Consuitation on admission arrangements for 2018-2019

Do you think a change to the
oversubscription criteria would improve the
overall fairness of the admission
arrangements for the majority of families?

Answered: 831 Skipped: 1
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Answer Choices Responses
Yes 75.81% 630
No 18.77% 168
Don't know 542% 45
Total o ‘831 ‘
# Any further comments Date
1 Please revert to your previous policy. it is unfeasible to have diferent siblings at different schools. A family that has 11/27/2016 8:50 FM

‘ commrmed to a schoul even uul of catchment should be encouraged to cnnllnue that oommltment.

2 . Sibllngs should be alluwed fo attand the same schuol as older slblings it is unfeaslble to have snbnngs at dlfferent 11/27/2016 8:35 PM
schools, especially at a primary age. Famifies that have commitied to a school, even out of catchment, should be
encouraged to continue that commitment. The councif should revert to their former policy that reflects this.

3 Duir particular school has a small catchment area and therefore many children comes from outside the catchment area. 11/26/2016 11:12 PM
Chiidren who already have a sibling in the school but live outside the catchment area are being panalised. This can
have major implications on quality of life, psychological aspects of starting school for a sibling who has watched their
ulder s:bllng enjoy aﬂending a schoul and naturaﬂy wants to go to that school

4 The change In admission cntena (not ﬁu give priority to out of catchment farnllies with sibllngs already ata schnol) has 11/25/2016 6:26 PM
devastad many famllies. Once a family has a commitment fo a school {from a previous admission criterla) it is
impossible to consider having children at different schools. Not only is this unwarkable for working parents It is heart
wrenching fer famiies which seems o be of litle concem for the LA. | understand admission to a school has to be cut
one way or another, hawever surely for those parents already with a sibling at the out of catchment schoo! should be
able to send their younger child to the same setting? | also KNOW that there was little consultation regarding this
change - an advert in the local press doesn't cut it in my view - why wasn't it highlighted on the admission letter that
every parent gets? All 1 can say fo the decision makers at the council is... how would you feel if it was your children??
Think about the human aspect not just the policy side of things. if you want local people to attend their catchment
school, why give people a cholce???
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Ragardiess of whether you five in the catchment or not surely if you have cne child settled in a school it makes 11/25/2016 6:20 PM
absolute common sense 1o keep siblings in the same school. To the expect parents to drop off & collect children from
two, possibly three different schools depends big on the number of children you have is absolute madness & not
conducive ene bit to a good family life, I's hard enough already juggling drop offs & pick ups when you're parents that
work without the added complexity of having two or three possible different destinations at opposie ends of the fown, | i
ssnously do not understand the Ioglc behind this decision - perhaps that’s because Ihere |sn‘t anyl

Removing the sibling criteria is reckless and completely unfair and this should amended wdh |mmed|ate effect. How on ! 11/25/2016 5:03 PM
earth who ever decided this was good idea expects a parent fo get 2 children to 2 different schools for the same time  :
is ludicrous and is putting a lot of strain on families and causing children distress. Disgusting and shocking, whoever !
declded this was a good |dea should Iose their job. g

Tcﬂally agrea that the cument criteria should ramain, |f anyone is out of catchment then they should not expect priority 11/25/2016 1:33 PM
over anyane who is in catchment. | do feel that from my own experience, there needs to be an improved monitoring of

applications as | know for certain there is a child in my daughters class (F2) that got allocated a place due to having

an older sibling at the school, yat they moved out of catchment immediately prior to the school application open date, |

can anly assume they failed to declare this information - this resulted in my daughter not being offered a place on the

first offer day yet we are in catchment. Luckily for us we were top of the waiting list and someone else declined their

place, but it should not have come to that! ] cannot describe the upset and stress this causedl! | am still so relievedwe |

didn't have to go through appeal. | did Inform the county council of this yel the child is still at the scheol so can't see {

that this is fair? If someone moves out of catchment then they should move their child/children rather than lle on such |

|mportant applicatlons :

For most families, havmg 2 or more chlldren at dlﬂerent schools would not be prachcal and would mean them having  ; 11/24/2016 8:09 PM
to remove the ulder child from a school where they are setiled to start a new school with their siblings.

This is especlally importam ina rural arealcummumly This can impact w:dely on a small school and cause i 11/24/2016 3:26 PM
unnecessary dlsruphon to all children conoemed

£ Local schools should be for Iocal chlldren 11.'23.'2016 10:28 PM

You move out if catchment you move schools It is not fair for lhose in catchment for places to be taken by pecple out 14/23/2016 9:57 PM
of catchment, If u apply for out of catchment school you should not automatically get sibling priority. If it under
Subscribed that year you wnli have a chance but preference to out of caichmem sﬂ:hngs is unfair policy.

S DU e L R e (1P o
Chlldren with brothers of sisters in a school from out of catchrnem shculd be hlgher up the criteri i 11/23/2016 12:34 PM

Il is absolutely essential that thls criteria Is changed to reﬂect the reality. Having two children in different schools miles . 11/23/2016 7:52 AM

apart is not realisfic and the sibling of a child out of catchment should be given more weight in the criteria. i

Itis important that siblings who are out of catchment have priority as otherwise families could have children at different 11/22/2016 9:05 PM
schools in different locations. This would make it difficult for parents to ensurs their children are in school on time.

Working parents will also face potential financial detriment as they may have o pay for care for their children if they

are required to be at school at the same time, Disabled parents will also fage the difficulty of transporting children to

different schools.

My local children lost out to siblings so glad Io see sensible change. ! 11/22/2016 6:41 PM
Slbhngé ;o}-altt_a:d.mg lh; :a;né ;;c[f;oglﬂ i; ;e-t‘rlmenlaii-n‘far.l:u—I; life am—:i_the Ghl|d s ;;iu;a“t-lon aﬁ;_n\;;I wellbem; i "_1 1!;1/2016 11:12 PM
Siblings should remain at the same school it is impossible to get two children to different schools at the same time 11/21/2016 9:39 PM

resulting in stress not only to the parent but also the children involved not all parents have transport and walk fo
school which is better for the child and the environment too

Siblings being at the same school is vitally important, not enly because of the locatlon differences and the siresses of 11/21/2016 9:22 PM
having to be at two places at the sama time, but also becauss it offers the famlly a sense of continuity and comfort in

knowing how the schoel functions and the procedures in place. In this busy life having these exira strains makes

school life mare stressful and Jess enjoyable for the children, as we as parents are stressed, this stress is naturally

plcked up by the children leading to a negative view of school by association.

The oversubscnptlun criteria must be changed, to give pnonty o out of catchment children that have siblings at the 11/21/2016 9:08 PM
school; to have siblings placed at different schools causes immeasurable stress and upset to families, notfo mention
the added cost of childcare in order to get children to and from school on time.
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. In my personal opinion. Priority should be given 1o children with siblings already at the school whether they are infout
i of catchment. | have personally seen many of the complications caused for parents having children at multiple schools.
I'work in a primary school, | am just out of catchment for my school but luekily my daughter got a place (she is

: currently in year one). If | had known at the time when | applied for her school place that her brother would not

! {possibly) get a piace | would of applied for our catchment school knowing that | would have a good chance that both

of my children could attend the same school. | understand that this is to give all parents a fairer chance of getting their
child into the school closest to them but | strongly feel that it fs wrong to expect parents to struggle to get their children
to two different schools. | really don't know how | would manage to get my 2 children to 2 different schools working in a

: Children need tn bs together to help them settle and learn. Also its hard to juggle school and work but even harder to

| fee[ :hal it is s0 |mportant for all siblings te be in !he same school. Itis mnpossnb[e ta take siblings to and pick up from

two different schools at the same time. It is also paramount for siblings to learn from each other and families to be

apart of lhe school cummunity whlch can only happen if siblings are together

I think it s vital to have siblings attend the same school I for ane w1|| ﬁnd it :ncredlb!y difficult fo do two school runs
twice a day. It is bound to put extra strain on family life and I also think it is important for sibling relationships that

i my youngest didn't get into the same school as his sibling, one of them would always be late putting them at a

disadvantage. Also we would have to drive to school, which would mean more cars on the road at school times and

i Inmy vlew chlldren are happler starting schoo] in an area they know and maybe other chrldren they know rather Ihan

face an extra trauma of uncertainty. It is better for the community for families to be able to have all siblings attending
the same school which they cannot do if places are offered to those chlldren outside of the catchment area.

Pnority given to out-of-catchment siblings would be more oonvenlent to parents ~and merefore falrer.f

1 Sumeﬁmes when a chlld starts school, knmmng that ﬂ"lElr older 51bllng is ihere makes them feel safer and more secure

where as If their sibling is not their fl may cause them to feel |so|ated

: How can parents cope with taking and fetching home chlldren frum two different schools who have similar startlng and

1 believe childran out of catchment with 5|bhngs already at the school should be given hlgher priority than those just

IF siblings are allocated a different school, parents are forced to try to get all thelr children into lhe same school, This
would cause upset and make it difficult for the older siblings fo settle into a new schoal, you can't get children to

| believe we have a duty to keep families together, If a sibling has a place at the schuol I wuurd not give out of’
catchment preference over in catchment but | would give preference aver out of catchment without a sibling. Families
have established routines and relationships which should be preserved.

Falrness is subjective, what Is fair about a younger snblmg being denied a place because they live sllghtly further away
than another child who does not have any links / siblings at the School. It is unfair on the younger sibling to be denied
Schooling with their older sibling and also unfalr on the parents who then may havs ta expend significant funds on
child care bacause the two schools they may have to use are not close together and therefore drop off / pick up
arrangaments de not work. Splitting the children up, also increases traffic journeys, pollution and places more children

i school myself
21 2
have |t and have |hem at dlfferenl schools
22 l
l
23 . S|b||ngs should stay together. Thls change is unfair
24 |
2
children attend the same school.
25 {
i
: thls would also have an effect on the enwronment too.
26 i
!
l
27
28 E helps my chlldren now
29 '
l
e e i Ty
30
! finishing times? It is totally mpract:cal
’ -
31 ;
i ouiside of catchmant.
32 :
f
i different schools at the same time
33 I
i
i !
]
¢ atharm from such unnecessary aclivities.
.
35

It is absolutely horrendous to split families across muﬂiple schools and is likely ta result in either one or both children's
education being prejudiced. The pressure on families to take and collect children to multiple locations is unfair.
Families will face further difficulties If chiidren attend different schools as school holidays/inset days/sports
days/parenis evenings/performances etc will be on different days. Sibling jealousy can arise if one schoot provides
opportunitiesitrips etc that the other school doesn’t. | believe strongly that in modem times geographical location is
becoming less important and linking schools to a catchment area is less important than it was previously. Whila |
accept catchment areas still have their place, they are certainly less important than alfowing siblings to attend the
same school. Thersfore it is my strong opinion that Siblings attending the school should be given higher priority than
Living in Catchment. After all, the councll does indeed state that living in a catchment area is no guarantee of a school
place. | believe the council should reconsider its current criteria.

11/21/2016 9:02 PM

11/21/2016 8:49 PM

11/21/2016 8:38 PM

* 11/21/2016 8:33 PM

11/21/2016 7:30 PM
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11721720186 3:09 PM
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' Even though the cohort prafile ¢an change from one year to the next, it seems illogical to have siblings in different
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We belleve mat priority should be given to ch|ldren with siblings at a school This supports families and schools as
attending two or more schools al distance could be very difficult and lead to disruption and uncertanty for children ,
families and school stafl on occasions of varing curcumstance. le sickness , job requirements , access arangmsnts
aﬂd many other events in a modem family life.

-
11/20/2016 8:44 AM

(A) THE LACK OF TRANSITION ARRANGEMENTS IS UNFAIR ON OUT OF CATCHMENT FAMILiES There are
out-of-catchment families whose first-born were denied places at their preferred schocls dus to out-of-catchment
$iblings taking priority under the old amangements. Those same families now don't have the chance to benefit from the
out-of-catchment sibling priority for their younger children. The have lost out under bath sets of rules. This seems
particularly harsh if the first-born was given ‘not offered’ for all 4 preferences, ie they got allocated to an almost-
random school by the Admissions Authority. Allocated schools might be up to 2 miles away, ie those famili

treated favourably on the distance criteria when the sibling places are applied for. (B) SIBLING PRIQRITY FOR IN-
CATCHMENT BUT NOT QUT-OF-CATCHMENT IS NOT FAIR. It does not seem fair to have in-catchment sibling
priority if there is no out-of-catchment sibling priority. Surely it should be both or neithar. Bear in mind that in-
catchment siblings will still always rank highly in the list because they live In the catchment area. {C) IN-CATCHMENT
SIBLING PRICRITY IS NOT FAIR ON IN-CATCHMENT FIRST-BORNS For bath (B} & (C) above, the Admissions
Authority needs to cansider why it feels it is desirable to give in-catchment siblings a priority over anyone else {except
special circumstances etc), Why is that fair?? If it's something to do with parental convenience/ease etc then they
should give every family the same chance of achieving this. If it's for a different reason, please can the Admissions
Autharity explain what it is. Suggestions: (1)Transiion arrangements for families applying under both sets of rules. (2}
A priority criteria for siblings of ¢hildren who were allocated a non-preference school, unless you use my suggestion
(3} below, (3} In-catchment siblings have no special treatment over in-catchment first-borns OR in-catchment siblings
have no priority over out-of-catchment siblings by virtue of being siblings alone.

