providers must take account of the cash flow needs of providers and recognise that PVI and maintained providers will have different needs. 

2.6
The EYSFF is not expected to equate to there being a single rate of payment. The unavoidable costs that providers face vary by area and between providers so a single rate, which is not based on the evidence, would not be fair or reflective of the needs of providers to cover the costs of delivering the free entitlement. However, the aims of the EYSFF are to introduce a consistent method of distribution of funding across the sector based on common principles and a more transparent approach.

2.7
The formula should also aim to ensure that the funding is more reflective of participation and supports a level playing field between different maintained and PVI providers, principally by ensuring providers are funded according to participation rather than places. This is common practice in PVI settings but has tended not to be the case in maintained settings. Nationally 55% of children access their free entitlement through PVI settings (Early Years Census, 2008) and PVIs are, therefore, an important sector for the free entitlement. Both should be treated equally.
3.
The Funding Formula
3.1
The Funding Available
3.1.1
The EYSFF will be funded initially through a combination of the Dedicated Schools Grant (DSG) and a ring fenced Standards Fund Grant. The Standards Fund Grant is provided by the DCSF to fund the extension to the free entitlement from twelve and a half hours to fifteen hours and includes provision for maintained schools. The grant allocation for 2010-11 is estimated at £2.245m and this combined with the estimated DSG funding provision for the twelve and a half hours free early years of £1.781m and £3.949m from the delegated schools budget, giving a total notional budget for 2010-11 of £7.975m. The figure is notional as the final figures will be calculated once the pupil and early years censuses have been completed in January 2010.
3.2
The Formula Factors

3.2.1
The formula is made up of the following factors
· A Sector Specific Base Rate

· A Deprivation Supplement

· A Flexibility  Supplement

· A Quality Supplement

3.2.2
The sector specific base rate reflects the hourly cost of the different providers based on a cost analysis of provider information. A survey was undertaken to determine the cost of provision for each type of provider. Providers were asked to take part in the cost analysis exercise to inform the formula base rate allocations. Information was gathered from willing participants and the data was analysed and presented to the EYFG for scrutiny. The participation rate was 50% of PVI providers and 100% of maintained providers. Agreement was reached around which costs would be included in the sector base rates and an average cost was determined for each of the different providers as detailed below: -
	Base Rate
	Sector Description
	Amount per pupil per hour (2010/11)

	
	Maintained Schools
	£3.44

	
	Children’s Centres
	£3.31

	
	Private Day Nursery
	£3.17

	
	Independent Schools
	£3.16

	
	Pre School / Playgroup
	£3.15

	
	Childminder
	£2.96


3.2.3
The deprivation supplement was required by DCSF to be included in the formula allocation although the measure of deprivation used was a local decision. The EYFG considered a number of different deprivation indicators and decided upon the use of the Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index 2007 (IDACI). IDACI covers children aged 0-15 living in income deprived households, described as either households receiving Income Support, Job Seekers Allowance, Income Based, Pension Credit or those in receipt of Working Tax Credit or Child Tax Credit with an equivalised income below 60% of the national median below housing costs. The IDACI is the proportion of children living in such households as a proportion of children aged 0-15. This score can then be ranked nationally and a percentage score is generated. The most recent data available for use is based on information collected in 2007.

3.2.4
The deprivation score used in the formula is calculated based on the post code data for the pupils attending the setting as recorded in the pupil and early years censuses and an average score is calculated for each setting. The score is not calculated based on the post code of the setting. This data will be updated each year and will be based on the census data from the January preceding the financial year. The rate per pupil included in the formula for deprivation is detailed in the table below.

	Deprivation
	Calculated using the average IDACI
 score for all children attending each setting.
	Amount per pupil per hour (2010/11)

	
	Within 0% - 5% 
	£0.35

	
	Within 5% - 25%
	£0.27

	
	Within 25% - 50%
	£0.20

	
	Over 50%
	£0.15


3.2.5
The flexibility supplement is built into the formula to support and promote flexibility of access to provision. This is a crucial element of the process if we are to encourage parents to retrain, take up part time work etc. The formula includes a supplement for settings who are able to provide free early learning and childcare over extended periods in the day, the longer the setting is open the higher the supplement is to reflect the increased staffing and running costs. The rate per pupil per hour is detailed in the table below. 

