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SECTION 1 - BACKGROUND

1.1  East Dunbartonshire Council’s (the “Council”) @mt school provision and
arrangements for admissions and Primary 7 to Sikfieaarrangements are
underpinned by legislative requirements in the BEtioa (Scotland) Act 1980.
This requires the Council to:

I. provide adequate and efficient management of hedcestate and

provide sufficient places for their pupil populatjo

il. adhere to the general principle that children sthde! educated in line
with their parents’ wishes;

iii. ensure that all admissions must comply with cléss legislation and
national staffing agreements; and

\2 enable parents to express a preference for a partischool that they may
want their child to attend by submitting a placneguest, which an
authority must grant if places are available ingbkool unless there is
valid legal reason not to do so.

1.2  The Council operates a catchment policy where eaddyess in the authority is
allocated to a primary and secondary school in beghdenominational (Roman
Catholic) and non-denominational sectors.

1.3  Parents can make a placing requests to anotheolsastead of the catchment
school, if they wish. These are only consideredafoy remaining places after
catchment places are accommodated. Placing regaresgranted unless there is
a valid legal reason not to do so.

1.4  The Council aims to provide sufficient places fbildren, who live within the
delineated catchment area. Roll projections adatgal annually and are based
on analysis of population data, interpreted throagtent trends. While some
schools have high occupancy levels, others haveotmupancy. This can be
due to high demand from the catchment area and®talplacing requests from
out with the area. In the rare event, a school&-subscribed when places are
allocated in Primary 1 and S1, the Education Sermiould take all reasonable
steps to ensure that children from the catchmesat ean be accommodated
within the school. If this was not possible, tkb@ol would be deemed to be
over-subscribed and places allocated using theifyricst detailed inAppendix
1: Revised Admissions Policy.

1.5 On 24 October 2019, the Council’'s Education Coneeitgave approval for a
statutory consultation to be carried out in accocgawith the Schools
Consultation (Scotland) Act 2010. The Report ( EF25-19-JM ) outlined plans
to consult on the proposed changes for all Cowmlbminational (Roman
Catholic) and non-denominational primary and seaoyndchools to :

i.  the admissions arrangements, including Primarydidaming a school
session;



1.6

ii.  the arrangements for the transfer of pupils fropniary school to a
secondary school;

iii.  the arrangements for admission to the Educatiopeti@list Provision
within East Dunbartonshire.

The consultation document detailed the main chatgggse admissions policy
including a procedure to be followed in the evera school being
oversubscribed for catchment places. The conguitatso detailed the revised
arrangements for the educational specialist pronigiithin the Council. The
educational benefits of the proposals were alsailédt A copy of the
consultation document is containedAippendix 3.



SECTION 2- CONSULTATION PROCESS

21

2.2

2.3

24

2.5

2.6

2.7

2.8

A process for consultation was established und=@10 Act and documentation
was developed that included information on:

* The proposal;

* The consultation process;

* The public meetings;

* Educational benefits; and

* Issues anticipated in the proposal.

The consultation started on the 28 October andsafasduled to end on 6
December 2019. The consultation was extended Ldtilanuary 2020, due to the
large volume of responses received and the issise

A letter was sent to all statutory consulteestified (see Section 2.9). The letter
from the Chief Education Officer explained the meg and how to respond. The
proposal document (the “Proposal’) was availabléhenCouncil website, with
paper copies available from the Council Officefie Tonsultation letter and
Proposal are attached Appendices 2 and 3.

The consultation letter was sent to all Head Teeschnd Parent Councils of all
schools in East Dunbartonshire.

The Proposal was circulated to Elected Membecs| lslembers of the Scottish
Parliament and Members of Parliament.

Details of the Proposal were made available oadacdted section of the
Council's website (www.eastdunbarton.gov.uk/coratidhs). This provided full
details on the Proposal as well as how to resp&tesponses could be completed
on line or printed and sent by post. The condoltatvas publicised in the press
and on social media throughout the consultatioroper

In response to questions raised during the consuitaa Frequently Asked
Question section was set up on the Council’'s websihere was a request for
updated roll projections for all secondary schothlss was provided and
published on the FAQs section.

Consultees were requested to confirm their addmedgheir relationship with the
affected schools. They were also asked whetheotothey agreed with the
Proposal, offered the opportunity to give reasamgHeir agreement or otherwise,
and to include any additional comments.

During the first three weeks of the consultat@mumber of key issues were
raised. On 25 November further information waseskto all consultees.
(Appendix 4) This included details of the extension of thesudtation period,



two additional public meetings and a commitmentdosider these issues
following feedback received during the consultation

» The need to review the application of distancesgdtand to include the
consideration of the length of time in attendancde primary school as a
separate criteria;

* The need to take into account local primary schoulere the associated
secondary school is not within 5 miles; and

» The number of places allocated within the EducaBpecialist Provision.