Children wilh siblings at the school, regardless of being inside or outside the catchment area must be given priority.
Changing admission to exclude younger children from a school that siblings attend is unfair. How does the council
reasonably expect a family to drop children off and collect children from multiple different schools at the same timet
This is not at all practical and such an expectation is unrealistic. Moving older children to a different school is also not
practical and even if possible would be detrimental to the mental health of the children. It would be reasonable for the
council to instead 'phase out' admission priority from outside the catchment area, This would involive
reducing/eliminating new families from outside a catchment area from attending a given school, Admissions from
outside catchment would naturally decline over the years. | have a two year old son who has two older sisters
attending a local school we selected six years ago for our eldest daughter. We love this school and intend for our
youngest to attend this school too. Our farily will not be able to drop our children off at two different primary schools

without significant expense and degradation to our daily family life. If my son does not get a place at this school, having |

taken legal advise, we will take legal actioh against the county council to recoup our losses (additional child care, kids
club fees, etc...) and settle for the unnecessary and unfair degradation to our family life.

| need fo know what the oversubscription policy would be in order to comment on its faimess.

Unfortunately the councils idealistic proposal is not working for parents whom are having to take two different children
to different schools, the reality of this preposterous decision is resulting in parents worrying about being late for one
child either in the morning or evening, this also works the other way and being foo early. It may also make them late
for work, costing them their jobs. It may result in additional outgoings for the family that are completely unnecessary,
had the children been at the same school, including breakfast/after-school clubs. Childminders in the area are having
to turm work down having an effect on their livelihood and of course their reputation. The most important in all this
though is of course the children whom may have been looking forward to spending school years with their siblings like
many of us were lucky enough to do when we were younger, | am fortunate enough not to have to wony about the
above issues however 1 do feel strong[y about Iha issue.

There is no way any chlld should ever be given a piace based on d|stance ahead of those with siblings already at ihe
school. All teachers | have spoken to agree with this, It is vital for siblings to be parl ofthe same schoor community

Siblings should always be in the same school to share experiences and be part of lhe same communlty Priority
should not be given to children with no siblings currently in the school, over those who already have slblings in the
schoal, even if they live closer to the school.

NCC should be looking to keep families and their siblings together. Separation causes significant issues, especially for
those least able fo represent themselves well.

1111972016 8:07 PM

11/18/2016 8:05 PM

11/19/2016 6:29 PM

1119/2016 6:27 PM

11/19/2016 B:56 AM

11/19/2016 8:49 AM

111972016 8:38 AM

schools for social, logistical and psychological reasons, When one out-of-catchment sibling is given a place in a
school, their younger siblings should then be considered just as high a priority as in-catchment siblings. Why split
famllles up, when there is lhe faclllly to keep them together?

It's 1mp-mt|ve children from the same family can attend the same school

It's unfair at present and proposal does not make it more fair
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47 If there r siblings already at the school this should be taken Inlo accourt. The dlsmptmn if children r at different
schools is immense as parents cannot be in 2 places at oncel

B e L T T

48 * The changes if made must take into account that if a snbhng is at a school in a catchment area (A) but then famlly
| mave and the other sibling is forcad to enrol in another catchment area (8) due to lack of capacity but wishes to attend
" school sibling is enrailed this should be allowed but not at expense of child who currently five in catchment area (A} . |
think that if siblings are at different schools which are miles apart and have to start at 8:30 am the parent would have
i difﬁcurty getling siblings to school on t'rme

49 : Ignorlng out oﬁfﬁh}ﬁ‘ehﬁlﬂlgs seems unfalr and could Iead toa lot of difﬁoulty for a ramily

50 H Our family have been tom apart by this oulrageous decision by NCC to remove the snbhng priority from the
; oversubscription criteria. Of course it should be reimplemented. Our children have had to face the stresses of being
. separated from their siblings ; it has cost us £300 extra on child care per month; we have felt left out of the schaol
" social scene and after school actlvities as we have 1o dash of to plek up the other sibling and in general it had caused
@ great deal of stress. NCC shame on you - after researching the whole farce it appears you based the change on
only 3 responses to a previous consiltation - this is hardly representative consldering the current ongoing petition
against the removal of sibling pricrity which | believe is now well over 2000.

51 * lthink it is absolutely awful that out of catchment children whe already have a sibling at a school are no longer given
priority,meaning parents could ba running children to two different schools is not only unfair but extremely stressful for
the child and the parents,having te send your child to a school where they don't know any of the children,any of the

1 teachers,and their older sibling is not even there for support??how is this fair??not to mention problems when it comes
1 to schaol photes,school plays,etc etc,l think the sibling priority for out of catchment children needs reinstating, it is just
| unfair to do this to parents who already have older children at the school and absolutely crusl te the child to send them

i to another school away from their siblings, friends and teachers that they know. | am furious about this change,it's

¢ disgusting. Please reconsider and think what effect this is having on the parents and the children! | could not possibly

get my children to twe different schools on fime on my own and ! would be on my own for the scheol run like a lot of

: mums as my husband leaves for work very earlyland then there's the pick ups. Just unfair to change this priority
: criteria for siblings it really is.

——————— WL

52 j It makes no sense for parents to have children in dllferent prtmary schnols Famllles can only truly support the|r school
: If their children attend the same one.

i

53 { You are making it harder for parents if you don't Iet younger ch||dren attend the same school as their snbllngs Keep
i famllles together.

¥ mbn e it o ¢ c———— = F. El—— - i

54 : Sehools should be for children who st as close to the school as p055|b|e If parents are successful at gemng one child
: into an out of catchment school, they should not assume that they will get other children in at the expense of children
¢ living nearer than them. Itis better for schools, better for chitdren making friends and better for parental access if
! children attend a school close to where they Ilve

55 i We do live in the catchment area for the schaal that hoth my chlldren atlend, but th|s mle that was Introduced iast year
I seems unfair, It is incradibly impractical for famflies who have an older sibling in an out-of-catchment school, if the
¢ younger child doesn't get in to the school. The stress and logicistical impracticality of gstting KS1 & KS2 children to
, different schools s likely to have a negative impact on these children in families effected - with daily late attendance
: being the most obvious consquence. Famllies may have originally lived in the catchment area and had to mave out of
' the catchment are for personal reasons. Almost all admissions authorities within the UK give siblings priority, because
i it makes sense to do this. f also think your question is badly worded. It would be clearer (and you would get more
i reliable results) if you said "....council is presently minded not to change the oversubscription criteria BACK to how it
; was, In this manner.” And if the options spefled outt “Yes - | would like you to bring back the critieria to give priority to
} siblings out of catchment" and No - [ would like to keep the new rule whers siblings out of catchment are not given

. priority”
56 ! Good arrangements now, not need to change
5 [l S NN __ pe—
87 ' oltis important that children with siblings currently at the school have priority, | feel this should include both in

! catchment and out of catchment children, If a parent has an older child already settled at the school it would be unfair
1o mave that already settled child to go to a new school with the younger sibling. If the older sibling stays at the original
school how can the parent be dropping the younger srbllng off at another school? It is an impossible situation

58 i Criteria ara right now (as from Sept 2016) for local chlldren and should not be changed back.

——.

59 1 Please change this back and make having a sibling already in school part of the oversubscription criteria, | know many
paople who have 2 children In 2 different schools and this worries me for when 1 apply for my youngest child's school

| place, | imagine it to be a complete nightmare to have 2 children in different schools.

11/18/2016 8:23 PM

11/18/2016 7:47 PM

11/18/2016 7:46 PM

11/18/2016 7:41 PM

11/18/2016 6:39 PM

11/18/2076 4:28 PM

11/18/2016 3:58 PM

11/18/2016 3:37 PM

11/18/2016 10:36 AM

11/18/2016 7:50 AM

11/16/2016 2:53 PM

11/16/2016 8:46 AM

11/15/2016 1:15 PM
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If a child is in a school where a parent wants a sibling to ge, regardless of catchment, this has {o be prioritised. How on
earth ¢an you get two children to two different schools. You choose a school to give your child the best start in life, of
course you are going to want your other children to follow, it's comman sensel Alsa, your younger child is going to
expect to go to the same school, after all they've dropped their older brother or sister off there and are familiar with it.

it is incredibly difficult for families to transport their children to 2 different scheols and invariably what happens is that
ultimately they remove the child from the original school. This has and will continue to have a huge impact especially
on small schools where the percentage of out of catchment pupils is high.

Absolute farce that the criteria was changed in the first place. NCC have consciously split siblings up making school
drop of and pick ups times impessible causing stress and anxiety nol to mention fraffic safety issues with d shing from
school to school; stress for the kids and detrimental effects on their education as they are persistently late due to the
impossible scenario of being in two places at oncel; it reduces our time and energy for helping support the schools
with extra cumicuium activities; the children are deeply distressed that they are not attending the same schoaol; siblings
with special educational needs or cther disabilities will not have the sibling support they may need; increased costs of
child care { ours amounts to over £300 per month because NCC changed the criteria retrospectively). NCC you are a

. dssgraoe to the people you are there to support

S0 m RN = NN UG ——

Bring back the siblings out of catchment rule, as parenu; can NOT be in two or even three places at once.......c...... The
1 most stupid Bureaucratic ruling in history for NCC

11!14/2016 B:39 PM

111142016 1:37 PM

11/13/2016 7:25 AM

'

¥

11/12!2016 7.03PM

g The change {o the out of catchment sibling rule is unfair and was poorly consulted on.

Pe— = == T e[ erte = ST R e BTl e e T OIS e e et e st e = -___9_“._.__

D 19/111/2016 3114 PM

Itis really |mponant for famihes to stay together the difference having a sibling at the school makes to transition cannot . 11/10/2016 10:23 PM

be emphasﬁed enough How are famdles expected to cope hawng children at dlfferent schools His unmsnageable

lt is important siblings are given pnonty praclical reasons being one as. it is dlff cu!t to get fo two dlfrerent schools for
pick up and drop off as most schools start and finish around the same time, which would result in one child being late.

i
.

]
H

11/10/2016 10:00 PM
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Sibling priority is hugely important. By not allowing siblings into the same schools family disruption is caused. One
sibling also has to be constantly late upon arrival at school due to stressors arising around schaol drop off times. Itis
an unnecessary stress.

It seems fair to give places te children who live near the school, It is clear that if you dont live near to a popular school
that you have less chance of getting a place. lt's not fair te an cldest child or to an only child if the places are taken up
by children who live further away just because lhey have an older brolher or sister who got a place.

11/10/2016 9:53 PM

11/10/2016 8:34 PM

| believe it is fair that those living in catchment should be given pnomy However, if & child living outside of catchment
and already has a sibling they should receive a higher priority over solely distance, | think it is very short sighted of
councillors and a lack of judgement to not understand the practical difficulties of families having to manage siblings
attending different schools i.e school drop off and collection. Different schools may have different holidays and inset
days. Let alone explaining to a 4 year why they cannot attend the same school as thair older sibling and the upset this
will cause.

Itis fundamentally wrong for siblings to attend different schools, They should be part of the same school community for
example many school events such as concerts and fairs cover all years groups. It is logistically impassible to get
children to and from 2 or 3 different schools without Incurring childcare costs and using pre or post school clubs. |
know many families who will be adversely affected if the current oversubscription criteria is not changed to give pririty
to siblings (whether in or out of catchment). Like myself, | applied for my older child (now y2) to attend a school out of
catchmeant. It is only a 10 minute walk from my house, and had better results than the catchment scheool, so it was
naturally my first choice. Under no circumstances would | have chosen an out of catchment school for him if there was
even the slightest risk that his younger sister would not get into the same school. Upon changing the oversubscription
criteria for 201 6/17 (without consultation); transitional provisions should have been introduced to protect the many
families like my own which are now in turmoil and uncertainty at the prospect of potentially not getting our younger
siblings in the same school. We applied for 2014715 out of catchment in the knowledge that siblings would also get in.
We would not have done so if there was not this guarantes. We may now be faced with the difficult decision of moving
our son who will be starting in ¥4 to another school when he is so settled at a school we love. This is blatantly wrong,
This rule change has already devastated many families in the County. It is crazy to think somsone with no children at
the school whe lives 1 metre closer than me to the school would get the place over my child with a sibling already
there. For the faimess of all families once a child is allocated a school place then their siblings should follow to the
same school.

My family thank County councillors for keeping to the change that came in this year. It's right for local out of catchment
children to come first for school places, not the ones who try to gel in by having brothers or sisters there.

You must consider travelling times and convenience of this for working parents and promote working families.
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It is fundamentally wrong for siblings to attend different schogls, They should be part of the same school commanity for
example many school events such as concerts and fairs cover all years groups. It is legistically impossible to get
children to and from 2 or 3 different schools without incurring childcare costs and using pre or post school clubs, |
know many families who will be adversely affected if the current oversubscription criteria is not changed to give priority
to siblings (whether in or out of catchment), Like myseilf, | applied for my clder child (now y2) to attend a school out of
catchment. It is only a 10 minute walk from my house, and had better results than the catchment school, so it was
naturally my first choice, Under no circumstances would | have chosen an out of catchment school for him if there was
' eventhe slightest risk that his younger sister would not get into the same school. Upon changing the oversubscripfion
criteria for 2016717 (without consultation); fransitionat provisions should have been intraduced 1o protect the many
famities like my own which are now in turmoil and uncertainty at the prospect of potentially not getting our younger
slblings In the same school, We applied for 2014/15 out of catchment in the knowledge that siblings would also get in,
We would not have done so if thers was not this guarantes. We may now be faced with the difficult decfsion of moving
our son who will be starting in Y4 to another school when he is so setfled at a school we love. This is blatantly wrong.
this rule change has already devastated many families in the County and the Falrness for Siblings petition currently
has 2,683 supporters, Every teacher and governor | have spoken to is strongly oppose to separating siblings in
diffarant schools - it should simply not be allowed fo continue.