	Flexibility
	Based on the number of hours open per day
	Amount per pupil per hour (2010/11)

	
	Between 4 ½ - 6 hours
	£0.04

	
	6 hours – 8 hours
	£0.08

	
	8 hours plus
	£0.16


3.2.6
To promote the improvement of quality and to assist in the employment of qualified staff, a supplement for quality has been included in the formula. Quality of provision is hugely important in positive outcomes for children’s learning and development which is why the quality supplement has been included. The NESS research highlighted in particular the importance of qualified staff in settings. There are supplements for engaging with the Salford Quality Improvement Framework (QIF) and supplements to fund qualified staff and to support training. The criteria has been formulated by the Early Years Childcare Advisers and has been agreed by the EYFG. The details are included below

	Quality
	Criteria for Accessing Quality 
	Amount per pupil per hour (2010/11)

	
	Engagement with QIF
	£0.05

	
	75% of staff qualified at NVQ level 3

	£0.05

	
	Supported Level ICAN Accreditation
	£0.08

	
	Early Years Professional OR Graduate Leader 
	£0.10


3.2.7
The Local Authority will be encouraging settings to engage with the process and working with them to enable a deeper understanding of what quality provision and practice looks like and to achieve it.  To ensure that all settings have time to meet the quality indicators and can increase their flexibility to draw down the maximum amount of funding, a protection element has been built into the formula for two years which gives all settings a minimum funding rate of £3.53 per pupil per hour, which is the current rate of funding in 2009-10.

3.3
Impact Assessments
3.3.1
The proposed budget is sufficient to fund the estimated numbers of pupils with a protected rate of funding at the current levels of £3.53 per pupil per hour. This would also provide a contingency of 1.33% (£106k) to be held for changes in pupil numbers and possible sustainability issues, although these are not anticipated in the next two years due to the protection element built into the formula. 
3.3.2
The formula has been modelled assuming all settings achieve all possible indicators. The modelling shows that the funding would be inadequate to fund all settings at a maximum level and the shortfall would be £194k (-2.4%). This will be monitored to ensure that in future years sufficient funding will be available to fund the maximum entitlement.
3.3.3
In Salford over 80% of providers will benefit or be cost neutral from the introduction of the Single Funding Formula.  The tables below show the gains/losses based on average number pupils in 2009-10 comparing the proposed formula with the minimum funding allocation. The maintained schools account for over 50% of the providers and they are the sector who gains the most from the proposed formula. The reason for this is that their base rate included in their current formula allocated on £3.05 per pupil per hour compared to the £3.53 per hour allocated to the PVI sector. The sector that loses the most are the playgroups and this is accounted for as they do not provide a flexible offer. They are open on average for a maximum of 4.3 hours per day and the majority of playgroups do not benefit from any of the quality indicators.
	Estimated Gains/Losses Per Annum Under Proposed Formula

	 
	 
	  Maintained Schools
	  Children's Centres
	  Private Day Nursery
	  Independent Schools
	Pre School / Playgroup
	  Childminder
	  Total
	  Percentage of Total

	- £5001 and above
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0.66

	- £3001 - £5000
	0
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	1
	0.66

	- £1000 - £3000
	0
	0
	0
	3
	5
	0
	8
	5.30

	+ or - £1000
	0
	1
	17
	1
	19
	1
	39
	25.83

	+ £1000 - £3000
	1
	2
	17
	2
	0
	0
	22
	14.57

	+ £3001 - £5000
	7
	2
	1
	   0
	0
	0
	10
	6.62

	+ £5001 and above
	69
	0
	0
	1
	0
	0
	70
	46.36

	Total
	 
	77
	5
	36
	8
	24
	1
	151
	100


3.3.4
The biggest annual gain is estimated at £16,758 at a maintained school and this is due to the increase in the base rate and that the school meets the majority of the quality indicators. The biggest annual loss is estimated at £5,210 at a Day Nursery and this is due to the reduction in the base rate and the fact that the nursery does not meet any of the quality standards. The rate per pupil per hour for this setting is reduced by 8 pence per hour but the nursery claims on average for 1700 hours per week.   
	Estimated Gains/Losses Per Pupil Per Hour Under Proposed Formula

	 
	 
	  Maintained Schools
	  Children's Centres
	  Private Day Nursery
	  Independent Schools
	  Pre School / Playgroup
	  Childminder
	  Total
	  Percentage of Total

