CONSULTATION ON THE FAST- TRACK ROUTE FOR PRIMARY SCHOOLS TO CHANGE CATEGORY TO FOUNDATION 
SUMMARY OF RESPONSES

Introduction

The Department consulted on a fast- track process for primary schools to change category to foundation in the Autumn of 2005.  The consultation closed on 8 November 2005.  This report summarises the views of 59 responses to the consultation. 
The fast track-route for community and voluntary controlled secondary schools to change category to foundation came into force on 1 August 2005.   The Labour Party Manifesto and the Schools White Paper, Higher Standards, Better Schools for All, both included a commitment to extend the fast-track route to primary schools.   
The organisational breakdown of respondents to the consultation was as follows
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A list of respondents is attached.   
Overview  

Responses from schools were very supportive of the proposal.  They argued that primary schools should be treated in the same way as secondary schools and that as the fast-track route has been introduced for secondary schools it should also be available to primary schools.   The Foundation and Voluntary Aided Schools National Association (FASNA) was also fully supportive of the proposal.   
Other respondents, particularly local authorities and School Organisation Committees (SOCs), generally considered that the proposals would reduce local democratic accountability and impact on local authorities strategic planning in terms of school places planning, co-ordinated admissions arrangements and inclusion.  There was also a concern that encouraging more schools to become foundation would reduce school collaboration and disadvantage local authorities in implementing the Childrens’ Agenda and integrating local provision. 

Responses to the consultation from local authorities and School Organisation Committees were very similar to their responses to the earlier consultation on the fast-track route for secondary schools.

Consultation responses 
Parity with Secondary Schools 

Respondents from schools and from FASNA argued that the process for primary schools to change category to foundation should be identical to that for secondary schools.   Their view was that the process for primary schools to change category to foundation should be the same as secondary schools and that this would extend equity and comparability to primary schools.  
Accountability

Most respondents expressed support for schools having autonomy in terms of their management and governance but did not consider that this autonomy should be regarded as independence from the local education system.  Some respondents questioned the extent of the benefits of foundation status as foundation schools are required to comply with the same requirements on admissions, exclusions and hard to place pupils as community and voluntary controlled schools.   They also did not consider that the relationship with the local authority inhibits a schools capacity to reach its full potential.

There was also a general view that an extension of foundation schools would run counter to the promotion of other government policies particularly developing extended schools and the Every Child Matters agenda.  There was some concern that increasing the number of foundation schools could lead to a two–tier system of schools.   Respondents also felt that increasing the number of foundation schools would impact on a local authority’s strategic role in relation to school planning and school improvement.  
There was concern that the proposals reduced local democratic accountability by removing the School Organisation Committee from the decision making process.    There was support for the proposal that schools should have to make a statement on how they intend to support the Every Child Matters agenda and extended schools.   Some respondents expressed concern that foundation status could result in a primary school pursuing its own agenda and self interest at the expense of the local authority’s strategic agenda. 
Admissions

There was general concern that increasing the number of admission authorities might make it more difficult to establish local partnerships on important areas such as admissions and exclusions.  There was a view that the creation of more admission authorities could create barriers to partnership working between schools, and would reduce parental choice.  Respondents were concerned that the co-ordinating role of the local authority in balancing the needs of the individual and the community would be undermined by a system that would make it easier for schools to change status and act in self-interest.      

Collaboration

Respondents considered that foundation status could lead some schools to consider their priority interests in isolation from those of other schools.   There was concern that increasing the number of foundation schools would impact adversely on schools collaborating and working together.  A number of respondents also felt that it would adversely affect the extended schools programme.
Raising Standards

Respondents expressed doubts that foundation status freedoms would contribute to raising standards and that they could impact on the ability of local authorities to monitor standards and intervene and support school improvement.  
Transfer of assets

Most local authorities were concerned about the transfer of school buildings and assets to foundation schools.  A number of local authorities expressed concern the transfer of assets would make it more difficult to manage those assets as a whole.

They were also concerned about who would benefit from any future disposal of these assets and whether the local authority would retain any rights over the proceeds of the sale of surplus land.   A tension was identified between the transfer of assets and the increasing need of councils to act strategically – to take forward developments in co-locating services to provide integrated services to children and parents.  It was felt that as assets are lost there is less scope for joined up asset management.
RESPONDENTS TO CONSULTATION ON THE FAST–TRACK ROUTE FOR PRIMARY COMMUNITY AND VOLUNTARY CONTROLLED SCHOOLS TO CHANGE CATEGORY TO FOUNDATION 
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Brighton and Hove Montessori
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Buckinghamshire
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Diocesan Bodies
London Borough of Sutton

Luton






Catholic Education Service
Newcastle





Canterbury Diocesan Board
North Yorkshire

Oldham




School Organisation Committees
Rotherham
Sefton






Blackpool SOC
Slough






Cambridgeshire SOC
Solihull






Devon SOC
Wandsworth





Dorset SOC
Warwickshire



                        Enfield SOC
West Sussex





Medway SOC
Wiltshire




            Newcastle SOC
        






Warwickshire SOC
Partner Organisations



Wiltshire SOC
Association of Leicestershire Governors

Audit Commission

British Humanist Association 

Confed
Foundation and Aided Schools National Association (FASNA) 

Local Government Association (LGA)
Mayor of London 

National Association of School Governors (NASG)

National Association of Schoolmasters Union of Women teachers (NASUWT)
National Governors Council (NGC)

National Union of Teachers (NUT)

Norfolk Governors Network

Professional Association of Teachers (PAT)

Secondary Heads Association (SHA)
Transport and General Workers Union (T&G)

Others
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