We moved one street out of catchment after aur eldest son started school prior to the sibling critefia changing, so now
| will not get any priority for our son starting in 2018. | believe there should be a set distance cut of catchment area
where the sibling policy should still apply, so that the system cannot be taken advantage of, yet families who genuinely
want, and need, their children in the small school, and only live a very short distance out of catchment, and moved
before the cratena was changed are not penalised.

I l believe that it has been very unfalr on local families (in previous years) where siblings had a hlgher prionty than
children fiving closer to the school. | was thersfore very happy to hear that this had been changed and that people
choosing to live further ouf, will not be given pricrity for siblings. Not only should this improve traffic flow around
schools as children live closer and can therefore walk in, but | firly believe that parents should be applying fo their
catchment schools. Oftan, house prices are inflated around the best schools and fo move into that area and find you
cannot get a place for your child at the local school, is unfair. | have perscnally witnessed families over the years that
have maved into catchment to get their eldest a place and then moved miles away, knowing that future children still

. have a very high chance of getting a place. This is very unfair on those families who live close by and choose not to
move home, | believe that it is a parents job to decide where they want to send their children and ensure they live

; within that catchment, If they then choose to move elsewhere, they shouldnt be able to expect a place for younger
siblings at that schoal. Given all of the above, | would like to see Nottinghamshire County Council keep the admission
i crltena asft is at present and not change it back :o give s:blmgs out of catchment a priority.

3 Change needs 10 be made Families cannot be spllt itis not workable for many families and can result in fragmenied
i schooling for many children, who are not able to participate in extra curricular activities because parental timae is faken
‘ up ferrying children to different schoals, change is needed lmmedlately

; Families cannot be attending 2 or more schools this is just not feasible. Pnonty should ba given to siblings regardless
of catchment. Catchment areas are not important to the admissions team when they have no places left. They will
offer places at schools on the other side of the city to get a child a school place. FAN needs to be increased In many
schoels to accommadate a surge In pupil numbers and look at promoting places to those families who are already in
the school..the sibling rule out of catchment needs to be reinstated immediately for fair practice.

73

v All multi-children families are vulnerable to situations beyond their control that result the children being split across

i3

! schools, which is a situation not compatible with good school engagement. Local government policy should seek to
i avoid this situation wherever possible

79

1 Not for the malority whom it may not affect, however for some families a change to Inciude priority for chﬂdren w1th
i siblings living outside the calchment area could avoid a major crisis for these families. | have been given an example
of how this caused major heartache for one family who already had a child in a linked junior school, wha's sibling was
denied a place. As the parent could not be in two places at once this left the family looking for a school that could
i support both children, with the eldest child being uprooted from their school and friendship group.

80

X
¢ Surely it is better for siblings and their parents if they go to the same schooll

81

Nottinghamshire County Council is out of line with almost all other eoundils in the UK whe have admitled younger
siblings in out-of catchment situations when possible. It Is fair to the siblings involved and to their parents who are all
ingonvenienced and also put in considerable danger by the new arrangement not allowing out-of catchment siblings to
attend the same school as their older brother/s or sister/s

82

It is so difficult for families to manage school runs when children end up at different schools .

11/9/2016 2:02 PM

11/8/2016 3:26 PM
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11/7/2016 8:34 PM

11/6/2016 9:00 PM

11."6.’2015 12 55 PM

11.’6:’2016 11 STAM

11!5!2013 11:50 PM
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QOut of catchment siblings should take priority

11/572016 5:51 PM

How can any mother {(working or not) be in 2 places at the same time ever sehool pick up and drop off?7? Siblings i

should take priority!

11/5/2016 1:50 PM
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As a mum with a year 2 child and a child due to join her brother at schaol next year, | fee! completely let down as a . 11/5/2016 2:19 AM
Notts family. If she is not able to jain him, | face four different school runs per day and even worse the explanations as

to why our local council thought it & good Idea to put us all through this. Just what was the justification behind this i

change anyway? How does thls make it faires for families? )

Absurd idea. How do you expect parents to get two or more children to two (or more) dlfferent schools on time, And to 11/4/2016 11:38 PM

collect them also. So impractical. Stressful. Costly (whethar you drive or have to use public transport) Its impossible.
keep famlhes together, don't separate them!t]

It causes too much undue stress on parents to have children attendmg d|fferent schools and it is not the best optlorl i 11!4!2016 10:38 PM
. for the chtldren to be separated enther ta
. Younger snbhngs attend school fur plck ups and drop offs, school plays, sports days and assembly. a famlly joins a U 114442016 10:01 PM

before they even star't It's only fasr they get to walk the same steps on familiar temtoryl

mean attending a school in another wllage :

school not just a child! It's talked about over dinner, it's re-enacted at playtime school is a part of a younger siblings life

Pnonty should be given to chlldren living w1thln the catchment 1 would be upset if my chlld was unable 1o attend his , 11/4.'2016 8:44 PM
catchment schaol due to an out-of-catchment sibling being given priority over the school place. For us, that would

PR = &5 = = = [ e e e an e o] —

To upheave an older Chlid who is settled in school and thew educatmn and relattonshlps is damaglng and unfa[r 11!4!2016 8:31 PM

I lhmk this is very |mportant for a number of reasons startmg with the practlcalmes of taking siblings to drﬂ‘erent schools 11!4/2016 7:26 PM
and the pressure this puts on families who like my own have 2 parents working and supported by family in fetching

children from school etc. This is just not fair to expect people to run around to multiple schools semetimes quite far

apart to satisfy statistics or quotas on paper. The more important paint for me would be the way the children feel going

to different scheols and not having that sense of shared pride and achievement eamed in the same environment and

the security of knowing that if things are hard for them on any day they can see their sibling at a break time and gain

that support needed to continue working. | see this as fundamental to their wellbeing in a school environment and

simply cannot understand how not allowing siblings the right to the same education will benefit anyone In the long

term.

When the first child attends school, they don't always get their catchment schaol and are placed at an out of catchment :  11/4/2016 6:08 PM
school. To then not give their sibling priority to attend that school wien it wasn't their first choice in the first place is
ridiculous. !t causes Stress for both the parent and the child and what is happening to the child's emotional all health !
and wellbelng The councll clearly were not lhlnk|n| o! the chlld when maklng this decision. Change the criteria now! ;

Chiidren with S|bl|ngs in & school should be given pnonty aven |f out of catchment. . 11/4/2016 5:56 PM
;I‘h"e out of ::atchment cntena for snb[mgs-should be reinstated - N . _ -1 -1:;412016 503 PM
Slbllngs.;h;alc g;t- phcnt-y even if out of t‘h;‘catchment a;ea, this mtl —5top families ha\-ﬂngnto radc-e.frotn_o_n;;t;\oclmla"" . .1‘;;4-!.2“0?6::5_:9 PM
ancther. ;

YOI:I c;:n:t;;p;;_ par;nts_wtthyoun;;ht;d_r;n t;_ba dm;};lh-g-cl:f .a-nd-[;i;k;l‘gmu; Ch’t;d;;l f;cralﬁ_er—en-t ;:hools itis : 11/4/2016 4:42 PM

totally tmpractllll

Ifafamilyisina posmon where they have one Ghlld ina school for which they are outsnde af catchment (whet.har this 11.'4]2016 4:12 PM
is by choice or a factor of cireumstances oulside their contral) then if they have a second child starting in schoof and

cannot get that child into the same school as the first, the logistics of getting two children to separate schools whose

start times may well be identical are potentially mind-boggling. Priority to siblings out of catchment would solve this

problem in the majority of cases. Although the need for a catchment system is self-evident (even if it is a litle clumsy

and heavy-handed) the practical considerations of multiple-child families must be taken into account by the

bureaucratic processes administered by the admissions system, and without any consideration given to sibling

attendance, in OR out of caichment, this is not happening and causing huge problems for a sizable minority of families

whilst not discernably benefitting the rest of Nottinghamshire's populace.

massively confusing questien and i suspect intentionally set out to confuse... my belief is if a child has an older sibling 11/4/2016 3:48 PM
in the school then any younger sibling should be prioritised to also attend that school regardless of catchment area,

We are just out of catchment from our school and my son will be unable To attend the same school as his 3 sisters 2 11/4/2016 3:46 PM
of whlch are sen chlldren

If you have a ch||d already in a primary schuol whether they Iwad inor out of catchment at the tlme, their stbling 11/472016 3:40 PM
should automatically be granted a place at the same school as it is totally impractical to take 2 children to 2 different

primary schools especially for working parents who may have to go to work as well as do the school run such as is my

situation. ! can sympathise if there was a child that lived close to the school who wasn't granted a place but to have

children in different primary schacls is simply not possible, | would have to start work later and finish earlier, therefore

not earm as much and even consider stopping work altogsther to claim benefits. Please reconsider reinstating siblings

in or aut of catchment as a priority higher up,

8 /66
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It is impractical for famrhes to drop young children at dlfferenl school

In agreement re calchment children should have prlcmty. But out of catchment siblings to nolt have priority over other
oul of catchment children makes no sense at all. To have children going to different schools causes a humber of
issues 1. Likelyhood of children arriving late at school - this affects all children in the class 2. Stress for both parent
and child when trying to be in two places at once, which is just not possible. This years consuitation has been well
publicicsed, however in prior years there had bean no notf catlon wrth regards to tha rule change

It is vital for a famlly‘s well-being thatitisin a poslllon to get aII chlldren o school on time. Having one chlld in one
school and one child in another makes 1h|s very dtﬂ" cuft and s!ressful and even |mpossrble for some families.

i Deallng W|th two or more young chrrdren at dlfferent schools is Icglstlcally rmpossrble part|cularly for parents with full

Having to take children to drﬁerent schonls would be a nightmare how can you get children to different schools at the
same time each moming it just isn't possible. Having siblings attend the same schocl is alot easier as there would only
be one time and one schoal that the children needed to be at rather than rushing around trying te get to a second
school, Adding the risk of a road accident due te the rush of wanling te ensure children was at school on time to

it needs to take into consideration of younger sibiings being separated from older siblings, the mental wellbeing that
can be effected by both siblings by this separation and the impact on familles trying to manage the logistics of children
in separate schools. Older siblings at a school could be sffected by attachment problems and separation from younger
siblings could have a massive impact on family life. As well as preventing younger siblings feeling isolated from older

. How can a parent be in 2 places at once. As both kids need to be at school at same tlme and be picked up same tima.

¢ How can we drop 2 ehlldren off af different schools whrlst both working full t|me‘7 I’M not sure how safe or sensmle this

The change the council made in removing the sibllng rule for out of catchmenl children does not take Into account the
complexities of families moving a short distance or having to move out of rented accommodation or the breakup of

" Thereis Iitﬂe falmess in an older sibling having to mave school after several years in a setting, if the younger sibling

cannot get a place Th|s is unsetthng for Chlldl’BrI and less importamly. can lmpact on schools' budgets adversely

wtrsr ied with the present criteria whlch are embedded in our schnol'

Parents and children are penalised for laleness and non attendance but are expected to get to dlfferent schouls'7 Very

It seems obvious to me that a child with an older sibling at school NEEDS to be able o attend the same school
Whereas a child with no siblings at the school would suffer no chaos or confusion by simply travelling an extra 5

After in catchment priorities, out of catchment with siblings should take priority over out of catchment without siblings.
Due to logisitics of school drop offfpick up. Plus the additional reassurance for younger siblings of having a older

1) either the logistics of trying to get two children to twe different schools is a valid consideration or It is not. in or out
of catchment should make no difference to the rationale for the inclusion of this criteria. Sibling priority could be
viewed as fair/ unfair irrespective of if a child is in or out of catchment as it gives certain families a distinct advantage .
Either remove for 2l or reinsiate for all as the current criteria is inequitable and the inclusion of sibling criteria for
catchment but not out of catchment is discriminatory and coniradictory, . 2) families out of catchment with a child
already in the school currently face financial defriment by the removal of sibling criteria whereas in catchment do not.
Again, this Is Inequitable. For out of catchment parents it means it would not be possible to get children to different
schoals in the moming without suffering financial detriment , i.e. Having to use breakfast clubs or may not even be
possible if there is no wraparound care , meaning leaving a child alone at school without parental supervision which
raises serious safeguarding issues. Changing it back would make it fairer for all families irespective of socio
econcmic factors and free from potentfally damagmg safeguarding cases belng brought against the council,

i
i
! maximise thefr education
106 :
) smnngs
107 :
Surely it's common sense for them to be at the same school
108 i
i is.
109 * out of calchment siblings should get an opportunity lo jOIn 5|b||ngs at school
110 5‘
4
! relatlonehlps The ch!ldren affected will be split from mblmgs or faee havmg to move schools.
S ey —— e .
1 i
S Jnsetlr
112 ;
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113 J
: unfair and discriminatory.
114 i
l minutes.
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Pupils with older siblings already at the schoo! should be admitted as a priority above others
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The majority applying for places, apply for their catchment school. These would not be affected by the proposed . 10/28/2016 8:43 AM

change. The change would help families living outside catchment. In the present system, | know families who are

likely to end up with children at three different schools. Priority far outside catchment should be given first to those with '

siblings.

