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PART 1 

(OPEN TO THE PUBLIC)


ITEM NO.

REPORT OF THE LEAD MEMBER FOR EDUCATION

TO THE CABINET MEETING ON 

5TH MARCH, 2003



TITLE : 
Proposal for School Admission Arrangements 2004/2005 



RECOMMENDATION : It is recommended that Members approve the admission arrangements included in paragraph 5



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY :  A report to seek Cabinet agreement to the admission arrangements for the academic year 2004/2005

The main change to the arrangements would be removal of a guarantee of a place at a particular high school for pupil attending associated primary schools.



BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS :  School Organisation Plan

                                                      Code of Practice for School Admissions (1998)

                                                      School Standards and Framework Act 1998

                                                      Chapter I –  Sections 84 –98 Admission Arrangements

                                                      Chapter II - Part II- Section 34, Rationalisation of school places

                                                      Part III School Admissions 

                                                      Consultation Responses from Parents, Governing Bodies 

(Available for public inspection)



CONTACT OFFICER :
Judy Edmonds, Acting Deputy Director, 0161 778 0134



WARD(S) TO WHICH REPORT RELATE(S) : ALL


KEY COUNCIL POLICIES : School Organisation Plan



DETAILS (Continued Overleaf)





1. Details

1.1. Local Education Authorities, as admissions authorities, are under a statutory obligation to consult annually with governing bodies and neighbouring LEAs on their proposed school admission arrangements. 

1.2. Salford LEA undertook a consultation exercise during the period September 2002 to December 2002 regarding the proposal to change the existing admission arrangements, particularly on the transfer between primary and secondary schools.

1.3. Salford’s present transition arrangements guarantee pupils in feeder primary schools a place at their designated secondary school.  Reduced surplus places in secondary schools combined with changed patterns of parental preference (including a reduction in pupils “lost” to Salford between Year 6 and 7) have resulted in a number of secondary schools having to admit more pupils than they have places for. This has resulted in increasing pressure on teaching and other accommodation at those schools and a growing number of unused places at other secondary schools. Such failure to manage supply and demand prejudices the provision of efficient education and the efficient use of resources. This raises teaching, curricular and health and safety considerations that cannot be ignored.

2. Legal Position

2.1. The Council has a responsibility to ensure that there is a mechanism to tie admission numbers to the Standard Number (SN) for each secondary school, so that significant over or under admissions do not occur as a consequence of the LEA’s admission arrangements. 
2.2. The proposals suggested have regard to the primacy of Section 86 of the School Standards and Framework Act 1998 i.e. that the LEA’s admission arrangements shall enable a parent to express a preference as to the school at which he wishes education to be provided for his child. Such a preference shall be complied with unless to do so would prejudice the provision of efficient education or the efficient use of resources. This is the means by which the LEA is able to positively manage the balance of supply and demand for school places.

2.3. The legal view is that the current guarantee of a place at a secondary school influences parental preference at point of admission to primary school, but at the point of admission to secondary school the right of preference is affected, and possibly restricted by the existence of the guarantee.

3. Action to date

3.1. Consultation with school governing bodies (who alongside neighbouring LEAs are the only statutory consultees in this matter) was undertaken during the autumn term 2002.  The report, which supported the consultation process, featuring two options but opening the process to any and all suggestions, is included at Appendix 1. 

3.2
Appendix 2 gives a breakdown of the responses from governing bodies. Appendix 3 gives a summary of the discussion at the public meetings. Attention is also directed to the full set of consultation response letters from parents, lodged in the members’ room for perusal.
4. Outcome of the Consultation 

4.1. There were 63 letters of response sent directly to Lead Member for Education, 78 letters sent directly to the Director of Education and Leisure. A 200+ name petition was presented to the City Council. Many more letters were sent directly to ward councillors. The vast majority of the responses requested that the feeder primary school system should remain in place. 

4.2. The only way that the LEA could retain such a primary/secondary link without perpetuating the oversubscription at some schools is to keep associated primary schools in the admission arrangements but remove the guarantee of a place at the linked high school. This would enable the LEA to achieve its objective of limiting the number of pupils admitted to a high school to its admission number.

4.3. The proposal to remove the guarantee of a place is in fact reinforced by Section 3.8 of the School Admissions Code of Practice 2003, which states:

4.3.1. “The authority should not guarantee places to parents in a local catchment area, in case the pattern of preferences expressed does not allow this guarantee to be met. Similarly it should not guarantee places to those who satisfy any other criteria”

4.3.2. Whilst this refers specifically to children in a particular catchment area it can also be applied to Salford’s current policy which operates in the same way in respect of children in associated primary schools.

5. Proposed Oversubscription Criteria

It is recognised that it is desirable to continue to maintain links between high schools and associated primary schools. It is proposed, therefore, that the following criteria be used to allocate places in Salford’s high schools when there are more applications than places available.

5.1. Medical Reasons/SEN/Children in Need 

5.1.1. Medical  - If claiming medical reasons, parents/carers must provide evidence from their doctor that the child has a medical condition that means that admission to a particular school is essential.

5.1.2. SEN - children whose statement of special educational needs stipulates that specific school.

5.1.3. Child in Need - Children in Need as defined by the Children Act (1989). Those who are unlikely to achieve or maintain or to have the opportunity of achieving or maintaining a reasonable standard of health or development or a child/children whose health or development would be further impaired without the provision of services by the Local Authority. Applications under this criterion would need to be supported by an appropriate professional stating that attendance at a particular school is essential. This includes all children in public care.

5.2. Older brother or sister in attendance at the school at the date when the pupil is to be admitted.

5.3. Attendance at a associated primary school (see paragraph 5.5. below)

5.4. Distance (This would involve a measurement being made between the child’s home address and the preferred school in a straight-line (as the crow flies). Those children who live the closest to the school will be those who get priority for places).

5.5. Where a school reaches its admission limit from pupils within one of the criteria listed above, those pupils to be admitted from within that criterion will be those whose permanent place of residence is closest to the school as defined in the distance criterion above at paragraph 5.3.

6. Statutory Timescales

6.1. The School Admissions Code of Practice issues statutory guidance on the admission authority’s statutory duty to consult on proposed admission arrangements afresh for each school year. The LEA must consult on their proposed admission arrangements by 1 March and, in the light of this consultation, determine the admission arrangements by 15 April for intakes from September of the following year. 

7. Conclusion

7.1. Given the significant response to the consultation exercise in favour of maintained associated primary schools and the need to limit the number of pupils admitted to high schools, the proposed admission arrangements detailed in Section 5 represent a solution to the problems faced by the LEA and recognise the comments made by governing bodies and parents in the consultation process. It should be noted, however, that many parents who responded to the consultation would be satisfied with nothing less than a continuation of the system which guarantees a pupil attending a particular primary school a place at a linked high school.

7.2. Members are therefore asked to approve the admission arrangements set out in paragraph 5 of this report.