2.9 In total four public meetings were held:

» Bearsden Academy on 13 November;

» Bishopbriggs Academy on 25 November;

» St Ninian’s High School on 3 December; and
» Bearsden Academy on 5 December.

The purpose of the meetings was to provide futtiaekground on the Proposal
and to provide an opportunity for questions andfatation. The additional two
meetings provided an opportunity for further feezkoan the proposed changes to
the original Proposal. The Council’s Chief Soliciand Monitoring Officer
chaired the meetings. Officers from the Educa8ernvice gave a short
presentation and answered questions. The Conweéiglucation and other
elected members were in attendance. A report@mitetings is detailed in
Appendix 5.

2.10 Pupilsin Primary 4 to 7 and those in S1 to S6patiend schools in the Council
were consulted and their views were gathered acatded (see Section 3.6).
This consultation was carried out in accordancé wie advice issued by the
Scottish Commissioner for Young People.

211 The Parent Council Forum is attended by Parenh€bGhairs. At the meeting
on 18 November, a presentation was given by thef@ducation Officer. There
was an opportunity for discussion and questiontherProposal.

212 Consultees
Consultees were identified according to SchedwétBe 2010 Act. All
consultees were sent a copy of consultation letier a copy of the consultation
document available on line or through a paper coflye consultees contacted
included:

0 Parent Councils
The Parent Councils of all Council primary and setary schools.

o Parentsof pupilsat affected schools



Parents and carers of pupils attending all Coyrathary and secondary
schools contacted using information held by theostsh

Parents of any children expected by the education authority to attend
affected schools within two years

Parents and carers of children in local authortyyeyears’ centres and
partner providers.

Staff at affected schools
All staff in the Council’s primary and secondaryesols.

Any other usersof any affected school that the education authority
considersreevant

Celtic Football Club as there is a partnership aegrent for the Celtic
Academy within St Ninian’s High School. Rangerotall Club as there is a
partnership agreement for the Rangers Academymibilair Academy.

Community Councils
The relevant Community Councils within the Courgcéa were consulted.

Trade Unions
All relevant Trade Unions were consulted.

Pupils

Consultations were held within all primary and setary schools, led by the
Pupil Council supported by staff. Pupils in Primédrto 7 and S1 to 6 were
invited to take part.

The Director of Education of Glasgow City Coungidahe Director of
Education and Families of North Lanarkshire Coungte issued with the
consultation information.

The Roman Catholic Church was issued with the daatgn letter through
the Archdiocese in Glasgow.

The Bord na Gaidhlig and Comann nam Parant wersutied due to the
proposed changes to the arrangements for Gaelan8ary Medium
Education.



SECTION 3 - RESPONSESTO THE CONSULTATION
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As detailed in Section 2, the consultation infotimrawas issued to all statutory
consultees. Consultees were asked to identify this (e.g. parent, staff) and
their association with a school, where relevant.

There was a high response to the consultatiorrelivas a total of 2136
responses. 239 (11.19%) agreed and 1897 (88.8is#%@grded with the Proposal.
A large volume of responses were received at dg st@ge in the consultation
and a number of key issues were identified. Aesalt, the Council extended the
consultation period and committed to reviewing pheposal to take account of
the views expressedsection 5 details the main issues raised through the
consultation.

Four public meetings were held:

* Bearsden Academy on 13 November;

» Bishopbriggs Academy on 25 November;

* St Ninian’s High School on 3 December; and
» Bearsden Academy on 5 December.

A note of the issues discussed at the meetingtirehad ag\ppendix 5.

In accordance with the 2010 Act, the Council pethand engaged in a
consultation with the pupils in Primary 4 to 7 ih@imary schools and S1 to S6
in all secondary schools within East Dunbartonshire

The consultation was led by the Pupil Council infeschool and support
provided by the Head Teacher or Depute Head Teadhapils were given a
presentation at an assembly and invited to askiignes Pupils then completed
an online response form. This provided them vh#hdption of agreeing or
disagreeing with the Proposal, as well as the dppady to make comments. The
comments made by pupils are considered in Sectigithbthe other comments or
issues raised. There was a majority of pupilggre@ment with the Proposal.
3868 pupils responded to the consultation; 21516@%) agreed with the
Proposal and 1717 (44.39%) disagreed.

A response was received from the Comann nam Paraahthe Bord na Gaidhlig.
This is detailed in Section 5.