Siblings should be able to go to the same school, how difficult would it make life for parents trying to get 2 or mare s 10/26/2016 7:06 PM
siblings to separate school for the same time of day. Also calchment schools are an outdated idea, and children out of
catchment area are given the lowest of priority. Why would | want my children to go to one of the worst performing |

schoals in the county, just because the county council has deemed It to be the catchment school, | dare say if |

decided 1o only pay my taxes based on the schools performance the county council wold soon ensure major
improvement, but as it stands the schaol in question is performing nowhere near other local schools, and no
impravement forthcernming. | pay all my taxes and want a good education for my children catchment areas pravent

1 currently have three chlldren attendmg school in —Yet we live m- Fmy fourm chlId was denied a place i 10/26/2016 8:03 AM
then 1 would have ta Juggle school drop off and collectlan -1 Ioglsllcally can't be in two places at once.

Remstato a priority for chlldren with siblings out of calchment how ‘fair ' is it to havs to travel to two dlfferent schools? 1 10/24/2016 8:43 PM

how 'faar isit to pay for clubs.fmmders due ta sﬂ:llngs not belng logether?

- L)
Iﬂ-unk that havmg the same order of criteria would overall improve falmess of submlssmn i.8. use 1st cntenon sublmg i 10/22/2016 8:34 PM
2nd ciiterion: proximity for both 'in catchment’ and "out of catchmenl' candidates for admission. | would also expectthat |
the new system would alleviate the potential economic burden to the families whose siblings have to attend different

schools

For 5|b]|ngs Ilvlng out of catchment should have a prlonty into a schoul where older 5|bl|ngs are already at school, NCC _ 10/21/2016 1:39 PM
" shouid support all families to school together. This current critetia breaks families up, farces undue pressure on ¥

families that have to juggle work with schools runs, forces the use of cars rather than walking to school. Stops quality

family time of walking to school as a family and fragments the school with its community. The question on the

cansultation is a little confusing for public. People may tick the wrong answer with how the guestion is written, Poor i

consultation question, typical council question

Siblings with brother or sister at schoot should be glven pnonty

10/21/2016 B:38 AM

| believe the current rule far sd:llngs out of catchment could mean that siblings aﬂend not only different primary 10/20/2016 7:33 PM

schools but this could mean them attending schools some distance from each other. The potential logistics of this

could be detrimental to all children involved and surely causes more issuss with attendancs, punctuality etc. |
understand the reasan for prioritising children in catchment but | believe this rute regarding siblings should be

reversed.

If a child is in a school out of catchment if is generally through necessity rather than choice. Therefore to deny their . 10/20/2016 3:35 PM

siblings a place at the same school is inherently unfair.

For scheols which would be filled purely by children within catchment | feel a lottery style allocation would be the 10!19!2016 10:17 PM
fairest approach as distance from scheol within catchment, Distance from school should only be used for children out

of catchment .

how ridiculous that the council have propesed this consultation if they are already “minded” not to change the critariallt 10/18/2016 9:05 PM
| totally agree that children with siblings living out of catchment should have priorityll You'd like children to be punctual

stc... how can this be done if parents have to be at 2 different schools at the same time, which will make them late

every day at elther one of the schools!! In my situation, i'm now out of catchment of the school that my daughter

attends and my son is due o start school next year... my son is disabled... if he doesn't gst a place at the school we're

my daughter attends, it is going to make it very difficult for our family life and reutines! PRIORITY FOR SIBLINGS OUT

OF CATCHMENTI

By changing the criteria and giving pricrity to children with siblings already at the sehool a number of benefits could be 10/19/2016 8:05 PM
realised. Parents would no longer have fo 'be in two places at once’ - having to drop multiple children off at different

schools, possibly miles apart. This scenario would leave children to make difficult decisions how to undertake the

operation. Personally | would ensure that the youngest child got into the care of their class teacher before leaving to

deliver any subsequent children to their schools. This would undoubtably resuit In late attendance marks, which would

otherwise be avoidable if the admissions policy was amended to give priority to children with siblings already at the

schoaol, Despite what | would do some parents may decide to leave their older children at one school whilst delivering

any others to different schools in arder to prevent the award of any late marks. | would have to question how safe an

unaccompanied child would be however, even if left in a school 7 playground envirenment and it is not a situation that [

would put my children in. Parents should not be put in the position to make such difficult choices and this could easily

be avoided by changmg the admlssmns pollcy

We woutld fike our son to go to the nearest school. Unfortunately it is not the catchment sehool.

10/ 66

Chlidren who live close foa schaol should get in over those mat ||ve funher away but have brothers and sisters - 10/18/2016 11:28 AM

10/18/2016 8:40 PM
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132 . We were forced through personal circumstances (our landlord gave us Notice To Quit out of the blue) to move out of 10/18/2016 2219 PM
the caichment area. We could not find anywhere suitable and affordable near to the school. We now have the
situation where two young siblings aftend different schools which are a 45 minute walk apart {we have no transport
and have been refused financial assistance with buses) that have the same start and finish times. My four year old
gets very upsel that her mother can never drop her off in the morning and we often find we miss out as a family due to
clashes with school events.The cost of after school care would have been impossible for us if the school and care
'; company had not sleppe:l in and oﬁered to help us ﬂnanc]ally Other fal'l'llhes are not s0 Iucky

133 : completely disagrae with anyone going out of catchment it should be removed then school allocaﬂnns would be alot 10/18/2016 11:31 AM
i more manageable

134 i | also believe there needs lo be a review of parents that llva in separate Nothngham counmls I had a paﬂlcularly 1011772016 11:06 PM

! troublesome time for admissions due to the definition of primary carer being different for Nottinghamshire and
nottingham city, however the Noftingham city definition applied to.me (mother} - and Nottingham city applied to father,
however he wanted our son te go to school in a nottingham city school {where by my address was considered and
vice versa) This caused a lot of problems and was a very stressful time asy son got into neither of the schools due to
this because of the distance from the school. Luckily, the appeal board agreed that the judgement was a perverse one
and did somewhat agree that although 2 unigue case the fact that the different borcughs had different definitions made
! this very troublesome. The definitions and schoof admission pelicies also meant that father was allowed to block
mother from any school decisions that had been made and had it not been for sourcing legal advice Nottingham city
council also refused to pass on this information. 1 find this very disturbing that the biclogical birth mother (and majority
career) can be blocked from all school decisions based purely on definitions outlined in the appeal. If anyone is
interested In more details on this scenario or opinion feel free to contact me on: bronwyn5010@gmail.com lis
something that | smoerely wish no other parent In my posmon has to go through

135 ! 1find the degision rnade to remove the sibling rule in prevlous yoars wrong in so many ways; it affects the 10/17/2016 12:34 PM

environment, as parents having to go to different schools to drop off siblings at different locations encourages the use

' of the car more so, it has cost implications for parents too as they would have to use before and after school clubs for
atleast one of their children or means that one child would be late every single day, not to mention the impact it may
have on the children who can not attend the school along with their brother or sister. People bulld up relationships
with the people involved in the schoo! and the community and it is extremely difficult to replicate this in a new setting.
On a personal level, [ now find myself in the position of wanting to move house as the house we currently live in is too
small for vur growing family. My first daughter attends the school within our current catchment area and we are very
happy with the school. Houses within the very small caichment area very rarely come up for sale and if they do they
are mainly out of our price range. We have identified lots of houses that are outside of the catchment area that would
be suitable for our family, and actually closer in proximity to the school, vet not in catchment area (therefore the
argument about this being fairer for local peaple is actually nat true in reality!), but we find ourselves in a position of
not wanting to mave because of the removal of the sibling priority and we do not want to risk our second daughter not
going to the same school as her sister. This is stopping us from being able to step up the property ladder and we are
very frustrated with this. My daughter isn't due to go to school until 2019 but this is something we have to think about
now and the more time that passes the more houses we miss out on. We are not wanting to move far away from the
school however this ruling restricts us so much. This is the Kent admissions policy and it is very fair... Pupil
admissions ta the school are guided by a Kent-wide policy. Pricrity is given according to the following criteria: a)
Locked After Children b) Current family association (an elder brother or sister in school at the time of entry, where the
family continues to five at the same address as when the sibling was admitted or has moved to a new property within
two miles of the school) ¢} Health reasons (for which a medical cerfificate will be needed) d) Proximity to school

| do know - stupid phrased question. It is a priority to give priority to all siblings in and out of catchment. Parents 10/17/2016 10 25 AM
cannot be expected to be In two places at one time delivering / collecting a child to one scheol and expected to be at

another for a sibling. What an absolutely stupid choiced question which does not tackle the root problem, i.e. a parent

can't be in two places at one time especially if he (she) needs to use pubhc transport.

136

As a member of the appeals panel team this change from out of catchment siblings has caused more problems than it 10/17/2016 9:12 AM
solved. If a parent has a child already in school, even if out of catchment,. they have assumed they can get a second
child in to go to schonl with brother/sister. Or to take both children in the same direction.

137

| believe that it is unacceptable that chlldren who |IVE out of catchment who have siblings in the school, are not given 10/16/2016 4:37 PM
priority over those who have no prior connection to the school who live out of caichment. It does not make sense. Itis

unfair and causes a great deal of difficulty for those who have to get very young children to different schools

sometimes miles apart. The families have already shown their commitment to the school by having an older sibling

there. It is fair, logical and morally sound to therefore allow the younger children to take priority above those who have

no siblings and live cutside of the catchment area. | most fervently hope that NCC will change its mind on their

position. The change which came Ibto place this academic year was not consulted on broadly enough and was

brought in despite a2 majerity of people who responded disagresing with it. It MUST change.

138
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Sibling priarity important
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Parents who have been offered 2 places at different schoals for thelir siblings are compromised. Either both of one of
them can lose out on some of their entitiement to education if they cannot get them to schools or collect them at the
right times. This can also have a financial impact. It also does not follow that one child can mave schoals to join the

other.

my daughters will have to go to 2 different schools as | am not classed as catchment for 1 school even tho | live

clnsesi to it

1

1 have a chrh:! currenlly attendlng a school outside of aur catchment area and Im very worried that when it comes to
applying for my younger daughter, she won't get offered a place. When | applied for my eldest, | did so based on the
then-rules that the younger sibiing would have priority over others out of catchment. If I'd known the rules were to
change, that might have affect my decision to send the eldest child to the school | have (although | love the schoo! and
I'm so happy she is going there). I think you should take this fact into account for parents who applied for in an out-of-
calchment schoot before the "na-priority-for-siblings™ rule came into place - and at least give their younger children

pnomy for the next few years to honour the rules as they were when we first applied,

10/15/2016 12:58 PM

10/15/2016 7:33 AM

10!14{2016 8:42 PM

i belleve 5|bllngs should get pnorlty to attend same school As a grandparent collecting 2 grandchildren | would fing it
impassible 1o be at twa schoals at the same time. In their case my grandson lived in the catchment area at the time of ;

starling school but the family moved to just outside.

Families with younger children who are not given admission to the same school as their siblings will find it extremely F
difficult geﬂmg tha chlldren to drﬁerant areas at 1he same school start times.

| f nd it ndlculous to suggest that families can manage wnth chuldren in two dlfferent schools of children out of

catchment with siblings in anather schoal,

Surely it's only commen sense that siblings go to the same school if thal's the parents request. Not all parents have
the facility and fiexibility to get siblings to different schools it makes it incredibly hard especially for working parerits to
be able to get siblings to schools and then get to work aiso, it's impossible when two schoals start at the same fime to
get siblings to each schoof on time ene sibling is always going to be late and it's just not fair. How is it fair on school
photo days that those siblings armi togather in one photo in the same school uniform. How is it fair that you can do
certain activities wnh one sibling but nol the other as it's impossible to be in two places at one time. How is it fair to
explain to that sibling thal they can't go to the same school as their brother/sister and when they get upset as they
know no one familiar at the ather schoal but hey it's fair to lay the happiness of our little 4/5 year olds with which ever
way the crow flies?! Just absolutely insane. Keep siblings logether please

Sibling priority is important to me because | want to make sure that my children go to the same school and are not

i

split up and so can support each other. My siblings went to the same schools as me and 1 was there to support them! |

I do not agree that out of catchment children with siblings at the preferred school do not have priority over other out of
catchment pupils.Most mothers wark and NCC have not considered the fact that abvicusly they will not only want all

their children i the same school, bul need it to be where before and after school care takes place.|f your consultation
had been effective and moral, it would have shawn this. As things stand, the "Walk to School' policy is now a mockery.

Hundreds of families and extended families are now wasting time, fuel and adding to congestion problems, not ta

mention road safety issues out5|de schools ha\nnl been made worse.

Families move it is |mportant i} keep ch:ldren at the same school as moving !hem is dlsruptlve It is also unfair to

parents to get kids to 2 schools at the same time. Having a sibling priority for all is sensible

\
:
i
i
s

People eut of catchment have chosen to go there, having a sibling should give no preference, my son is an only child
which means he would be at the bottom of the Pile always. They get preference if they stay in catchment if they

choose to go out why should they get special treatment

Because it is :rnponant that 5|bllngs are allowed togoto school loge!her

Itis extremely detnmental to famllles that may already have chudren ina school to spllt them. Oﬁen chlldren are

placed in out of catchment schools in the first instance (against heir wishes) and this will have a knock on effect for

future siblings. This is simply not fair.

