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ANNEX 1

Education and Inspections Bill

Motion (1) from Councillor Jean Fooks

Motion (with amendments indicated by the proposer)
Committee’s Comments

“This Council notes the launch of the Government’s Education White Paper  Bill on 25 October 200528 February 2006.
This Council supports the Government’s wish to improve schools for every child but has serious doubts that the proposals in the White Paper  Bill would achieve this.

It believes that:

· The aim of education is to help every child reach their personal potential in preparation for a fulfilling adult life;

· The best results are achieved when schools collaborate and the local authority is best placed to play a co-ordinating role; 

· As a matter of principle, trust schools are not an acceptable form of provision;

· All schools should be funded locally, with decisions made by elected bodies accountable to local people, rather than by funding formulas dictated by central government democratically elected bodies;
· The White Paper Bill would raise barriers to delivering the Every Child Matters agenda which sees schools, alongside the Extended Schools initiative, as a key part of integrated children’s services.

This Council therefore calls for:

· The restoration of financial and planning powers to Oxfordshire for 16-19 education to enable a coherent 14-19 education policy to be developed;

· The Leader of Oxfordshire County Council to lobby local MPs to campaign actively for education services to remain accountable to local people through local democracy and to vote for this principle when the White Paper is debated in Parliament.

This Council reaffirms its commitment to providing good local schools for every child and asks the Chief Executive to write to the Secretary of State for Education and Skills to set out the concerns and proposals in this Motion.”
Supported.

Supported.

Supported.

(By 11 votes to 4) not supported.

The Committee (after lengthy debate) felt unable to offer advice on this point.

Accepted, but it was suggested that “challenges” should replace “barriers”, and that an explanation should be added reflecting concerns regarding the Bill’s urban focus and potential problems in rural areas, especially in terms of transport and other costs.

(By 7 votes to 3) not supported, a preference being expressed for retaining the status quo in relation to 16-19 education at this stage and monitoring the situation for the future.

Accepted.

Supported.

Motion (2) from Councillor Jean Fooks
Motion (with amendments indicated by the proposer)
Committee’s Comments

“This Council has particular concerns that proposals concerning school admissions in the Government’s White Paper ‘Higher Standards, Better Schools for all’  Bill would work against the provision of good local schools for every child.  This Council believes that Admissions policies should not encourage schools to ‘poach’ pupils from each other. the Children’s Services Authority is best placed to ensure fair admission across all schools in its area.

This Council is concerned that extending choice of school as proposed works against community cohesion and is meaningless in rural areas. implementing the White Paper would lead to:

· An admissions ‘free for all’ where schools could choose the pupils they want and leave some parents without the school place they wanted for their child

· School closures in deprived areas, contrary to the government’s own policies on neighbourhood regeneration

Local  authorities should be able to intervene in schools that are in difficulties and support the governors in improving the school rather than being encouraged to close it down.

This Council therefore wants Oxfordshire to continue to lead and co-ordinate local admissions to ensure fair access for all, including hard-to-place children, and asks the Leader to write to the Secretary of State requesting that this be protected in any new legislation.”
Supported, subject (in the light of concerns expressed by some members that the independent admissions process of voluntary aided schools should not be prejudiced) to the words “to work with schools” being added to the second paragraph between the words “best placed” and “to ensure”.



Motion from Councillor Val Smith
Substitute motion indicated by the proposer
Committee’s Comments

We welcome the Bill that has some very exciting ideas and that is focused on school improvements – with the Local Authority retaining a key role.

We congratulate Ministers and others on listening to our views.

We agree with the LGA view that we can with this Bill deliver better education on a daily basis.


(On a majority view) not supported, on the basis of concerns voiced by members about (for example) the working of some elements in practice; the Bill’s emphasis on structure over standards and the interests of individual pupils and teachers; and its failure to include the further education sector.

The Committee commented that the process has been less than helpful and that a Green Paper would have allowed for proper consultation and dialogue before firm proposals were put forward.

The Committee expressed anxiety about the effects of the constant stream of new initiatives on schools, teachers and pupils and the resultant risks to the stability of the system.
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