	- £0.21 and above
	0
	0
	0
	0
	2
	0
	2
	1.32

	- £0.11 - £0.20
	0
	0
	0
	1
	9
	0
	10
	6.62

	- £0.06 - £0.10
	0
	0
	3
	3
	3
	0
	9
	5.96

	+ or -  £0.05
	0
	0
	5
	1
	10
	1
	17
	11.26

	+ £0.06 - £0.10
	0
	0
	8
	2
	0
	0
	10
	6.62

	+ £0.11 - £0.20
	0
	0
	14
	1
	0
	0
	15
	9.93

	+ £0.21 and above
	77
	5
	6
	   0
	   0
	   0
	88
	58.28

	Total
	 
	77
	5
	36
	8
	24
	1
	151
	100


3.3.5
The biggest gain is estimated at £1.05 and is in a number of schools in the maintained sector. The rate has increased due to the differential in the base rate of £0.39, a maximum deprivation supplement of £0.35 as their pupils are in the top 5% most deprived in the country, £0.23 for meeting quality indicators and £0.08 for opening 6 hours. The biggest loss is estimated at £0.23 in a playgroup. This is due to a combination of a reduction in the base rate of £0.38, which is offset by the deprivation supplement of £0.15, the lowest supplement for the least deprived area. This setting does not currently meet any of the quality indicators.
3.4
The Consultation Exercise

3.4.1
Consultation papers were sent out by e-mail to all providers in Salford including PVI providers, headteachers, chair of governors and schools forum. Copies of the consultation papers are attached at Appendix A and B.  The papers were accessible on the Salford City Council website. 
3.4.2
Nine consultation meetings were held in total, two in each of the four localities, one for the schools and one for the PVI’s and the presentations were tailored to address the impact for each sector, although there were no restrictions on the attendance. The consultation period did not suit the independent schools and there were further issues with the severe weather conditions, so special arrangements were made to accommodate an additional meeting with the independent sector. 
3.4.3
Attendance at the consultation meetings was low with only twenty eight out of eighty one maintained schools and ten out of seventy three PVI settings attending. The meetings were very positive and well debated. twelve formal responses were received in respect of the consultation document.

3.4.4
The formal responses are attached at Appendix C along with the response from the Local Authority.  These have been discussed with Lead Member for Children’s Services and his view is that the content would not discourage the Local Authority from implementing its proposals. 


3.5
Implications for Salford Maintained Schools
3.5.1
Schools’ budgets will be made up of two different formulas, EYSFF for three year olds and the Schools’ Budget formula for the other year groups.

3.5.2
Schools will be required to count their three year olds on a termly basis rather than once per year on PLASC. And this will form the basis of their funding.

3.5.3
Schools are currently funded on an annual basis for the pupils included on their PLASC data, no adjustments are made to the budget for increases or decreases in pupil numbers throughout the year, giving schools stability in their budget. PVI providers are funded based on take up and their funding is adjusted positively and negatively for any changes that take place during the term.   In the EYSFF there will be a requirement that, as a minimum, participation must be counted on a termly basis across all providers. Budgets will have to be adjusted in the financial year in order to ensure funding reflects participation adequately. 

3.5.4
In Salford the methods of funding three and four year olds are not consistent or based on common principles. Salford funds full time places for maintained schools but only part time places in the PVI sector.

3.5.5
An amount of £3.949m has been calculated for the three years old fifteen hour provision and will be taken out of the schools budget  and added to the early years formula budget for 2010-11 as identified in 3.1.1 above. The EYSFF requires funding allocation to be calculated on a rate per hour of take up. The amount taken out of the schools budget and added to the EYSFF is calculated at £3.05 per hour. The new formula, based on the typical cost model agreed with the funding formula group, gives schools an average of £3.96 per hour with the maximum level of £4.10 and a minimum level of £3.82. Each school will have a different rate due to their deprivation scores and quality supplements.
3.5.6 Although the schools are affected positively in the rate change, the new formula allocates funding for a part time place only in line with the DCSF guidance whereas the current formula provides funding for a full time free place. This issue is addressed in 3.7 below.
3.5.7
The new part-time place is for fifteen hours per week, to be offered ‘flexibly’ giving rise to complex staffing arrangements being necessary. Some parents may choose to take the fifteen hours over two to three days per week, others may choose a three hour session per day. Schools would, therefore, be advised to design an ‘offer’ which they can manage, particularly with regard to school opening times,  EYFS Statutory Requirements regarding staffing, local need etc.  For example, a three hour session over five days per week pattern for all, with the choice of a morning or afternoon

3.5.8
The DCSF have not given a formal position statement on schools charging for wraparound care, but a number of Local Authorities have been charging for this for some years without challenge. If there is to be a “level playing field” between the PVI and the maintained sectors this may be something Salford would wish to consider for its schools in the future. For example, the free three hour session extends into the afternoon session with the parent incurring a fee for the hours taken over and above the free entitlement of fifteen hours per week. This has to be wraparound care as schools are not allowed to charge for “education”.
3.5.9
Schools offering a three hour morning session and a three hour afternoon session will need to consider how to maintain EYFS staff ratios and qualification levels over both sessions, whilst ensuring that both teachers and teaching assistants in the nursery class remain on the same pay and conditions as their colleagues deployed elsewhere in the school.