I ully believe children with siblings outside of the catchment area should get priority over those without. | believe this
fully benefits the children and feel this is the most important thing. Children spend years going with their parents taking
older siblings to school and to then not get a place themselves can be psychologically very hard for them.

Siblings should be together. Also if child has attended the nursery they should automatically be offered a place at the

school

Siblings should get priority
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156 i itis very stressful taking my child to an alternative school to the one their brother attends. Because of this change | 10/12/2016 1:52 PM
have had to pay for childcare for my daughter after school which is now causing me financial problems as the cost is

extremely high as | cant collect both at the same time. This may eventually mean | may have to stop working and !

thought the council wanfed people to be in jobs and not stay at home claiming benefits. [ STRONGLY BELIEVE that

siblings should be allowed to go to the same schools irrespective of where they live and [f they are out of catchment

i this should be a pnonty cnbena
157 Having siblings at differenl schools creates a |0glca] mghlmare S:bhngs should always be at the same school 101272016 12:26 PM
158 . Ifeel that prigrity should be agiven to chlldren who have a sibling at the sehoot as the logrcs of gettlng chlldren to 10/11/2016 8:59 PM

i different schools is very difficult, It is important for siblings to support ach other and being in different schools makes
© this very hard. Also parents will have to split their time and fundraising efforts between two schools for fetes etc and
; unrfcrm costs would incresse as they cannot use the older slbllngs unlform

[ —

159 ; Slblangs need to be togethar Werner in Catchmment or not yau cannot possmly have ch||dren in seperate primary 10/11/2046 8:12 PM
- schools it's not fair on parents or subhngs them selves
L. . -

160 i If you have one child afready in the school you should be hlgher priority. How do you get to 2 different schoofs at the 10/11/2016 6:14 PM
j same ime? Are the council going to help cover childcare costs so thls Is posslbre‘?

161 i Ibelieve itis hugely unfair to split slbllngs and very unsettfiing fur oldar chlldren if they have to be moved part way 10M11/2016 5:32 PM
* through their education

162 : Yes, it is impossible to take 2 children to 2 schools that start around the same time. Unless one of them is late daity. 10/11/2016 1:57 PM

i More straln on parents not needed

163 H thlnk It is |mpartant for S|bllngs to go to the same school. A parent cannot be expected to take and collect siblings 10/11/2016 11:38 AM

é from differant schools at the same fime,

164 Whilst | do belleve it Is falrtu parents and chlldren Iwmg in catchment area tn have pnurity I have also seen first hand 10/10/2016 8:22 PM
the distress caused to parents and children when siblings living out of catchment have not got into the schocl meaning
the older sibling has to move school..it Is Impossible for parents to have 2 or more children in different schools.
Moreover, it can only have a negative impact on the emotional well being of the child who is basically ferced to move
school. Also in arsas with several schools within ¢lose distance, such as mansfield Woodhouse, [ definitely think
siblings should take priority... as parents are able fo walk to other schools sasily. If this is not possibie then | believe

you should just fimit admissions to the catchment school only,

165 Itis ridiculous to give pricrity to s family living nearer the catchment above family's who already have a sibling in the 10H1 0/2016 5:00 PM
school. Having to deliver siblings to different schools disadvantages working parents, and makes it very difficult to get
children to school In a timely fashion, without the expense of breakfast clubs - thereby also disadvantaging those
! familias who are worse off. 1t also reduces the opportunity for strong parental invelvernent in the scheol - and it is well
dosumented that children who have involved parents are more successful at school. By spreading siblings across
schoois, any positive effect of parental involvement is diluted - with the parents less likely to feel a full part of the
school family. Making distance the deciding factor for admittance outside catchment is arbitrary and will cause
massive disruption to familys with children already at out of catchment schools.

168 : Siblings need to be In the same school so that they get the same experience and support each other, Parents cannot 10/10/2016 4:48 PM
5 get children to dlfferent schoo]s

167 i Priority has to be given to siblings. This is commen sense. You have to oonsuder the practlca] elements ofthls 101'10.'2016 3 50 PM

168 * | understand the changes brought in last year, not giving 5|bllngs out of catchment a priority, and as someone whn 10!1 0201 6 1 1 44 AM
lives just outside the catchment of our chosen school, I can sea the benefit of that. However, this has affected

numerous families and several at Kneesall school now have younger siblings at a different school. It would have been

fairer to change the criteria on a more gradual process - existing siblings would have priority but new children starting

school that year would not get the priority for any younger 5|bI|ngs

For families out of the catchment area without prioritising children wnth 5|bllngs families could be vusmng twofthree or 10/10/2016 9:59 AM
more schools or having fo disrupt the oldest childs education to move them all to a school with places available for the

whole family. This seems unfair, Surely it would be easier for a new family out of the catchment area to join an

alternative school,

170 | feel it is important for siblings to be in the same school even if they live out of catchment. Reasaons being: parents 10/9/2016 9:54 FM
find it extremely difficult to get children to different schools for the same time, it is comfort for the children knowing that
their sibling fs at the same school, they are taught the same as | am sure all schools do it slightly different,

169

171 l | am pleased NCC will NOT change its criteria regarding siblings living outside the catchment area. [ cannot identify : 10.'9.'2016 8 46 PM
how NCC aims to uphold the Equality Act 2010. Ethnicity should be taken into account for admission into school. This ,

allows for a mix of ethnicity within the school year. Also children should not be asked to attend a faith school, if the

faith of their parents is different to that of the school eg, a Muskim child appointed to a C of E school.
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172 All siblings should be allowed to goto school together as famny values are very |mportant_ Having primary age sibiings ; 10/9/2016 5:10 PM
on different sites is ridiculous.

173 All siblings should be allowed to go to school together as family values are very important. Having primary aged 10/9/2016 5:10 PM
siblings in different sites is not practical or fair.

174 It is unfair and impractical for siblings to have to attend different school. The fairest process would be to provide . 104912016 3:39 PM
enough school places for caichment children and siblings of none catchment children to be able to attend. Why should

chikiren have to be separated from their siblings? Having siblings at different school can cause a tremendous amount

of psychological and emational stress both on the children and the parents. The transition to schaol is a huge

milestone for children and parents and you should be providing the services (o ensure they are fully supported and

doing the best for each child. It is therefore not fair for siblings to be made to go to separate schools. In addition this is

impractical for parents to achieve in an already stressful world. It incurs financial, trave! and time implications for both

working and none working parents. If you feel it is important to ensure equity for parents out of catchment area to get

placement, you should ensure you have enough places to provide equity for all, Not by penalising siblings just

because they Itve 00.7 miles away from the school |nstead of 00 5. Th|s Seems trrattonal and unjust to me.

175 I believe it is vltally Imporian! o allow stbltngs to be at school together 10/8/2016 8:23 PM

176 | think it is important that siblings go to the same school 10/8/2016 2:59 PM
177 As a retired primary school teacher | know how important it is for family cohesion that siblings wherever possible 10/8/2016 11:02 AM

attend the same school. it is very difficult and possibly damaging to younger siblings when told that hefshe/they cannot
aitend the same school as an older sibling. In a time when we are coancerned about children's mental health it is
important that siblings have the opportunity to attend the same schoal. On a practical note if parents are travelling to 2 |
or 3 schools dropping off and picking up children there will inevitably be problems with punctuality. | know the B
problems cawsed by children amiving late to school. There will be an environmental impact with more car journays to
and from different schools

178 Already have twa kldS at dtfferent schoals, my thtrd child is due to come to sohool with them a pDSSIbIlIly of all three 10/8/2016 9:00 AM
- being at different schools which would just be impossible

179 | think that children out of catchment with siblings at a preferred school should have priority over children out of 10/8/2016 8:57 AM
catchment without stbllngs at the school |

180 I belteve it is |mportant and fair for the Counctl to conltnue to give prtont-y o any out cf catchment children, with or | 10/8/2016 8:56 AM
. without siblings, living closer to a schoal.l believe as a parent ! should be able to choose the school that | feel caters to
" the needs of my chtld wnthout be|ng forced into a catchment box, that isnata fatr process but bundlng dtwston

181 Sibling pnonty whether in the catchment ornotis a btg pnontyl Mothers cen‘t be in more than one place ata ttme or ' 10/8/2016 8:36 AM
even 2 ar 3. It can even affect the chtldren psychologtcally and cause unnecessary rtvlelry amongst siblings. )

182 Not only wculd it be easier on the parents only having to drop/collect from one school, but also to keep a stongbond | 10/8/2016 8:256 AM
betwaen the siblings. Another point to add would be that by only having to drop/collect from one school there will then
be less of an impact on the envitonment, having to drive between two schools for a certain time may also increase the
risk of accidents as parents will be driving under unnecessary stress and pressure to arrive on time

183 How can single parenl fam|l|es bein2 places at once? Ridiculous change end totally unfatr to farnilies with siblings. g 10/8!2016 8:22 AM
184 For me personally from September could mean chtldren in3 drl’ferent schools which would just be |mposs|ble ! 10{8!2016 7:39 AM
185 | believe that out of catchment admtsstcns fo those children thh a S|bltng already at the school should take a htgher l 10!71’2016 8:27 PM

priority to entrance/ over subscription criteria

186 I feel that siblings out of catchment should be considered before any other 'out of catchment' child. We have one child 10/7/2016 8:26 PM
{age 6) in an out of catchment school - 2 minute drive away / 15 minute walk away from our house. We feel our
younger child - due to start school in 2018 should be given a place at this school above other ‘ouf of catchment'
children. It would be impossible to get 2 children to 2 different schools. | want my children to attend the same school to
be given the same opporiunities and have a similar experience. It would be unfair for an ‘out of catchment’ child with
no sibling at the scheool to be given a place over our child just because they perhaps lived a few metres closer lo the
school, | would like to reiterate that the school in question is still very local to our home.

187 There needs to be a rule for exception circumstances where an older sibling was unable to get into catchment area 10/7/2016 7:58 PM
school due to oversubscripiion that year. Any younger siblings should therefore have higher priority to go to the same
school as the older subllng, as the parents did not have the cholce eg. Lowdham Gedlmg for current school year

188 Yes, reinstate the preferenoe for out of catchment S|bl|nge aver those jLIS[ ot of catchment and stop splltllng kids up.
Why thange it, there was never a problem before.
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Families matler, the schccl your mbtlngs gotois a famlrrar excmng and safe place that younger children get excited 10/7/2016 6:00 PM

—
[+
o ;

about going o because they recognised it as a big part of their future. The school that has suppaorted a family through
. bereavement, loss , trauma, birth, and family life in general is the RIGHT place for younger siblings] The logistics of
i gelting several children at d|ﬂ'erant schools is unreallsttc but I'm sure an extra stress put on families ncbody wants!
180 ' The changes would be unfair to children already at schcols and the parents that sent them there in good falth Does 10ﬂ12016 4 51 PM
' the council expect people to move house at the drop of a hat, complete lengthy round trips every morning or pay for 3
¢
i different uniforms rather than hand them down? My second eldest has a disability, his education will suffer if he's
i separated from his brother, how would this help hlm"
191 ¢ If families have a child already in a schoo! then prlonty should be given to other children in that family whether they 10/7/2016 4:48 PM
' are In or out of catchment. Famlhes should be able to stay together siblings are tmportant
182 ! Priority should be gliven to famllnes who atraady have a child or chlldren in a school, how can parents be in two places 10/7/2016 4:44 PM
‘i atonce 7 Slbrings should be glven prlonty whether in or out of catchmenl
193 i s |mportant to me that siblings out of catchment can go to same achcol as s:bnlng dus to gettlng tha children to and 10/7/2016 4:22 PM
' from school as well as emotional well being of the childran.
194 ! Families cannot be in two places at two schocls at once. Reinstate the mblmg out of catchment rule, 10/712016 2:13 PM
185 j 1 think it is falr Totally unfair that parenls move mlles out of catchment bu? their chitdren get pnonty (nn old scheme) 10/772016 1:39 PM
:‘ Children in my oplninn should be able fo walk to schocl
196 i Children go to schcol in families. tncluding out of catchment with s;bhng would t-elp parents to have aII their chtldren in 10742016 1:05 PM
: one school so increasing peer support for each other
187 , The priority admlssion neads to place fammes IiVIng out of catchment with 2 chtld or children already at the school 10/7/2016 11:16 AM
: priority over families living out of catchment applying for a place. If the council has already given an out of catchment
! place and there are further siblings they must have priority over families with no connection to a school wanting a
! place.
198 * If you let children in a school it is not right to spllt brothers and ststers apart Geting children to two dlfferent schoo!s at 10/7/2016 9:09 AM
' the same time is neady impossible for working parents. Those that don't work cannot afford the increased costs so it is
5 unfair to poorer families
189 : The deﬁnmon of fairness is having a negatwe effecl on slblings 10.'71’2016 8:21 AM
O s A U Pt S o =
200 ! We have a son that is adopted and chosa our schonl out of catchment asi smted hts attachment naeds far batter than 10!71‘2016 8:18 AM
i the catchment school, he now has a slster who if we don't get into the school would have to go to a different schoo!
¢ which logistically would be impossible, we cannot move our son as the upheaval would be detriment to his progress
and wellbelhg and his education,
201 1 Sibtlngs out of catchment should have pnorlty as the |mpact of sphttmg siblfngs could be slgmﬁcant a‘recbng the|r well 10/7/2016 8:10 AM
1 being, happiness, capacity te learn and abifity to be involved In scheol activities when at split ocations. Priotity for
i sibiings outslde of catchment should be reinstated as soon as possible.
202 | allow all siblings to go to school together ifthey want to + 10/6/2016 9:53 PM
203 : Pnonty should go to studanis llving in the catchment area over those out of catchment regardless of mbhngs 10/6/2016 9:22 PM
204 ltis tmportant to keep siblings together whenever possible. 10/6/2016 9:19 PM
10/6/2016 9:00 PM
206 : It is essentlal that the admissien criteria is updated. Chiidren whe are out of catchment with a sibling should be given 10/8/2016 8:18 PM
! priority over a child out of calchment who lives closer. When you have two children at different schoois it means one
{ child is always late. Not all schoots have before and after school clubs. It is disruptive and upsetting for children and
i parents.
. . _. - U
267 , | think If one sibling is already at a school then others should be given priority also as It is not good to split siblings 10/6/2016 7:54 PM
‘l either for them or their parents who would then have children at different schoois with all the problems that would
i bring.
i_ — N I P — . B N R
208 It seems ridiculous that an out of catchment sibling does not have priority over szmecne else out of catchment with no 10/6/2016 5:52 PM
sibling, just makes it more difficult and stressful for families. This should be brought back] !
209 Sibling priority should be remstated to ensure brothers and sisters stay together. 10[6!2016 4 44 PM
210 The current system is not fanr at all. If you have the money, you can buy Into the catchment area, rf you don't you 10!6I2016 2.47 PM

can't, This means thal poorer families generally end up having to send their children to schools in their area which

generally aren't as good.
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211 tis essential to keep siblings together if at all possible. As schools start and fimsh at the same time, it is impossible to : 10/6/2016 2:38 PM
drop off and collect chrldren in t|me if they are spllt up You 5|mp|y can't be in fwo places at one umel i