A response was received from the Archdiocese as@iw. This is detailed in
Section 5.
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Introduction

This report from Education Scotland has beenamexpby Her Majesty’s
Inspectors of Education (HM Inspectors) in accoogawith the terms of the
Schools (Consultation) (Scotland) Act 20(tthe 2010 Act”). The purpose of the
report is to provide an independent and impartbalsederation of East
Dunbartonshire Council’s proposal to consult onatimissions policy including
from primary to secondary. Section 2 of the regets out brief details of the
consultation process. Section 3 of the report@at$iM Inspectors’
consideration of the educational aspects of thpgsal, including significant
views expressed by consultees. Section 4 summadidesispectors’ overall
view of the proposal. Upon receipt of this reptirg Act requires the council to
consider it and then prepare its final consultateport. The council’s final
consultation report should include this report engst contain an explanation of
how, in finalising the proposal, it has reviewed thitial proposal, including a
summary of points raised during the consultatiacess and the council’s
response to them. The council has to publishn@ tonsultation report three
weeks before it takes its final decision.

HM Inspectors considered:

* the likely effects of the proposal for children ayaing people of the
schools; any other users; children likely to becqugils within two years of
the date of publication of the proposal paper; @iher children and young
people in the council area;

» any other likely effects of the proposal,

* how the council intends to minimise or avoid anyeaxde effects that may
arise from the proposal; and

» the educational benefits the council believes mgdult from implementation
of the proposal, and the council’s reasons for ogno these beliefs.

In preparing this report, HM Inspectors underttiok following activities:

» attendance at the public meetings held on 25 Noeeiahd 3 and 5
December 2019 in connection with the council’s sads;

» consideration of all relevant documentation progitg the council in
relation to the proposal, specifically the eduaatidbenefits statement and
related consultation documenig;tten and oral submissions from parents
and others; and

* visits to the site of Bearsden Academy, Bishoplziggademy and St
Ninian’s High, Kirkintilloch, including discussiowith relevant consultees.
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3.1

Consultation process

East Dunbartonshire Council undertook the coasioh on its proposal(s) with
reference to th&chools (Consultation) (Scotland) Act 2010

The original timescale for the consultation wasf 28 October to 6 December
20109.

Stakeholders were invited to respond to the colsnailline questionnaire. Taking
into account the level of responses received aukssraised by consultees, the
council extended the closing date until 10 Jan@8R20. The original, planned
public meeting at Bishopbriggs Academy took placeb November 2019.
Commendably, in order to update stakeholders ogldging issues, the council
added a further three meetings. One at Bearsdedeffaon 13 November, one
at St Ninian’s High on 3 December 2019 and anadh®&earsden Academy on 5
December 2019. The numbers attending each mee@ngaver 360; over 260;
almost 70; and around 60 respectively.

The council sought to re-assure stakeholders wighand to its response to
emerging issues.

These issues related to: - distance from homehoacany local school more
than five miles from its associated secondary;thechumber of places in the
specialist provisions.

There were 2,136 responses to the online questimcompleted by
stakeholders. Of these, just over 11% were in faaod almost 89% against
the council’s proposals. The council engaged wiitdeen from P4-P7 and
young people from S1-S6 with regard to the propdeabtal, 3,868 children
and young people shared their views. Almost 56%edjand over 44%
disagreed.

Educational aspects of proposal

HM Inspectors agree that the basis of the coatsoilt is sound in terms of
providing clarity to stakeholders in the few ingtas where insufficient places
might be available to children and young peopla delineated catchment area.
The proposal will help the council to fulfil its ldpation to manage efficiently the
school estate and to ensure best value. Providsgart of the criteria, support
for children who have attended an associated pyisnool aligns with the
council’s investment in strong cluster working. HMspectors agree that effective
transitions from primary to secondary schools helggression in learning in
English Medium Education and Gaelic Medium Educa{@ME). HM
Inspectors also note the continuing commitmenhefdouncil to support the
development of children and young people’s talémisugh the provision of
specialist provisions for soccer and music.
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Almost all stakeholders agree that the councilgist to seek to provide clarity
and transparency in how it will deal with the srmalinber of catchments where
there may be more children for admission in a stti@m places available.
However, the majority of stakeholders met by HMplastors felt the consultation
was rushed. They felt that the council could haveeutaken earlier, informal
groundwork in order to listen, explore with, angbkmmn to parents relevant issues.
More than a few parents believed that this resutteahxiety and concern among
children, young people and parents. They reportsahéinuing degree of
confusion and uncertainty. A few felt that the laKacility to make comment on
the original online questionnaire was not helpful.

It would be useful for the council to review theontractual obligations with
Celtic and Rangers Football Clubs with regard tartrespective Football
Academies. In doing so, they would be able to mteve-assurance to parents of
young people living in delineated catchments foNBiian’s High and Boclair
Academy. Parents and carers expect that young eéweiplg in the affected
catchments, in all circumstances, would have adrighiority than non-catchment
young people attending either of the Football Acaids. By formalising the
existing tacit agreement with the football clubatgmnts and young people would
have clarity and re-assurance that this is the. case

There is limited consensus among stakeholderstbeesrder of priority for
admissions that was proposed by the council. Famgie, in the Bishopbriggs
area, distance from the catchment secondary sevemkeen as unfair. Parents
who have children attending primary schools atgteatest distance from
Bishopbriggs Academy strongly objected to thisecié.

