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Durham Johnston School
Oversubscription criteria
Information meeting

20t May 2008 %
Held at St. Margaret's C.E. School



Agenda

e Introduction and welcome

e Councillor Nigel Martin -
— history of admissions criteria to DJS
- Why the changes have been made
— Other background information

e Discussion
 How to object

;‘@‘

\




Objecting to school
admissions arrangements
 Objections are handled by the
Schools Adjudicator
e Parents raising objections must meet
eligibility criteria
 Objections must be raised within a
specified time limit
 The outcome Is final and binding
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Schools Adjudicator

e The Secretary

Office of the Schools Adjudicator
Mowden Hall

Staindrop Road
Darlington DL3 9BG

Tel 0870 001 2468
Fax 01325 391 313
Email OSA.TEAM@dcsft.gsi.gov.uk

http://www.schoolsadjudicator.gov.uk/
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Eligibility to object

e Parents may object If they live in the relevan
"consultation area” and have children who are
aged 5 - 16 and have been, will be or are
eligible to go to the school

e Individual parents can object

e Large groups of parents can gather behind a
nominated representative
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Procedure

e An objection must be lodged with the
School Adjudicator’s office within 6
weeks of the publication of
admissions arrangements

e In this case:-
— Publication was on 2nd May 2008
— ODbjections by 13th June 2008
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What happens next?

e School Adjudicator decides Iin 6 weeks

« S/he may visit the school, collect further
evidence, convene a meeting and ask the
school and /Local Authority to comment

e Confidential information can't be
considered
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e A decision Is made based on:-
— Information from all parties

- the Code and guidance, in particular the
relevant legislation

— other legislation such as that on equal
opportunities, racial discrimination, and
disabilty discrimination

e Every parent who objects will receive a
copy of the decision

 The decision Is binding on all parties




The grounds

e Unlawful arrangements or failure to
comply with the School Admissions
Code, I.e. those parts which "must” or
"must not” be complied with
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What could our grounds be"

e Governing bodies must promote
community cohesion (section 1.13)

 LAs must ensure that schools
arrangments meet the needs of all
parents and children... 1t is good
practice for LAs to co-ordinate
consultation (1.24)
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« Admission authorities should take
account of time taken to travel to
school and availability of public
transport (2.31)

e Admission authorities must take
account of factors that unfairly
advantage or disadvantage one child
compared to another (2.34)
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e Admission authorities must not
guarantee places to parents in a local
catchment area (2.35)

e Local authorities must ensure that
admissions arrangements are clear,
objective and fair (4.4)
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Example 1: Dorset July 2007

e A secondary school has changed its
oversubscription criteria for
admissions In September 2008.

e This change gives higher priority to
children attending Mudeford Junior
School than other neighbouring schools
not already on the school’s list of
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 The objectors argue this change:

e gives preferential consideration to
families living In a relatively privileged
area, and effectively excludes children
from generally less privileged areas,;

e has a generally adverse impact on
community cohesion in the town;

IS Inequitable, as i1t enhances choice for
one part of the community by reducing
It for another.
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e The Adjudicator argued:-

« Mudeford Junior School appears to be a de
facto feeder school as a result of parental
choices, availability of places and operation
of the distance criterion. However, parents
have not been In a position to be confident
about their chances of a place at the
school. The situation has lacked the clarity
of an element of predictability which could
be provided. ... I do not consider that the
change In the arrangements can be
regarded as having an adverse impact on

ommunity cohesion.
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e Decision: Objection was not upheld

e l.e. In this case the Council was
correct to give parents from this
primary school higher priority In
their applications for secondary
school places at the local school.
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Example 2:
Richmond, June 2007

The admission arrangements for Teddington
Community School include an
oversubscription criterion giving priority
to puplls currently attending a primary
school with which the secondary school has
an established link. .. Applicants from a
linked primary school have higher priority
In allocation of places than those living
closer to the school but attending a

* ary school without a link...




e Objectors (govs of the local Catholi
primary school) argue:-

e children from the un-linked local
Catholic primary school cannot get
places

e The arrangements are inconsistent
with the Code In that they
disadvantage a particular social group
and discourage parents from seeking a
place at Teddington School for their
children.
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e The Council argued:-

e The arrangements objected to apply to all
secondary schools .... arrangements should
applied consistently across the Borough.

e Whilst it is preferable for children to be
able to attend their nearest secondary
school, to secure this In these
circumstances would create more inequities
than it would remove.

e Although operation of the system does have
the effect of excluding a small number of
Catholic pupils from Teddington School,
there are places available at other
secondary schools within easy reach of the
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The Adjudicator decided:-

The inclusion of feeder or linked school
an over-subscription criterion Is
consistent with the Code. It can
contribute to community cohesion by
enabling friendship groups to stay
together as they proceed from primary
to secondary education.

In this case the issue is about the
mechanism used to establish links.... the
system as operated has the effect of
preventing the admission of small
number of children to a school serving
the community in which they live.




..there will always be some disappointed
applicants for places in over-subscribed
school.. but | judge that, in the interest o
community cohesion and reasonableness to
families, arrangements should seek to
avold a situation where those
disappointed applicants are neighbours of
the school In guestion.

Objection partially upheld -
Redefine "linked” school

Authority to reconsider admissions strategy for
the next academic year



INn our case:-

e Community cohesion could be at risk

- IT St. Margaret’s children can’t get into
DJS as usual, their inter-group cohesion is
disturbed

— The perception of “favouring” associated
transport areas or those living closest to
DJS disturbs cohesion in the wider
community

- The numbers argument can be played both




e The needs of all parents and childre
are not met; consultation was not co-
ordinated

- St. Margaret’s parents were unaware of the
changes and the change process

— The school was not consulted, despite its
long-standing relationship to DJS - as a de
facto feeder school

- The LA did not consult widely

— The needs of St. M’s parents children living
e to DJS are not met by this change




 The new criteria disadvantage
children living closer to DJS when
over-subscription occurs

« The new criteria were agreed In order
to safeguard places at DJS for
children In associated transport areas
— this amounts to guaranteeing places
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 Hence the new over-subscription
criteria cannot be said to be
objective, clear and fair to children

applying from the area closest to
DJS.
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Ways forward

 \WWe can do nothing - accept the
situation , trust the LA and the data

e Individuals who wish to can object as
such

 We can form a working party to agree a
letter supporting a group objection
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However, If we object..

 There Is no guarantee of success

e Every case Is unique

e Strong arguments must be provided
 The Code Is adhered to...

 We all have to accept the outcome

A@‘

\




Contact detalls

e Vanessa Kind, 66 Archery Rise
« 0191 386 8794
e Vanessa.kind@Dbtinternet.com

e Sue Lyons
e sue@suelyons.com

e Or contact us via St. Margaret’'s School
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