212 It beggars beltef that the counctl could eondone chlldren in the same family going to different schools The adverse 10/6/2016 1:44 PM
effect on transporting children te different schools has not had serious consideration. The effact on employment has
also received scant consideration. Employers are not going to support a parent being late for work because of this
change. Also some families have one or na cars so how are they going to attend different schoois which all start at the
same time? Importantly families choice of school should be paramount.

213 It seems that the changes have implemented too fast - it would be fairer if children already at the school could be . 10/6/2016 1:39 PM
feined by siblings, but those families jeining for the first time were aware that in future this was changing, if that makes
sense, Splitting siblings up unnecessarily is hard for both children and parents and bad for the environment as parents ‘
- have to drop off at more than one location. i

214 As a mother cumrently having to split myself in half and get to work under the new sibling rule removal. | belive that © 10/6/2016 1:23 PM
giblings should be alliwed ta attend the same school as their brother or sister. This new rule affects families hugely and
tge added stress thls causes to worklng parents is unrealistic. Please reconctder the changes

215 1 believe for the purpose of good family life it is rmportant 1o keep 5|blmgs together. |t is difficult already trying fo ¢ 10/6/2016 1:03 PM
cdordmate childcare and working and a double drop off and collecnon would put further pressure upon lhls i

216 There is a massive |mpact on sﬂ:lmgs not eutomatlcally being accepted Into the same sc:hool tisa physlcal . 10/6/2016 12:22 PM
impossibility for parents to get two children te two separate schools at the start of a school day and also for collection |
after school. Siblings must therefore be ahle to attend the same scheol

217 It causes a great deal of strain on famllles and Iengthens children's schoul days when subhngs are placed in drﬁerent 101612016 12:02 PM
schools.

218 sibling priority is imporiant to keep brothers and sisters tagether. Being at different schools Is an extramely worrying i 10/6/2016 11:06 AM
thought for parents ;

219 Slbtrngs who live aut of catchrnent should be given as much priority. Net going to the same school can knock sﬂallngs  10/6/2016 10:50 AM
oonf dence and also harder for werklng mums to get chrldren to drﬁerent schools.

220 SIb[IH'S need to be kept together when startlng school Not just Iogtstlcally for the parents but forthe children too. 10!6.’2016 10:41 AM

221 Sibling priority is of the utmost importance. | know from my own experience that keeping children together should be | 10/6/2016 10:41 AM

key to any dectsmn

222 For emotional, fi nanc:|al and loglstlcal reasons a change to the oversubscnptton crltena would improve the overall ! 10/6/2016 7111 AM
faimess of the admission arrangements for the majority of families. 've seen first hand the impact on my own family of *
its removal for 2016717 admissions and this needs urgent adgress,

223 Black and minority Ethnic families statistically have larger families and are therefore mare likely to move out of 10/6/2016 10:39 PM
catchment to accommodate an increase in family members, It is harder for the younger siblings school to facilitate all
the elder snbtrngs frem Iarger families in order to keep them together NCC are belng institutionally racist

224 Slblmg pnonty is 80 lmportant Not only would | want my daughters to attend the same school as 1 think it would not 10/5/2016 9:28 PM
only be better for them as siblings but as parents | couldn't even imagine how homrendous it would be to drive to
Different schools. It would mean putting one into either a breakfast club or after school ¢lub ( even if 'm not working)
just to make sure that they wouldn't be late getting picked up or be late getting to school. The roads would be even
‘Mare clogged up with trafiic and life would generally be mare stressful than it Is at the moment.

225 Going to 'Big School' should be as least stressful as possible irrespective of being 'in’ or 'out’ of the catchment area. 10/5/2016 7:46 PM
Attending with an older sibling surely limits any first day and beyond nerves and a happier more comfortable child will
be betier managed by busy staff and better educated

226 Present system is unfarr if smnngs are seperated into dlfferent scheels in dlfferent areas this put the I'Elmlly atriskdue =~ 10/5/2016 7:22 PM
ta the rastraints in transporting childran

227 Consrder logistics when parenls both worklng Slbllngs benef t from belng together when they are startmg school . 10/5/2016 6:41 PM

228 It is more fair to give piaces o chlldren in the local area than peopte who lives mlles away " 10/5/2016 5:54 PM

229 ' Hawng chlldren in different schools at the same time is s:mply not manageable for most worklng parents Change " 10/5/2016 5:16 PM
needs to happen to the current system.

230 Changing the criteria so that it gives a higher priority for those out of catchment but has siblings at the school is 10/5/2016 4:49 PM
practical. If that family wa$S allocated a school which was different to that the sibling attends would be logistically
impossible.
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I belleve :hat you should change the oversubscrlpt:or onlerla back io pnonty for chr!dren wrth S|bI|ngs living out of 10/5/2016 4:49 PM
; catchment, This has affected se many families with children going to diffierent schoois, why would you split families
up? | also believe that you did nat faifly consult on this when t did change Jast yezr, many families did not know about

¢ the changel

slbllng prionl'y is rmporlanl for famlly Ioglstlcs and dynamL.s as well as equallt,' of develr*pmenl for srbllngs 10/5!2016 4:30 PM

} | cannot see the logicin splittrng family's education up lhmugh a systam that results in siblings attending different 10/5/2016 4:21 PM
| schools. As such priority for slbllngs who have ended up Ilwng out of calchrnenl seems Iike common sense to me.

Sometimes, catchment areas just don't make senss; e.g. You could Iwe next doorto_ but be in 10/5/2016 4:11 PM
carohmenl form Slblings belong together, regardless of where thair parents move 1o,

The rernoval of out of catohrnent SIbI'ngs pnority has caused chaos to many families in Noﬂmghamshu’e . 10/5/2016 4:03 PM

g rf one child has been aooepted to any school , but & subsequent later sibling is not offered a place due to belng aut of 10/5/2016 12:00 PM
"; catchment, this will have a monumantal effect on the family life and way of life . As so many mothers work now and
; rely on breakfast and after schoal clubs having children at different school may mean some parents have to give up a
job as it is not possible to achieve this morning run fo different schools ete, this will affect the economy as a whale ,
; people will not hava the same spending power and the economy will be effected greatly. If the authority has accepted
i achild out of catchment into a school it has a responsibility to honour future siblings, otharwise do nat give out of
; celchmenl places at the onset Changes the rules half way is unfair to parents

237

i Ifa ch||d from a family is already at the school further cluldren in the famlly should have been taken into account. 10/5/2016 10:46 AM

238

238

You can't split up brolhers and sistars, It's not family fnendly for the children or parents, how can you do two drop off 10/5/2016 10:17 AM

i
! and collections in two different places at the same fime, |t's 1rnpossrhle

' | don't know haw you can justify sending children to drfferent schools full stop. never mind sendmg lhem to schools on 10/5/2016 7:15 AM
i the opposite sides of a town making it impossible to be in two places at once never mind the danger it puls the

. ehildren in.

240

241

242

243

: It is unfair to spllt slblmgs info dnfferent schools both for the ohlldren and the perenls 10/5/2016 546 AM

i Il.s a tricky one. Chviously it depends on the blrlh ratee each year but i r.urrently have severel friebds who are 10/4/2016 10:55 PM
! attempting to drop at 2 schools despite only veing slighlly out of catehment. Their dsughler easily got a place but 2

. years later their son didnt despite havibg a sister af the school meanwhile her friend with no kids loving slightly nearer

| got a place. She now has to juggle the two drop offs both kids are expexted their at 8.45 so one is always late and the

! finish time is also the same meaning she hs to falch one eariler. Should this happeb to me we would hace serious

: problens as we both work abd mother in law would slruggle to dotoo drops on foot .m

‘ Itis lmposslble for parenls fo work and manage young chrldren who need transporlahon to school :f lhey are placed in 10/4/2016 10:26 PM
i a different school to their sibling. This will also impact on gach child's school day and the schocl community as a

: whoie

l
i priorlty should always be given to siblings over drstanr:e as snuatlons change end dlslance could cause further issuBes. 10[41’2015 10 15 PM

244

5_ .
Yeas it would improve faimess. Priority for slhlange of children who are out of catchment should be reinstated. How are 10!41’201 6 10 14 PM

: parenits expected to be in two places at once {o get children to school on tme ? It is a huge shame that the 2014/15
§ consultation could not have been carried out effectively like it appears NCC are attempting to do this year. Having said
: thal the wording of the statements in the consultation documents is still very very misleading and unclear, My children
! have been separated because of NCC's lack of information and proper consultation, the affects of which have been
very damaging. Well done NCC.

245

246

Priority should be reinstated for children living out cf catchment with a sibling already at the school. 10.'4.'2016 9 54 PM

| believe the council should allocate in catchrment children first, followed by ouf of catchmant children with siblings i 142016 548 B
already in school, no matter the distance they live from the schaol . This would be a fair system, so sibling can attend
school together. Out of catchment families who have no siblings at the school should be the least priority.

247

Plarity should definitely be given te children who have siblings at a school already, even if they are not in the _ 10/4/2016 9:28 PM
catchment area,

248

Catchment children should definitely have pnonly aver non catchment children ne matterwhat 10/4!2016 B:42 PM

249

Qur first child was not allocated a place at her calcl'rrent school. If the admissions authoity ¢an not guarantea a 10!41'201 6 8:33 F’M
catchment schoel place then the over subscription criteria should consider siblings with the selection. \

250

Siblings should be together in same school © 10/4/2016 8:19 PM

17 1 66



251

252

253

254

255

256

257

258

259

260

262

264

261

263

famllaes are bemg npped apartlll

Consultation on admission arrangements for 2018-2019

If all catchment children are awarded a piace, and there is a sibling priority within catchment, it is perverse to not give 10/4/2016 8:06 PM
the same sibling priority to out of catchment. A family making new arrangemenis for one child will, in reality, be less
effected than a family then having {o deal with getting two or more children to school at different locations for the sams
start lime and to co!lect from different locations at the same fin|sh tirne.

Sibling priority is we feel very imporiant regardiess of whether in or out of catchment, It would be very Impractical to
expact parents to take children to different schools especially at primary school level where children need settling in
and time to adjust to schaol life. Being able to do this with their siblings eases the transition and promotes a family
environment to learn. Community and family are values hald by all our schools and so we believe this change should
be made to oversubscription criteria. Our catechment school was full for sur oldest child and hence we were allocated
another school. We are very concemed that the admission authority will not be able to prioritise our second child at the
allocated school as we are out of catchment and hence we will be left with the unfeasible and exceptionally upsetting |
aption of different schools for a 6 and 4year old.

10/4/2016 7:51 PM

It seems ludicrous %o not give pricrity especially when out of catchment ig often afl that is offerad! 10/4/2016 6:59 PM

| agree that all children in catchment areas should be given priority but then if there are places left after this | think 10/4/2016 6:19 PM
children who live out of catchment who have a sibling at that schoo! should be allocated a place over a child living out

of catchment with no sibling attending the school even if they live cioser to the school. Having two children at differant

schools pesses many problems for families and one child will always be late for school as lots of schools still don't

have breakfast and after school clubs ;

Allo\mng siblings |nt0 the same school makes for a more supportive and |nclus|ve learning experlence let alons the . 10/4{2016 556 PM
impact on parents having to ensure all there children get to schael on time, and are appropriately cared for at the end §
of the day

The new current rules are very unfalr, it causes stress on strugglmg famllles spllttmg them apart extra expense and a ' 10/4/2016 4:34 PM
timetable which cannot bs met even If u had a time machine, holidays/ inset days r different meaning extra headaches

Il is unfair not to give priority to siblings out of catchment. Itis dn‘ﬁcult enough as warking parents without havmg to ' 10/4/2016 4:24 PM
take children to different schools. In arder to get both children at the same schools you would then have to move the
older ch ild who W|Il already be estab]lshed at that school

Not allowmg S|bhngs to go to the same school has a devastaun’ eﬁect on aII the famlly v 10/4/2016 4:14 PM

+—-
Children with siblings should all go to the same school whore possible. It is a worry and stressful when this doesn't 10/4/2016 3:55 PM
happen. It is unreasonable to expect a parent to attend 2 or 3 different primary schools. Not so sure this should apply to ._
secondary schools.