3.5.10 Except in the case of Independent schools pupils tend to move from PVI providers to schools full time on the September after their fourth birthday. They then take up their free full time place in a school as the government does not currently fund PVI’s for full time provision for four year olds. From 2011 the government has announced that it will fund full time provision for four year olds in PVI settings. This may have an impact on school take up.

3.6
Admissions Issues

3.6.1
Schools in Salford currently admit all their nursery class children at a single admission point i.e. the September after their third birthday.  At this point all children move ‘up’ to the next year group, leaving the nursery classroom and staff free to admit a new (full) class. In the PVI sector nursery age children take up their free entitlement from the start of the term after their third birthday.  Often these are children already attending the free place as fee paying two year olds and the transition over to the free place is, therefore, seamless. 
3.6.2
If the offer is to be made in a truly consistent manner then consideration should be given to enable schools to take pupils in on a termly basis in line with PVI providers. This has been considered by officers within Children’s Services and the following observations have been made.
· Appropriate physical and resource provision would need to be considered for very young children
· Greater demands of meeting the needs of a greater number of three year old such as continence training

· Facilities such as sleep/rest areas, nappy changing, and washing machines would be needed.
· Management of staffing levels for fluctuating numbers of children turning three over the year would be difficult
· Termly admission could lead to some problems with uneven distribution of children in schools
· A situation could occur where a local school, because there is a termly intake, cannot accommodate children because the school became full with children from some distance away in the previous term’s intake.
· In essence this limits the choice of schools available to parents due to their child’s date of birth and leads to an uneven distribution of children
· A termly intake would increase the workload of the admissions team and may not be able to be covered within existing resources. As nursery is a non-statutory provision it does not have to be administered by the Local Authority, and could be administered by individual schools
3.7
Full Time Provision
3.7.1
Although the schools are affected positively by the rate change in the new formula, it allocates funding for a part time place only in line with the DCSF guidance whereas the current formula provides funding for a full time free place.

3.7.2 Consideration needs to be given to how the residue of the twenty five hours funding e.g. the balance of ten hours, is allocated to settings in a fair and equitable manner.

3.7.3 Work has already been started on looking at proposals for this funding, however, given the proposed new formula allocation for Dedicated Schools Grant in 2011-12, officers are reluctant to introduce new schemes with this funding only to find them reversed the following year due to an adverse budget settlement. 

3.7.4 Challenge is expected from the DCSF in respect of this but indications are that the priority for the DCSF is currently the introduction of the new early years formula. Any challenge levied by them will be met with a reasoned argument around the items mentioned in 3.7.3 above, stability of budgets for schools, time to plan for the proposed changes and fully explore the implications and to give schools time to manage the changes in a controlled manner, rather than rush into implementing a new scheme without giving it full consideration and without knowing the implications of the new DSG funding formula. 
3.7.5 The issue then is how we manage the next twelve months. It is proposed that schools are paid for the fifteen hours through the new early years formula and the residue of the ten hours through the existing formula at the existing rates. Although this does not meet the government’s requirements in 2010-11, to fund settings in a fair and equitable manner, this is only a temporary position for twelve months, the decision to delay is not a decision not to implement. Schools would then have twelve months to prepare themselves for the possibility of having to move to part time provision. This has been discussed in depth with schools at the consultation meetings.
4 Conclusions

4.1 The proposed formula represents a fair and equitable basis of funding three and four year old pupils.

4.2 Moving schools to a termly intake would have implications for the schools and the Local Authority

4.3 Any new scheme to be implemented with the residue of the ten hours funding needs to have a full impact assessment.
5 Recommendations

5.1 That Cabinet agrees to the implementation of the EYSFF and authorises the Children’s Services to join the pathfinder programme.
5.2
That Cabinet agrees to schools retaining the current admissions model for three year old pupils.
5.3 That Cabinet agrees to postpone any decision around the ten hours funding until the proposed effects of the new DSG formula is known and authorises Children’s Services to continue to fund full time provision in schools.

� Income Deprivation Affecting Children Index 2007


� Working within the EYFS age range
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