The Archdiocese of Glasgow welcomes and supploetsouncil’s desire to
provide clarity to parents, children and young peayth regard to admissions to
East Dunbartonshire Schools. It believes that énctise of a higher demand than
available places for any denominational schooh tGatholic children and young
people (as evidenced by a baptismal certificat@)diin the catchment area
should be given priority over other children andiyg people.

Bord na Gaidhlig, as a statutory consultee, pledia response to East
Dunbartonshire Council. Whilst it is supportivetbé intention to provide clarity,
it opposes the council’s original intention to ¢hp intake of children and young
people wishing to follow GME at Meadowburn Primaryd Bishopbriggs
Academy. It points out that by capping pupil nunshéne council would not be
following Statutory Guidance nor advice in the [daal Language Plan 2018-23.
It welcomes the council’s indication that the caygpof places will be removed
from the final proposal. HM inspectors also hightighe council’s responsibility
to follow the Statutory Guidance and encourageinaity across stages, for
children and young people following GME, includifog those with placements.



4, Summary

HM Inspectors agree that the basis of the consuitad sound in terms of
providing clarity to stakeholders in the few ingtas where insufficient places
might be available to children and young peopla delineated catchment area.
The proposal will help the council to fulfil its lidpation to manage efficiently the
school estate. Maintaining strong cluster idergiigpports progression in
children’s learning as they transition into secagdaducation.

The lack of pre-consultation work appears to hawgrduted to confusion for
many stakeholders and caused a degree of anxadtynty have been avoided.
HM Inspectors recognise that the council has, @s¢hcircumstances, allocated
more time to the consultation period and attempagatovide clearer, revised
information. HM Inspectors welcome the council’dization that it now
recognises its responsibility to follow the StatytGuidance with regard to
GME. The council has also worked with the Parenir@d of St Nicholas
Primary to find a solution which meets the needtheffamilies of children who
attend that school. The strong opposition fromettakders, mainly parents
responding to the questionnaire, is not matchethéyiews of children and
young people. The majority of children and youngpde are in favour of the
proposal. Substantial numbers of comments recdayetie council indicate that
stakeholders have not fully understood how the cibans to operate its new
policies. The council has significant work stilldo to explain to stakeholders the
likely implications of the proposal, should it goead.

HM Inspectors
January 2020



SECTION 5- ISSUESIDENTIFIED IN THE CONSULTATION

5.1

5.2

Education Scotland

The report by the HM inspectors is detailed in B&ct. HM Inspectors agree
that the basis of the consultation is sound in $eofiproviding clarity to
stakeholders in the few instances where insufftgigices might be available to
children and young people in a delineated catchraesa.

The report by HMI inspectors agrees that the Pralpwgl help the Council to
fulfil its obligation to manage efficiently the sabl estate and to ensure best
value.

The educational benefits of the Proposal are acledyed in the report. It
acknowledges the work done as part of 3 to 18 eludigns with the priority
given to children, who have attended an assocpatethry school. Cluster
working aims to improve transitions for pupils drelp progression in learning.
The report also notes the Council’s continuing catmant to supporting the
development of children’s talents through the psimn of specialist provision.

The findings in the report by HMI inspectors refldwse identified through the
consultation and are addressed in the points below.

The report also recommends that the Council shandtbrtake significant work to
ensure that the proposed changes to the AdmisBiolityy are understood by
stakeholders. The Council commits to working virlrent Councils and Head
Teachers to do this if the proposed changes aneagqb.

The Council recognises that the Proposal was artiegriesue for many families.
The majority of those who responded to the conBaftalisagreed with aspects of
the original Proposal. It is important, therefdeeidentify in detail what the
issues were for those who disagreed with the Pedpdsese are discussed, and
potential alterations that could be consideretiefProposal were to proceed are
identified.

A number of those who responded were in favouhefProposal that evidence of
residence in the catchment area should be prowvidheth a child transfers from
primary to secondary school.

It is important to state that the Council will @lys take all reasonable steps to
ensure it provides sufficient catchment placessischools. If a school is at risk
of being over-subscribed at the placing round Btlecation Service would
consult with the head teacher to explore othermogtiin order to accommodate
all children, who live in the catchment. Only iktle were no other options
available would the Council allocate places ushedriteria detailed in
Appendix 1: Revised Admissions Policy.



5.2.1 A total of 430 respondents referred to faith issimetheir comments. This
includes comments from parents of children whonattte denominational primary
school but would wish to transfer to a non-denotmmal secondary school.
These are discussed in Section 5.2.2 below.

