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       Action


	ADMISSIONS FORUM

MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON 29 JUNE 2011

PRESENT:
School Representatives:  Mr J Lyons, Mrs K Norton, Mr J White

Elected Members:  Councillor M Chatburn, Councillor A Lewis (Chair),  

LA Officers:  Mrs B Johns, Mrs J Khalid

Mr C Coady, Principal, Northshore Academy, Ms C Mason, Acting Principal, Thornaby Academy,  

Official:  Miss J McCartney, Secretary to the Forum.

Introductions were undertaken.

1. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Apologies for absence were received from Mrs J Gamblin, Councillor Mrs T Stott,            Mr J Morgan, Ms S Beavers and Mrs G Burnett.

2. MINUTES

The minutes of the meeting held on 9 February 2011 were received.

3. MATTERS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES

3.1
On-line Admissions - Advertising

The suggestion of advertising the admission process on the radio had been raised at the previous meeting, however this was an expensive option and the Admissions Section needed to follow the centralised communication process for Stockton Borough Council.  

3.2
Free School
A formal submission on the concerns of the Admissions Forum regarding the free school had been produced and submitted with the Local Authority submission to the DFE.

Mr C Coady highlighted how the submission needed to be crystal clear on the proposal for a free school and stated that whilst there was a demand from residents on Ingleby Barwick, the Local Authority figures suggested that there wasn’t an actual need for a another school.

Copy of the submission would be sent to members with the minutes for their information.  

4. SCHOOL ADJUDICATOR’S REPORT 2011 

Mrs B Johns explained how a report had to be submitted on an annual basis for the Admissions Forum and rather than produce a duplicate report copies of the adjudicators report had been sent to members for their information and comments.  The aim of the report was to confirm that admission arrangements were fair and meeting the needs of parents and children in the borough.  

Mrs Johns outlined the report and the various sections within.  The Choice Advice section had been updated by Mrs J Khalid.  Members were asked if they had any questions.

Mr J Lyons asked Mrs Khalid if she had any involvement in the primary sector, in particular from nursery to reception.  Mrs Khalid explained how she had commenced work with secondary schools and was now working with primary schools, nursery and reception and was also helping with the in year transfers.   

5. UPDATE ON 2011 / 2012 ADMISSION ROUND

Mrs Johns informed members that the admission round for 2011 / 2012 was ending and how the section were now preparing for the next round.  There had been less pressure for places at secondary schools compared to previous years.  95% had received their first preferences and 100% had received at least one of their preferences.  

There had been only 11 appeals, 6 for Egglescliffe School and 5 for All Saints School.  None of the appeals had been successful.  

92% had received their first preference for a place at primary school and 99.6% had been offered at least one of their 3 preferences.

Some parents had not been offered a place at any of their listed preferences.  

57 appeals had been received for primary school places.  There were still 2 appeals to be heard.   The high number of appeals was a result of having 40 of our 60 primary schools being full.  Projections for primary numbers were similar for 2012 and due to rise the following year.  The capacity of primary schools was being reviewed to consider how we can provide additional spaces.  

Mr J White highlighted the decline in the number of appeals for secondary schools and queried if this was because the cohort of pupils was less or due to a change in perception in parents.

Mrs Johns explained that pupil numbers had been lower and there had been a lot of change the previous year with the introduction of the academies.  It had been a more settled year and she highlighted how Conyers School still had 30 places available.  The Admissions Forum were concerned that Conyers School had spaces and how the introduction of a free school would have a detrimental effect on Conyers School.   

The net capacity of the primary schools was discussed.  

Councillor M Chatburn highlighted the 57 appeals for primary school places and queried how many had been successful.  Mrs Johns explained how none of the appeals had been successful on infant class sizes.  6 appeals had been successful for voluntary aided school but these did not breach Infant Class Size. 

However, the Appeal Panel had upheld 6 appeals for St Therese of Lisieux RC Primary School because they had felt that the schools admissions policy was flawed.  There was an issue relating to the tie breaker within the school policy.  However, on discussion with  Jill Douglas, Principal Solicitor, after the appeal decision had been relayed to the parents, felt that the panel should not have allowed all of the appeals, they should be gone on to discuss each individual case with parents.   Jill has now spoken to the appeals panel to explain this to them.  Mrs Johns is liaising with the school and the governing body as the Local Authority is trying to give some support to them.  

Mr J White raised his concerns regarding appeals panels and how there was no consistency on how they considered evidence presented to them.  He queried what training they received and how aware they were of the local context.  

Mrs B Johns informed members that the appeals panels were trained and how a two stage process was used to consider appeals.  The first stage was to look at the schools report, look at the schools position and case and decide if the school or the Admission Authority had proven the case that it would be prejudice to admit additional children.  Reports were given in a forum with all parents.  The Admission Authority and parents then withdraw.  If agreed individual cases were then heard.  

In the case of St Therese of Lisieux RC Primary School the Appeals Panel had discussed the policy and did not discuss cases individually but considered them all in the first stage.  They had received training and did have a Legal Clerk to advise them.  

Mr C Coady queried if a recommendation from the Admissions Forum was required.      Jill Douglas had spoken to the panel and explained how the decision should not have been made.  Legal Clerks usually explain the local position.  It would be considered  prior to the next round of appeals and Mrs Johns was happy to take a recommendation from the forum.  It was felt that further training with the panel members was required. 

Mrs Johns and Mrs Douglas had been asked by the school/governing body to consider their policy due to the concerns over the appeal panel comments.

Mrs Johns brought to the attention of the forum the fact that Macmillan Academy still had a proportion of Thornaby in their admission zone and Redcar and Cleveland.  

Mr C Coady suggested a direct approach to Macmillan Academy, Mrs Johns agreed to  follow this up.

6. CONSULTATION ON DRAFT ADMISSIONS CODE

Consultation on the draft Admissions Code was taking place and members were informed that the main proposed changes were as follows: 

1. The removal of the requirement from the local authority to co-ordinate in year admissions.   The co-ordination of the in year admissions had worked well.       Mrs Johns had emailed all schools to ask for their comments.  Mrs Johns would also contact neighbouring authorities to ascertain their views.

2. Changes to the Published Admission Number (PAN).  Mrs Johns would consider this section in further detail. Infant class size exceptions – In secondary schools  twins were accepted above the admission number as an exception, the proposal in the draft consultation was to enable primary schools to admit over the infant class size as an exception for twins and other multiple birth children with no  need to reach 30 for the next year.

3. Academies and Free Schools should be able to give priority to children attracting the Pupil Premium in their admission arrangements.  The Admissions Code would give admission priority to children attracting the pupil premium for academies and free schools.   Mrs Johns queried why this was not for all schools.   Mrs Johns was opposed to priority being given to staff of children in school in the case of oversubscription.  

4. Reducing the consultation requirements and if there were no changes to policy the proposal was to consult once every 7 years.  

Members were requested to forward their views to Mrs B Johns.

7. ANY OTHER BUSINESS

7.1
Admission Forum Meetings
The Admission Forum was not statutory however members agreed that it was a useful forum and wanted to continue meeting.  It was agreed that two meetings a year would be held with the option of an additional meeting in the summer term if required.

8. DATE OF NEXT MEETING

RESOLVED that the next meeting be arranged by the Secretary to the Forum.

Chairman’s Signature: _____________________________ Date: _______________


	Secretary

Mrs B Johns
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