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Introduction

This report has been based on 159 responses to the consultation paper.  Some respondents may not have indicated a framework preference, instead offering views, which appear in Annex B of this report.   Throughout the report, percentages are expressed as a proportion of those answering each question, not as a proportion of all respondents.

The organisational breakdown of respondents was as follows:

LEAs                                            13

Publishing


      14

Educational
                              29

Individual & Anonymous               30

Private Companies                       39

Public Bodies & Associations       34

The report provides a short overview and a summary of written responses to each question.

Annex A provides a quick view analysis of responses by respondent ‘type’.

Annex B lists further comments made by respondents in answer to each question.  No comments have been included from respondents who wished their views to remain confidential. 

Annex C lists all the respondents to the consultation document. 

Overview

Overall, respondents have been supportive of the proposals contained within the consultation document.

The majority of respondents agree with the Government’s vision for an easily accessible, coherent and consistent set of educational resources.  The major issues raised were whether or not the whole curriculum would be covered and not just the National Curriculum.  Teacher training was also highlighted.

There was a general consensus of agreement with having Government involvement in distribution.  However, issues were raised about the possible adverse effect on innovation and diversity.

There was broad support for a simple system of E-learning credits (eLCs) to provide a market for online materials.  A number of respondents suggested that eLCs be funded for 5 years and suggest particular levels of funding for primary and secondary schools.  Concerns were raised about teachers’ involvement and whether their right to choose would be limited if eLCs could only be used on one portal.  

Less than half the respondents supported the option of the Government being lead procurer, and there was a view that Government involvement should be limited to areas of perceived deficiencies in the market place e.g. minority subjects.

There was very little support for a lead content commissioner with many respondents referring to the Government creating a monopoly that would inhibit healthy competition.  

The majority of respondents considered that content should be separated from distribution.

The majority of respondents were in favour of the Rothschild recommendations overall.  The support for the PPP is split down the middle.  Concerns were raised about whether teachers and parents should be limited to using one portal. 

There was broad support for the Government supporting the ISP market and broadband infrastructure to schools.

Summary

Question 1.  Do you agree with the Curriculum Online vision of a coherent and consistent set of educational resources?

There were 121 responses to this question

52(43%) respondents strongly agreed and 31(26%) agreed with the Curriculum Online vision of a coherent and consistent set of educational resources.  32(26%) respondents partially agreed with the vision but raised concerns about whether or not it would cover the whole curriculum; lack of choice and issues surrounding teacher training. 6(5%) disagreed with the vision.

Question 2.  Do you support the proposals to establish a distribution system?

There were 120 responses to this question.

37(31%) respondents strongly agreed and 45(38%) agreed with the proposals to establish a distribution system.  30(25%) partially agreed with the proposals raising issues regarding the definition of ‘portal’, risk of having one portal which may be seen as anti-competitive, lack of choice, need to build on resources already on-line, need for technical standards across the board, teacher training.  8(6%) disagreed with the proposal.

Question 3.  To what extent do you support the option of stimulating the market?

There were 120 responses to this question.

25(21%) of respondents strongly agreed and 37(31%) agreed with the option of stimulating the market.  45(38%) partially agreed with the proposal raising issues about the BBC’s involvement, the term “free at the point of access”, whether schools would welcome eLCs, the development of materials for minority subjects, need for choice and diversity in materials, teachers’ involvement in developments, use of eLCs for purchasing materials from any educational provider.  13(10%) disagreed with the proposal, saying the market may be distorted and academic freedom could be affected.

Question 4.  To what extent do you support the option of procuring content?

There were 117 responses to this question.

17(15%) respondents strongly agreed and 33(28%) agreed with the option of procuring content.  47(40%) respondents partially agreed with the proposal raising issues regarding quality of final product, access for children out of school, the amount of pressure created for small/ medium sized developers and the possibility of funding to ensure they are protected, and Government involvement only where there are perceived deficiencies in the market place e.g. minority subjects.  Content relating to the National Curriculum should be free but all other content should be open to market competition.  There were concerns regarding lowering of standards, diversity of provision and competition.  20(17%) respondents disagreed with the option of procuring content. 

Question 5.  To what extent do you support the option of a lead content commissioner?

There were 121 responses to this question.

11(9%) respondents strongly agreed and 24(20%) agreed with the option of a lead content commissioner.  38(31%) partially agreed with the proposal raising issues about limiting diversity, need for uniformity of technical standards but wide diversity in content product and freedom of range in the approaches adopted in the materials.  Who would guard the guardians, lead commissioner needs to be independent, need to ensure no monopoly was operating, BBC should be required to source at least 50% of its material from third party providers.  48(40%) disagreed with the option, saying that a lead commissioner was unnecessary, setting up a monopoly was unacceptable, strategies that inhibit and constrain healthy competition should be avoided.  

Question 6.  Are you in favour of procurement of a whole system or of separating content from distribution?

There were 116 responses to this question.

22(19%) respondents were in favour of procurement of a whole system.  79(68%) respondents were in favour of separating content from distribution.  15(13%) respondents said other. 

Question 7.  To what extent do you support the Rothschild recommendations on:
 (a)An Educational Portal PPP

There were 108 responses to this question.

22(20%) respondents strongly agreed and 31(29%) agreed with the Rothschild recommendations on an Educational Portal PPP.  37(34%) partially agreed with the proposal but raised concerns about whether it should be a search portal, be used as a ‘shop window’, the need for flexibility to take account of developments in technology.  Schools, teachers and pupils concerns must be considered, it should not be the only portal that teachers/parents can use. 18(17%) disagreed.

(b) The ISP Market

There were 107 responses to this question.

28(26%) respondents strongly agreed and 46(43%) agreed with the Rothschild recommendations on the ISP Market.  23(22%) partially agreed raising concerns about standards, quality of service and the need to protect against undesirable websites. 10(9%) disagreed.

( c ) Broadband

There were 102 responses to this question

37(36%) respondents strongly agreed and 39(38%) agreed with the Rothschild recommendations on Broadband.  24(24%) partially agreed but there were concerns about the cost to schools, access, how funds were to be allocated to schools.  2(2%) disagreed.