The Council is committed to ensuring that it fudfits statutory responsibility to
provide Catholic education. This includes ensutirag those parents, who wish
their child to be educated in a denominational sthave the right to this from
primary through to secondary.

The Council recognises that denominational scha@pen to those of all faiths
and none.

The response from the Archdiocese of Glasgow mised the need for the
Council to manage its school estate effectivelpwiver the response detailed
that a baptismal certificate from the Catholic Gitushould be the first criteria for
allocating places, in the event of a denominati@chbol being over-subscribed.

The Council has carefully considered all of thepnses and reviewed the
proposed criteria for denominational secondary slshib the school was over-
subscribed. It is important to stress that it wioaly apply to children who lived
in the catchment area. Those children enrolleahiassociated primary school by
way of a placing request would require to makerthér placing request to the
secondary school and would not be automaticallysteared to the associated
secondary school.

The criteria in the original proposal aimed to makeritisation clear for
children, whose parents have declared an affinith¢ religious beliefs of the
school and have a baptismal certificate from then&wo Catholic Church.
However this has now been reviewed to ensure pyi@rigiven to those whose
parents declare an affinity to the religious bslief the school and have a
baptismal certificate from the Catholic Church.ef& toAppendix 1: Revised
Admissions Palicy).

The Council is of the view that there is an edwrsl benefit to giving priority to
associated denominational primary school schoaois,td the 3 to 18 cluster work
with the denominational secondary school. Asagmociated primary school is a
denominational school parents have clearly chos@ormmit to that sector.
Those children, who are transferring from an asgediprimary school are given
priority if the secondary school is over-subscribdthis does not exclude those
children who attend a non-denominational primafyost within the catchment
area, but it gives priority to those who attendaasociated denominational
primary school and are baptised into the Cathalithfwhere the denominational
secondary school is over-subscribed.



5.2.2

5.3

Similarly the Council has considered the criteoidé used if a denominational
primary school is over-subscribed. The criterigehlbbeen revised to give priority
to those children, whose parents declare an affiaithe religious beliefs of the
school and are baptised into the Catholic Churelgaren priority. Refer to
Appendix 1: Revised Admissions Policy.

The majority of children transfer from the asstmibprimary school to the
secondary school. However in some communitiegmarchoose to send their
child to a non-denominational secondary schookrofiecause there is not a
denominational secondary school within the comnyunit

The initial Proposal meant that there was a sigaifi risk that parents would not
choose a denominational primary school for theild¢hf it meant that they had
less chance of a place in the catchment non-deratimimal secondary school if
that secondary school was over-subscribed. Thec€ilotewed this as a risk to
the delivery of Catholic education within certamnomunities.

The Council is committed to fulfilling its statutoduty to provide Catholic
education from primary to secondary school. Treeethere will be no change to
the associated primary schools for the denominatisecondary schools.

However the Council also recognises the requiréneeeducate children in line
with their parents’ wishes, where possible.

The revised Proposal, therefore, recognises thepkr context where the
associated secondary school is not within five snilethe primary school. If the
non-denominational secondary school is over-sutsdriPriority B now reads:

(B) those children who live within the school’s idelated catchment area and
who attend an associated primary schodttend an East Dunbartonshire
primary school, where the associated secondary school is not within 5 miles
of that primary school — Refer to Appendix 1: Revised Admissions
Policy.

The change is shown in italics. This priority i9h@d after those children who
live in the catchment area and have a siblingasttool.

Distance from the school as a criteria for bothaeinational and non-
denominational schools was identified as an isgu@ds of those who disagreed
with the Proposal. The main reason given wasitltisadvantaged some
communities which were further away from the schdblvas also highlighted in
the response by the Archdiocese, as denominatschalols have a wider
catchment area.



5.3.1 With regard to secondary schools, it is therefogposed that an additional
criteria of length of time in the associated prignachool should be added as
detailed below:-

Non- Denominational Secondary Schools
Criteria B : Refer tdAppendix 1: Revised Admissions Policy The change is
shown in italics:

(B)

to those children who live within the schoalislineated catchment area and
who attend an associated primary school or attertast Dunbartonshire
primary school, where the associated secondaryschoot within 5 miles

of that primary school:-

(1) to those children who have Additional Suppogdds, which can
only be met by access to provision located withsrequested
school and which can be supported by reports/ecel&om
appropriate professionals;

(i)  to those children who have a medical conditivhich can only be
met by access to the requested school and whicheaopported
by reports/evidence from the community medicineciist
and/or family doctor or other health professional,

(i) the length of time the child has attended either the associated
primary school or the East Dunbartonshire primary school where
the associated secondary school is not within 5 miles of that
primary school;

(iv)  distance between home and school being theriziapplied, with
those children residing nearest to the school lasiledéed by the
Education Authority given priority.