I think families should be given priority if a sibling I3 already at the school whether or not they are in catchment, It is 10/4/2016 3.08 PM
commaon sense that this will be the most efficient way to get children to school, it will ultimately enhance child safety

and save on running costs and environmental costs of transporting children to different schools. Many of us have o go !

straight to work after the school drop off and having all children in one school enables this to be done in a timely :

manner. | myself have Fibromyalgia and rely on my husband taking my children to school when | am il We wouldn't

have that quury if we had chlldren in dlfferent schools

We curremly face a potential situation whereby our lntle boym 10[4!2015 243 P
SR 2y not be offered a place according to these new arrangements (he has a sister, Annabelle,
who is in Class 1 of this school). (f SN wasn't offered a place this would be disastrous because it would mean that
we would have to withdraw JEEBENIRE from the school who has really seffled in brilliantly and doirg very well in her
education and making lots of friends, To remove her at this stage would be totally unethical and extremely disruptive to
her._ JEEEEMEE is a a timid girl in nature and since being at this school she has really blossomed and has z lovely
rapport with the teachers which is important and uprooting her now could really hava a detrimental impact on her. |
understand that changes have to be made however, if we had known this oversubscription criteria was geoing 1o be
implemented we would not have proceeded to apply for NN fo attend TN back when we were
leoking round schoals for her. To make this a fair change | think the previous oversubscription arrangements should
be applied 1o the siblings of those children that have started school within the last 2 years, why should children suffer
and their education be disrupted over something that can be easily rectified.

Our daughter already goes to the school and me an my wife {wha is a school teacher at a different school) both wark 10/4/2016 2:33 PM
full time so cannot drop off at 2 different schools! Comman sense must prevail !

Allow out of catehment with siblings to attend to help families 10:'412016 2: 21 PM

Sibling priority is extremely important to our family as it would be impossible to have multiple children spread over fOI4I2016 1: 34 PM
large geographic areas and to physically able to get them ta and from school and let them embark on exira activities
etc
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Parents should not have to separate their children into different schools. Maybe you start off in catchment but then 104472016 12:45 PM
have to move, parents cannot physically be in fwo places at one time. Why should you choose whose sports day or

schoot play you will see if these things clash between differant school. Children will be devastaled they can't be in

school together this is just ﬂpplng famﬂles apart d|sgushng families need to be together

266

| feel that sibling shouid be at the same schoal, if not thIs can cause a health and safety issue. (who do i prck up who 10/4/2016 12:36 PM
do | leave! this is not bast practice). Also if a child has been accepted inta that schools nursery and has a sibling at hat
schoeol, surery this child should be grven pnonty aver someone else outs1de the catchment area

267

More places requ:red at pupular schools to avcud lhe 5|bI|ngs v catchment debate which is diffi cult for all. 10.'4{2016 12:36 PM

288

269

270

Trying to get siblings to different schocls would be very difficult one would always have to be late then how do you 10.'4!201 612:20 PM
collect siblings from different school at the end of school who do you leave in the playground while you collect and

travel from the other school This just doesn't work for infant and primary schoels children they are not old enough to

gel themselves to school and home

' Allowances need to ba made at accommodate snblmgs at tha same school. M is very dlfﬂcult to arrange to take 10/472016 12:13 PM

: ch||dren fo different suhools and |mpacts on the emotional wellbeing of the chﬂdren too.

| belrave it would be an unfa:r burden on many parents to expect them to take chlldren to two d|fferent schools at the 10/4/2016 11:56 AM
same time and to pick children up at the same time from differsnt locations. This is an impossible situation for many
parents whrch can be avoided easlly if they are gwen pnonty aver chrldren wilh no mbhngs out of catchment area.

2n

i understand the opinion lhal chlldren within catchrnent should have a pnonty over children out of catchment. 10/4/2016 11:53 AM
However, considering all out of catchment children, for most children with an older sibling already at a schoal,
wherever it is, they are often already familiar with that schaol, usually being part of the pickup/drap off routine, as well
as attending the school for other purposes. They are already building relationships with the staff there, as the older
sibling's teachers will become aware of their pupils siblings, make a fuss of them and so on. To then not give them any
sort of priority to Join the school they already have an attachment to can be very damaging for that young child before
they even step foot in a scheol they have baen refecled, can not go to the same school as the older sibling, and don't
understand why. in my own case, my 3 year old daughter is already well known by school staff at my 6 year old's
school, has bulkd great refationships, and is already looking forward to starting at the school, she tries ta stay there
now we she drops her brother off. The thought of her being rejected for a place at the school is frankly, very
concerning. The fact that we are out of catchment for this sehool should not matter now we are already part of this
school's culture and ethos. | am not suggesting the children out of catchment with siblings should be priority number
ane, however | don't see how not giving the advantage to these children over children that as yet have no attachment
to & schooi that they are also out of the catchmani for makes any sense. It would bring great strain to the family to get
my daughter out of the idea of attending her brothers school, and get her motivated to attend another school instead.
This is before you have considered the practicality of having twa children at different schools. From a parents point of
view it would prove exceedingly difficult to move betwesn two different schocls in time for the start of the scheol day,
not to mention juggling fwo different school calendars. | do think that the decision makers should review to put in
batween the current criterias 2 & 3 (applied to A: Standard Reception Criteria) that children cutside of catchment with
siblings at the schoot already should have priority over children out of catchment with no siblings already at the
school.

272

Sibling pr]omy is wtally important. It is important to the children, their parents and the weli-belng of the school 10/4/2016 11:41 AM
community as a whole.

273

1. The quality of education is very important. Parents choose the first schcol hecause of this, Therefore subsequent 10/4/2016 11:34 AM
siblings should follow their older brothers or sisters. 2. There is remendous pressure on parents if siblings are at
different schools. There is no chance someone can get 2,3, 4 ar more children to different schools at the same time. In
any case a car weuld bs needed and some parents do not have a car. Even with a car this would not be effective ie.

all schools more or less start at the same time so how can parents get their children to school on time. Also, the

carbon footprint needs to be taken into consideration with parents driving here there and everywhere to get their

children to school. 3. The tremendous pressure of getting children to different scheols would efiect the working lives of
parents who usually start work at the same time as schools! It is easier for employment if all siblings go lo the same
school. The stress is usually on mothers who may also work. In some cases it may mean loss of a valuable warker if a
parent has to give up work fo ferry children about. It Is not only getting to schoot but collecting at the end of the school
day. 4.Think to when a change of schools is forced upon families. This happans in any case between junior and senior
schools. This change could be a nightmare If all families have siblings at different schools and different senior schools. ,
Having siblings at the same schoo! would usually mean them all attending the same senior scheol. 5. There is a

massiva cost involved to families in time and petrol if this decision not to give preference to siblings is continued
especially if someone has to give up their job,

274

As a result of not getting out closest school to home-‘for our daughler she now goes to— 5 10/4/2016 11:04 AM
however her sibling esme with new rules is unlikely fo get into either causing distress !

275

Expecting parents who already have a child at one schoal to take another child / children to another school is . 10/4/2016 10:28 AM
[udicrous, unfair and unreasonable. Siblngs showld have a right to be educated at the same establishment. '
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I have seen first hand how this has caused a friend to have to travel 60 miles a day to get to two good schoals for her X 10/4/2016 9:55 AM
children. | am also in the process of moving house which could mean my fourth child would be outside catchment for
the schaol that my other three children attend, The year he starts, my daughter will start secondary school. Without
the sibling priority, this could mean having to drop off and collect from three schools! This would simply be impessible |
and whomever decided this would be a good idea clearly mustn't have children or the ability to see how this would 1
impact larger familiss. i

It's making life very difficult for families with a child in a school out of catchment with out there sibling daily lifes are 1 10/4/2016 9:49 AM
becoming fonger more dangerous journeys, haliday dates unsimilar, resulting in parwnys being on less income dus to
changed hours at work financial worse off...!

I would like tu know if Nottmghamshlre County Council erI take responsrblllty for whrchever of my grandchildren will be 10/4/2016 9:46 AM

left on the school premises when waiting for the other grandchild to be collected from anather schoal? This situation
wili mean many children will be at risk before and after school. A very worrying siuation for parents to bs in through
NG FAULT OF THEIR OWNI Surely every parents nlghtmare commg true and a paedophrles dream!

Siblings should be auendmg lhe same schools, thrs would mean less fraffic on our already congested roads, also - 10/4/2016 9:24 AM
more comforlable fur the younger 5|b|1ng

Ifa chrld is already ata school but srhlrngs have togoto other schools itis hard fur famllles to do school runs, " 10/4/2016 8:31 AM
espemally when both parents are workrng ;

Local kids shou[d go to local schools and receive pnonty to do so, however the criteria schoals design for themsehses 10/4/2016 8:13 AM
fo decide what is and is not a "local kid" seems grossly unfair. My grandsen’s school decided driving distance is the

criteria and because of a "no right turn” sign he was out of the catchment area even though the walking distance is just

a couple of hundred yards. The driving distance is over two miles. Fortunately in my grandson's case we appealed and

as there are medical grounds we were successful in getting him into a school his father, mother and aunties attended

as children, a school not only close to where he lives but also close ta where his closest secondary carars

(grandparents) live. Clearly in cases of aver subscription there should be a selection process and in most casas the

sihlings {out of catchment) of accepled pupils should have priotity over kids that are perhaps on the edge of the

catchment area or those kids that have recently moved into the area. The kids and the logistics of the family life they

belong to should take prronty over school polrcres

I do not beheve that out of eatchmenl children should get pnonly aver in catchmeni chrldren Thls leads to ridiculous ' 10/4/2016 7:45 AM
situations whereby local children can't attend local schools. If you move out of catchment then you will need to
consider this issue befora you move. If will also stop people renting in catchment to get a place and then sending ali

other siblings to the same school

Siblings not at the same school could lead to young vulnerable children walking to and from School alone. : 10/4/2016 7:02 AM

Parental chmce is lmponant wherever they Iwe . 10/4/2016 6:56 AM

| am in the lmpossmle posmnn of hawng 2 chrldren at2 drﬂerent schools Its extramely hard on all of us nol to mention | 10/4/2016 6:51 AM
upsetting and trying. It has torn out family apart and we are having to live with it every day. We had no idea the criteria

had changed when we made the application and completed the sibling section, which was still on the application form,

in all good faith. We never imagined that our 4 year old would not get a place at the same school as her sister, where

she was already attending nursery and which is also our closest school.

| understand why the criteria was changed but | don't agree with the way it was done. k should have been phased in © 10/4/2016 6:43 AM
over time, with children with siblings already in school still having pricrity, but children without siblings should be -
warned that, within a few years, the criteria will change.

When making a decicision about places to be given to out of catchment area children it is obvious to me that any child - 10/4/2016 6:10 AM
who has a sibling at the school should be given preference due to the emotional repercussions that may be caused.
Also it can cause problems in getting the children to and from different schools. Children will always be left waiting
whlle other srbhngs are picked up. How does a parent declde whlch chrld ta prck up first?

| already take my son to a school 2. 5 mrles from our house as our Iocal schools were 50 oversubscnbed hewas going ' 10/4/2016 5:05 AM
down the waiting list not up. If when his brother has to apply in 2017 for a 2018 start he doesnt getinitwill be a

logistical nightmare trying to get them both to school on time. | know changing the criteria wouldn't guarantee him a

place but it would glve hlm & betler chance

parerits will really struggle if they have chrldren going to separate schools and in many cases it just will not work due Y 10/4/2016 4:01 AM

to drop off and collection times being the same at bath schools in different areas so the older child would have to
change schools lo go to wherever is available for the younger sibling if indeed a space could be found for both
children in the same school, this would be a majar upheaval for the older child leaving their friends and the school they
are settled in to start again in a new school. | firmly believe that if an out of catchment child is in a school then their
siblings should be given priority to go to the same school.
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290 ; Is ludicrous expecting working parents to take their children to separate schools when they could be at the same one. 10/4/2016 2:57 AM
i Surely this doesn't need to be explamed?

