ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES TO THE CONSULTATION ON EXTENDING THE PERIOD OF OBJECTION TO THE SCHOOLS ADJUDICATOR ON DETERMINED ADMISSION ARRANGEMENTS

Introduction and outcome of the consultation
1.
Under section 90 of the School Standards and Framework Act 1998, parents and other bodies have the right to object to the Schools Adjudicator about determined admission arrangements, before they take effect.  

2.
The Department recently consulted (from 17 March to 28 April 2008) on draft Regulations to extend the period of objection to the Schools Adjudicator on determined admission arrangements from six weeks to an end date of 21 August – taking the objection period to around sixteen weeks. The draft Regulations were to amend Regulation 7 of the School Admissions (Alteration and Variation of, and Objections to, Arrangements) (England) Regulations 2007 (SI 2007/496).

3.
There were 116 responses to the consultation and the organisational breakdown of respondents was as follows:

· Local authorities


48
· Headteachers 


24

· School governors


13
· Faith Organisations


11
· Parent
s



  5
· Schools



  1
· *Other




14
4.
As a result of the responses to the consultation, the Regulations were amended to extend the objection period by a shorter period than originally proposed – to 31 July, rather than 21 August.
5.
By reducing the proposed extension to the objection period by around three weeks, we envisage that the difficulties raised during the consultation of local authorities being able to publish their composite prospectus in time will be lessened and there will be more time for Choice Advisers to familiarise themselves with determined arrangements before those arrangements take effect. The revised end date will still benefit parents and local authorities by providing more time for objections to be referred and ensuring that local authorities and admission authorities consult effectively and avoid publishing unlawful admission arrangements.  Prior to the regulations coming into force, there was a six week objection period without a specific date to object by.  The new regulations now set a date and will encourage objectors to object by the date specified in the regulations. 
6.
The amended Regulations were laid before Parliament on Tuesday 6 May 2008 and came into force on 28 May 2008, affecting admission arrangements for entry to schools from September 2009.
7.
This report provides an analysis of the main issues raised during the consultation and annex A provides a statistical analysis of responses by respondent ‘type’.
Analysis of main issues raised
8.
On the whole, 80% of respondents to the consultation did not support the proposal to extend the period of objection to an end date of 21 August. 17% did support the proposal and 3% did not know.
9.
From the additional comments we received during the consultation:

· 45% of respondents felt that the proposed extension would lead to a delay in the publication of the local authorities’ composite prospectuses; 

· 28% of respondents felt the current six week period of objection to be long enough and therefore saw no reason for an extension; 

· 27% suggested a shorter period of objection, with suggestions ranging from 8 to 10 weeks, and 13% of respondents supported the idea of a specific date by which objections should be submitted to the Schools Adjudicator; 
· 27% of respondents felt that extending the objection period would disadvantage parents when applying for places because preferences would have been submitted prior to the determination of an objection to the Adjudicator; 

· 22% responded that the proposed extension would mean schools would be on holiday during part of the period, leading to confusion amongst parents as school staff would not be easy to contact;  
· 20% of respondents felt that the extension would be a burden on the Schools Adjudicator.  They felt that it could take up to 6 weeks and the Adjudicator would still be required to look at objections submitted after the deadline.  They were also concerned that the Adjudicator could take up to September/October before making a determinations;
· 14% of respondents felt that it was wrong to consult on extending the objection period as it was based on anecdotal evidence of three local authorities in the recent DCSF review of 2008 admission arrangements;

· 13% of respondents felt it would lead to a longer period of uncertainty for parents;
· 4% of respondents felt that a later change to the determined admission arrangements of schools would not give Choice Advisers enough time to ensure that they are up to date with admission arrangements in their area, thus hindering their effectiveness;
· 3% of respondents were concerned that extending the period of objection had the potential to delay the national offer date for secondary admissions; and 
· 1% of respondents felt that local authorities are not resourced for change this year.
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