5.3.2 Denominational Secondary Schools

It would be within Criteria C: Refer tAppendix 1 Revised Admissions Policy:

©)

those children who live within the school’sidebted catchment area,

within East Dunbartonshire and who attend an aatetiprimary school

and whose parents declare an affinity with thegrelis beliefs of the school
and who have been baptised in the Roman Catholicafihin accordance
with the following criteria;

(i) those Catholic children with a sibling in atteamce at the school;

(i) to those Catholic children who have Additior&lpport Needs which
can only be met by access to provision locatediwitie requested
school and which can be supported by reports/ecelé&om
appropriate professionals;

(iif) to those Catholic children who have a medicahdition which can
only be met by access to the requested school aiahwan be
supported by reports/evidence from the communitgliciee
specialist and/or family doctor or other healthfpssional;



(iv) those Catholic children who attend an assedigrimary school and
who do not have a sibling attending the secondamgd;

(v) Those children who are not Catholic and whoehasibling in
attendance at the school;

(vi) to those children who are not Catholic andénAdditional Support
Needs which can only be met by access to provisiceted within
the requested school and which can be supporteedoyts/evidence
from appropriate professionals;,

(vii) to those children who are not Catholic andowtave a medical
condition which can only be met by access to tihgested school and
which can be supported by reports/evidence fronttmemunity
medicine specialist and/or family doctor or othealth professional;,

(viii) for those children who are not Catholic, @disce between home and
school being the criteria applied, with those at@idresiding nearest
to the school as calculated by the Education Altthgiven priority.

This change provides more clarity for parents @mttiren and is in line with
the clear educational benefits of attending an@asad primary school. It
will ensure that parents can make informed decssiabout their child’s
education and will provide more certainty for tihensition from primary to
secondary.

The Council recognises there may be exceptionaligistances, which could
have adversely affected the length of time a dhéld attended an associated
primary school. Examples of where this may ocma when a family is
placed into homeless accommodation within the dcbatchment area or if
a child becomes looked after and accommodatedmwiitiei school catchment
area. It is not anticipated that this will be a coom occurrence but in these
circumstances, the Council would retain the righplace a child in a chosen
school.

5.3.3 Primary Schools: Both Non-denominational and Denominational

With regard to primary schools, the Council hassidered if a similar additional
criteria could be included before distance is ade®d. The Council has broadly
followed the proposed revised criteria for denortioreal secondary schools in

the proposed revised admission policy for denoronat primary schools. This
provides clarity for parents who chose to havertbleiildren educated in the
denominational sector. The view was expressediis&nce disadvantaged some
communities, particularly where the primary scheab not located within the
community.

It is therefore proposed that if a primary scheabver-subscribed, that an
additional criteria is used prior to the distanaf the school. This would be the
length of time the parent has lived in the catchinaeea of the school, based on
the evidence provided as part of the applicatiatgss, unless there are
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exceptional circumstances. Examples of exceptionalmstances are
homelessness affecting a family or care experieshédren being moved into
the school catchment area. The list is not detiaitirhe Council retains the right
to place children in schools where there are exaeglcircumstances.

The Proposal detailed changes to the admissiangements for the Education
Specialist Provision within the Council. Responsese received from the
national Comann nam Parant and Bord na Gaidhligth Brganisations
welcomed the proposed change to allocate placefsilttren who attended
Meadowburn Primary Gaelic Medium Education Unit (EMand the Gaelic
Medium Education Secondary Provision within Bishagids Academy.

However it was highlighted that there should noalmap on available GME
places in order to ensure compliance with the latiji® requirements. Therefore
the revised Proposal does not specify a maximunbeuif places. A total of 31
respondents referred to Gaelic in their commenlsest were in favour but a
number were not because of the roll pressures simopbriggs Academy. The
Council has considered other options for the promisf GME in secondary
schools. However the majority of children, wheeatt Meadowburn Primary
Gaelic Medium Unit, reside in the catchment areBishopbriggs Academy and
so are entitled to a catchment place. There arst@nts to expanding GME
provision in securing suitably qualified teachemsl aupport staff, so expansion to
another secondary school is not a viable optighiattime.

There were 22 comments related to the Educatieci8ist Provision of the
Football Academies. The main issue was allocaingaximum of 25 places if

the school was over-subscribed. The Council valuepartnership with Celtic
Football Club and with Rangers Football Club areté¢hare clear educational
benefits. Itis also recognised that the numbeilades allocated to pupils from
the Football Academies is dependent on the nunfbehilolren who attain the
required standard and the number of places avajl&ddting account of the
projected number of catchment places. This wilageeed each year between the
Council and the clubs and will be capped at a marinof 25 S1 pupils in each
school.

The issue of priority being given to pupils at Masic School was raised by 15
people. Almost all disagreed that these pupilsikhbe allocated with the
catchment places. However the number of pupilg attain the required
standard to gain entry to the Music School, istietdy low and would not affect
the capacity of the school to accommodate catchotelaren.

A number of people raised the issue of acceptiagig requests causing roll
pressures in some schools. The Council is legatjyired to accept placing
requests unless there is legitimate reason toeeflrsany event, placing requests
are not decided upon until after catchment plaee® bbeen allocated.

School Estate Planning and the link to Housingdbgyments



490 respondents and those in attendance at thie podétings raised concerns
that the development of new housing in the areapuéting pressure on school
rolls as well as raising questions on the forwdashping for the physical capacity
of schools.

It is recognised that new development can havedaarae impact upon existing
infrastructure, facilities and public services. vitaver, in the first instance the
planning system seeks to mitigate any impacts aottiSh Planning Policy
introduces a presumption in favour of sustainakletbpment. Nevertheless, in
such circumstances, developer contributions casohght, where necessary to
make the proposed development acceptable in plgteims. Planning
obligations are intended to address matters raguitom new Proposal, not
existing deficiencies. An impact from a proposedmevelopment on any
infrastructure capacity would require to be insuamtable in order to be
considered a justifiable reason to refuse a plapapplication.

Notwithstanding this, it is recognised that newldbtiousing is only small part of
the entire housing market in East Dunbartonshiceiaparticular the second
hand market is a much larger proportion of thetl@nivironment and is outwith
the control of the Council as Planning Authority.

Population projections (NRS 2017), based on thd 2@hsus, suggest that the
population of East Dunbartonshire will increasexfrd07,540 in 2016 to 118,171
in 2041, an increase of 9.9%. Whilst householdgutipns show continued
increase from 45,690 in 2017 to 48,400 in 2026 ithat a greater rate than
population increase.

It should be noted that population projections Hawéations. The projections
are calculations showing what happens if particatsmumptions are made about
future fertility, mortality and migration. Thesesasnptions are based on past
trends and do not take account of any future cretige may occur as a result of
policy initiatives but may reflect the past impa€policy or economic changes.
These projections are not, therefore, forecastghatt the government expects to
happen based on policy.

Taking these limitations into account, the Educat@rvice uses both population
projections as well as data provided on an annasiskirom the Planning Service
to inform school projections. In addition, the Edtion Service is consulted on
any new planning applications for housing developisi@nd assist in the
application the policy on developer contributiowbere appropriate.

School rolls are therefore dynamic and change®ceaur as a result of multiple
factors that include but are not restricted to hewsing development. General
trends such as the rate of turnover in the existmgsing stock, rises and falls in
the birth rate, natural spikes and dips in demartideclining household sizes
can all impact upon school roles.



5.7

School roll projections take into account both sfies that are allocated for
housing development in the 5 year Local Developriégm but also the houses
that have been completed and occupied that areteepon an annual basis
through the Housing Land Audit.

The Council is currently reviewing its School EstaAisset Management Plan.
Data regarding the current condition and suitgbditthe school estate, including
projected school rolls, is gathered to supportctieation of the Plan and is used to
inform future investment decisions. Where futuré poessures have been
identified, options are considered to address tposgsures, which may include
the conversion of rooms within a school to supfwetincreased roll or in some
circumstances the construction of an extensiomdate additional capacity. The
School Estate Asset Management Plan forms a keéyp#re Council’'s updated
Corporate Asset Management Plan which will iderftifyire projects for
inclusion within the Council’s approved 10 year @adnvestment Plan. Where
appropriate, funding applications will be made xteenal bodies, specifically the
Scottish Futures Trust, to support developmenhefliearning Estate.

The comments made by pupils focused on:

e Wanting to attend a school near their home;
* Wanting to attend a school with their friends dnlisigs.

The revised policy will provide more certainty fdrildren that they will transfer
to the secondary school attended by their sibliagghis is the first criteria for
allocating places if a school is over-subscribed.

The majority of children will attend an associapgomary school and will then
transfer to the secondary school with their frieadd in their community.

This policy will provide clarity and ensure clearqggitisation.



SECTION 6- ALLEGED OMISSIONS OR INACCURACIES

6.1

The 2010 Act, as amended, places a requiremettieo@ouncil to provide details
of any inaccuracy or omission within the consw&tilocument, which has been
either discovered by the Education Authority orgegjed by any other person.
The Education Authority must then determine if valat information has been
omitted or if there has been an inaccuracy and tdlemappropriate action which
may include the issue of a correction or the rémgsaf the Proposal paper or the
revision of the timescale for the consultation peras appropriate. In that event,
relevant consultees and Education Scotland muatibised.

During the consultation period, a submission wasiked which detailed alleged
omissions in the Proposal document. These wergidered by the Council and it
was deemed that no amendment was required.

SECTION 7 - EQUALITIESIMPACT ASSESSMENT

7.1

An Equality Impact Assessment has been completddsaattached iAppendix

6. Inthe rare event that a school was over-subsdramd the priority criteria had
to be applied to allocate places, there could begative impact on parental
choice due to , for example, children from denational primary schools being
prioritised for places in a denominational secopd&hool. This impact can be
justified as Catholic education is enshrined indigion and the Council is
required to provide denominational and non-denotianal primary and
secondary schools. In addition, the impact willdlae educational effect as the
child will still receive education to a high standian another Council school.

There is a statutory requirement for the Educadiotiority to ensure adequate
and efficient management of its school estate aodige sufficient places for
their pupil population. The Education authoritgahas a duty to adhere to the
general principle that children should be educatdohe with their parents’
wishes. The proposed changes to the AdmissionsyRaisure compliance with
these legislative requirements.

There is no educational detriment to a child asatiffe transition arrangements
are in place in all schools.



SECTION 8 - FINDINGS OF THE CONSULTATION

8.1  The consultation process was carried out in aececarel with the Statutory
Guidance. The consultation had a high respawse $takeholders, mainly
parents and pupils. The majority of pupils weréawour of the Proposal but the
majority of other stakeholders, mainly parents wagainst.

The report from Education Scotland agree thabtsss of the consultation was
sound in terms of providing clarity to stakeholdansl will ensure the Council
fulfils its duty to manage the school estate edfntly. The HM Inspectors also
endorse the educational benefits of the Proposa&lation to associated primary
schools because of the 3 to 18 cluster working sattondary schools.

It is acknowledged that the consultation causkiyla level of concern and
confusion amongst parents. Pre-consultation mag haoided this but the
admissions policy is complex and an emotive issu@érents. The Council
responded to the concerns by extending the cotisutperiod and organising
three additional public meetings. Information wssied, prior to the final two
public meetings, which committed the Council toradding the key issues raised
at that time.

The use of the Frequently Asked Questions on then€il website was helpful in
ensuring information was available to parentsesponse to issues being raised.

The purpose of a consultation is to gather viemgsthe Council has carefully
considered the comments made at the public meetimgjsubmitted on the on-
line response form.

The revised Proposal addresses all of the paandea:

» The distance criteria — there is an additionakdat for both primary and
secondary schools before distance is applied;

* The particular circumstances where the associageahslary school is not
within five miles of the primary school;

* The issues in relation to the Education SpeciBlisvision : the removal
on the cap on the number of GME places and the ¢onant to review
the contract in relation to the Football Acadentgésnsure that the
number of places available does not compromisedpacity of the
school to accept catchment places;

* The review of the School Estate to take accounvlbprojections and
housing developments;

* The legislative requirement to provide Catholic Eation - the
prioritisation of those children who attend thecassted denominational
primary school and are baptised into the CathaofiarCh.



SECTON 9 - REVIEW OF THE PROPOSAL

9.1

9.2

The proposed changes to the original Proposaletagled in Section 8 above.
These do not constitute a material change to tiggnat Proposal and so there is
no requirement for a further consultation as defimethe 2010 Act.

The Council acknowledges the need to provide cidarmation for parents in
order that they can make informed decisions aldmit thild’s education. If this
Proposal is approved, officers from the Educatiervise, with support from
Corporate Communications, will work with the Par@aiuncil Forum and Head
Teachers to develop clear and accessible inform#&ioparents.

SECTION 10 - COUNCIL DECISION MAKING

10.1

10.2

10.3

104

Under the 2010 Act, this consultation report mwesphblished for at least three
weeks before the Council can decide whether otaimhplement the Proposal.
This is known as the ‘extended consideration pé&ratt is intended to allow
interested parties to read the report, and to rttadie views known to
Councillors. To quote from the statutory guidatita accompanies the 2010
Act:

“The intention is that interested parties shouldehame to see and digest the
contents of the consultation report and also hewe if they so wish to voice
concerns and approach and lobby the councillorswiighortly be deciding on
the proposal(s).”

The report will be presented to the meeting ot Basbartonshire Council on 27
February 2020.

For further information on the consultation pra;esontact the School
Improvement Team

Telephone: 0300 1234510
Email: education.consultation@eastdunbarton.gov.uk

Under the 2010 Act, as amended, this Proposaitisubject to ministerial call-in.
As such, the final decision on the Proposal wiltddesn by the Council, having
due regard to the views of stakeholders expresseddh the consultation
exercise. As a courtesy the Council will informo&ish Government of the
Council’s decision



SECTION 11 - LIST OF APPENDICES

Appendix 1

Appendix 2
Appendix 3
Appendix 4

Appendix 5
Appendix 6

Revised Admissions Policy including stam from primary to secondary
school

Consultation Letter
Proposal Document

Notification of the Extension to the Gattation, including additional
information

Note of the Public Meetings

Equalities Impact Assessment