291 : | have moved out cf area for personal reasons but have since had another child. | would need 1o move house now for
them to attend the same school othenmse |t‘s rmposslble to get them to school and l'd be unable to return to work

292 Stabllity in educatior is Important for any chlld Families instinctively want to keep the|r chlldren together. Onoe a ﬁrst 10/3/2016 11:37 PM
bom is at a school the school becomes part of the family life. No matter where they live siblings shoukd be given a
pricrity for 8 number of reasens. 1/Families often seek o move to accommodate their family as they have more
children. It is not fair to restrict these families to remain in the catchment area to ensure younger children can attend
the same school. 2/Nearly half of marriages end in divorce. What about the siblings of those families who have to
move out of a catchment area as the result. Family break up is hard enough on children. Not attending the same
school or removing the eldest from their friends will hurt them further. 3/Parants in rented accommodation do not have
security of tenure, They have little control of being able to remain in catchment area. it is not fair to prevent these
parents from having a realistic expectation of their children attending the same school. Not having out cafchment
sibling priority is soctally unfair as poorer families are more likely to rent, 4/Not having priority for siblings Is already
causing significant practical and financial difficulties for families forced to get children to differant schools at a similar
times. Some are moving into the catchment area and some have moved their elder child to the younger child's scheol,
just to keep their children together. 5/Having children at different primary schools reduces the sense of community at a
school and reduces the amount of time parents are able to devote to supporting the:r children at dlfferenl school

10/4/2016 12:03 AM

293 ' It‘s unbalievable ﬂ1atﬂ1e council would consider |t a good idea to split up siblings or Ieave parents to decide how to be
i intwo places ex at the same time. Or would they prefer to unsettle children and making the parents decide to pull the.
‘ Flrst child oul of the:r school away from the|r peer group bacause Ihey had no other choles. F!Idlt:ulousr

10/3/2016 11:36 PM

294 , Thls will prajudlce famlhes living Wlthln catchmem area.

295 * Iwentto school with my siblings

296 Schools within the borough of NSNS, particularly MENEEEIENE have issues with oversubscription. | have seen 10/3/2016 10:59 PM
families deliberately rent within the catchment area at the time of application and then move ot of the area.The new

‘out of catchment' sibling rule will then give the parent that has moved out of the area an advantage and prejudice

other children already living in the catchmant area with or without a sibling. This is unfair for families permanently

staying in the catchment area for a long term basis and part of the community. Also, allowing "out of catchment’ will

' contribule te more vehiclas and further traffic around the school which is a danger to children and causes problems for

the residenis.

Separation of sublmgs can bnng on additional anx|ety to what can already be an anxious tlme for chuldren There is also 10/3/2016 10:36 PM
Increased stress for the parents not only having to ensure the safety of children going fo different schools but having to
* deal with the increased anxisty in there children.

10/3/2016 11:28 PM

10/3/2016 11:23 PM

297

208 As a working parent my grandmother is my childcare, looking after the children at my house. Our catchment school is 10/3/2016 10:35 PM
a 25 min walk away. The school my 5 year old daughter attends is a 5 min walk away! My son is due to start in Sept

2018. There would be no way my gran could walk 25 mins fo one school and get my daughter to the school 5 mins

away. it makes no sense that our catchment school is such a trek away when there's one just around the corner. Also

if my son ended up in a different school, my daughter is already setled and happy at her school. To uproat her would

be detrimental fo her education. My oldest son also attended the pnmary that is 5 mins away.

By giving places fo children out of calchmem without a sibling at the school OVER chlldren out of catchment WITH a 2016 10:28 PM
sibling, you are compromising: family unity; the opporiunity for the older child to support the younger child in settling in;

ability to get to school on time {if having to get siblings to more than 1 school); child safaty if 1 child has to travel to

schoot by his/harself perhaps younger than s/he really should so that the younger sibling can be accompanied to

school; consistency in education; knowfedge of and paricipation in school life (e.g. supporting the school, PTA,

reading suppot, fundraising, attending extracurricular events if these actlvities are doubled or even tripled by having

siblings unnecessarily at more than 1 school); mental health of parents/carers and of children by being

seperated/missing the start/end of the school dayfrushing. To name a few.

299

Nat only fs it logistically a problem for parents to get their children to two different schools on time it also is not right ! 10/3/2016 10:11 PM
that siblings are not with each other to support each other through their school experiences,

300

| have 3 children and had to move out of catchment as our landlady sold our house | do not think it's fair my daughter 10/3/2016 9:54 PM
and other son should suffer by not being able to attend same schocl as their brother because of this also | do all
! school runs as my pariner is disabled but [ work 50 hrs a week and do not have time to fit In two or even three

301

different school runs

302 How can a parent get two primary school age children to two different scheols with the same or similar start fimes. I 107372016 9:53 PM
; Clearly siblings should be able 1o attend the same school if possnble
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Siblings ending up at different schools due to current criteria is very problematic. Impossible to manage drop off and 10/3/2016 2:39 PM
pick up at 2 schools, damaging to overall wallbeing and not good practice for families requiring support, ehafs or who X
may have safeguardmg congcems. !

Slbhngs should be in the same school regardless of whether lhey Iwe in the catchment area. [tis extremely d|fﬁcurt Iur : 10!3!2016 9:38 PM
parents o get siblings 1o different schools and almost impossible for them to be on time.

Itis imperative that siblings can attend the same school together. it causes distress to siblings not understanding why  : 10/3/2016 9:38 PM
they cannot attend the same school. Being a family of two working parents who travel some distance to get to work i
and we already rely on grandparents to help with school run and it's not possible to get to two schocls at the same

time. This causes stress within the family and myself considering giving up my job | worked hard at university for 4

years and 2years post degree to be professionally qualified and to have a career...this shows my children you cannot

be a working mother and that it seems to discriminate those who work, The issues it creates gees against the whole
purpose of education and working hard at school to achieve the best you can if its all taken away by the

stressidifficuliies of having to get children to different schools. There are educational benefits from children being in

the same schoel...including happy children, a happy family. Issues over ane of the schools having breakfast/after

school clubs and the other not. | believe it is morally wrong for children not to have the opportunity o attend the same
school. The criterion must be changed to save families. i

if a child has a sibling at a school, catchment or not, it's a no brainer to have them at the same school. 2 different ' 10/3/2016 9:37 PM
schools means two school runs and a parent can't be in two places at once that's before you consider the emational :
stress of the Chl|d ridicufous idea to have 5|bl|ngs separated just because uf catchmen!

l oompletely dlsagree that itis fair to give in catchmem siblings a pnunty but not out of catchment mblmgs Why give 10/3/2016 9:36 PM
any siblings a priority if the “fairest' thing fo do s priaritise those closest to fhe school? Having children in different
schoals is an,anorexia hardship for parents and children.

My 3 yr old who will be appiying for his place this year wil potentially not get his place at the primary school that his T10/3/2046 9:26 PM
older brother attends in year1. We loved to this area after the application process and were allocated a place at my :

older bays primary which Is the closet school to us as the crow flies but not our catchment school, So we will be in a

situation which we had no control over in the first place as having two boys in two different schools as the priority of

out of catchment with a sibling has been removed. No other family should be made to feel as anxious and distressed

as we are before we've even applied for our place!

Families cannot time travel, and it is always greener to undergo a commute io one place of education only if possible. 10/3/2016 9:16 PM
It also reduces stress on the household and grants parents nacessary time to focus on thelr children and engage with

their lives inslead of hotfooting it on to the next destination. New, more local families might miss out on their nearest !

school, yes, but they will also be guaranteed the chance to keep their offspring together, so it's swings and I
roundabouts (T hey are also nol 100% certain to stay in ca nlchment for 7 years Wearea rmgratnry specnes by nature.)

1
i

Chlldren inside and oumlde of the catchment area with siblings in a school should have pnonty to ensure they go to - 10/3/12016 9:08 PM
the same school as their siblings.

Come 2018/18 my youngest child will be starting school and as things stand she will go to a different school to my 10/3/2016 9:09 PM
aldest. The school my eldest child goes to is not our catchment schoal yet is closer than the one that is. | do not see '

why siblings outside of the catchment area are not prioritized over those outside of the catchment area, especially

when the given school is probably as close, the parent wouldn't have to rush araund losing quality time with 1 or more

children.

Where a child attending the school has a sibling wishing to attend, whether in or outside the catchment area, priority 10/3/2016 9:05 PM
should be given to these siblings. When places were allocated there was an awareness that siblings existed who
would request sitendance at a later date. The reverse would cause too much pain 1o children, immoral and abusive.

Famiiies will be able to gst their chikiren to school on time and children can share the same experiences as their 10/3/2016 9:01 PM
siblings by going to the same school, It will reduce families claiming from the government for additional help towards
child costs due to parents struggling to take a child to school or pick up on time.

My daughter goes to an out of catchment schoel aa when | am working it's childcare that | struggle with and could only 10/3/2016 8:57 PM
get child care at that school, | now have a 20 week old baby who ane day will hopefully attend the same school. If she

can't get in then it will be fiterally impossible for me to get her to schaol, alsc [ want my girls to go to school together to

support each other and keep their close bond

It's important for siblings, especially, to go the same school, The current situation, whereby siblings can be assigned 10/3/2016 8:54 PM
places in different schools, Is simply ridiculous.

Children of the same family should be kept together at the same school. It benefitted me greatly by having my sisters | 10/3/2016 8:54 PM
at the same school

Siblings should have priotity due to the vital issues of safety, access and parental guidance. 10/3/2016 8:53 PM
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Getting two siblings to two different schoois on time is a difficult if not impossible task. Pupils will end up late to schoal 104312016 8:51 PM
resulting in late marks and unsetled students. The carbon foot print of the parents getting the students to school will
increase as a car will be needed - impossible if a parent does not have a car. The only iogical thing is to keep siblings

in the same school.

318

I cannot understand why an out of catchment child wnth no I|nks fo a school should be offered a plaoe over a chrld with 10/3/20116 8:50 PM
a sibling. Drop offs at multiple schools will lead to children arriving at school late. The current criteria does not make

319

sensa.

320 The removal of the out of catchment sibling criteria has caused huge problems for our family. As both parents work, 10/3/2016 8:50 PM

we chose an out of catchment school due to it being close to our childcare (less than 5 minutes walk). We are now

placed in an impossible situation; having 2 children at.2 different schoals. This consultation is too little too late for us,
but we ars speaking against this change now in the hope thal other famifies will not have to suffer like our daughters
have. Shame on yau Notts CC for not consultlng mare effectlvely for 2017 arrangements

321 ' Siblings staymg together at school is important. For both parents and ch||dren allke This shouldn‘t even be an issue, 10/3/2015 8:49 PM

322 ! f have 2 t:hlldren ata school that is now out of catchment due to us moving. | du not want to move them to the closer 10/3/2016 8:47 PM
schaol.due to them being settled and having friends. When my youngest starts school if she is unable to attend the
same school as her mblmgs iwon't be able fobe at 2 sr:hools at the same time as they are 5 mlles apart

| live out of catchment but it is my nearest school. | dld not ask for thls schooi as all others were full for both of my 10/3/2016 8:46 PM
children, | had to wait a year to move my children's school when we moved house. This is not good enough. | could
not get 2 children to 2 different schoals for the same time.

323

324 ! Parents having to get children to separate schools face an |mposslble task Alsp, no passlng unlforms duwn 10/3/2016 8:42 PM

325 It is important for siblings to attend tha same school as it is hard enough for parents to coordinate wrth one school a!l + 1043/2016 8:41 PM
g the drfferenl days ofr etc let alone with 2

I have three grandsons ot schoo] age and for them not to be at the same school would make the schoot run mpossable 10/3/2016 8:40 PM
for my daughter

327 Slbllng prlorlty is of upmnst |mportanoe Mame due to tha Iogtstlcs |nvolved and well-berng of the sibllngs mvotved : 10/3/2016 8:40 FM

328 : Yes as famllles who already have thair first chrld ina school but are out of catchment would be unduly penallsed by 10/3/2016 8:39 PM
. this new change In criteria. To be able 1o drop two children in a difficult location daily would prove imposstble for the
" majority of families, thus meaning that one or both children would need to be moved schoaol. This would have
* signlficant detrimental impact on the child who has already established a friendship group and educational standards
in a school. | also think this would add unnecessary stress on a family and the siblings who were to be separated, For
my particularly circumstances, my husband works away in the forces and | have the sole rasponsibility to do the
school run and work full ime. My daughter was recently given a place in a school that is out of catchment. When my
son starts school, if he were to be placed in a different school then this would make it impossible to sustain my career
due to the time it would require to drive my children to two diffirent focations each day. Net to mention it would break
my daughters heart to not be abel to see her baby brother at schodl every day as this is a part of her childhood journey
. she is dasperately looking forward to sharing with her sibling. She has only been at school 4 weeks and already says '
¢ Mummy I canot wait to shovw il around and introduce him to everyone and If he gets scared | will show him how to
! be brave like | have. This joumney is intergral to her self identity and role as big sister. To have this possible taken away
i from her due to this new ruling would be desply distressing for us all. | would like to appeal to the NCC to reconsider
I their positian on this and reinstate the oversubscription eriteria meaning out of catchment siblings have a better chance
at being placed together at school. To not do so is ignbring the rights of familles and the basic British values of
community living and ‘being together'. Separation is another form of segregation and | do not currently see what
benefts it has for the system as a whole.

329 I Sibling priotity is paramount to decent family values

10/3/2016 8:34 PM

Sick twisted uncaring posh nonces whao don't allow family members te attend due the same school thus changing their 10/3/2016 8:26 PM
educations meaning one has an advanlage on the other. Do you educational research before deciding things.

330

e e

331 1 Sibling priority is very important to me, because without it 1 will potentially have my two children at different schools. I 10/3/2016 8:26 PM
chose Bracken Lane primary schoof as my first choice schoof because it is a very goed scheol. My son currently goes

to that school and now we live out of catchment | know have a 2-3 year worrying wait, until my youngest starts school,

not knowing if my children will get to enjoy some of their school years together, at the same school. It's heartbreaking

to think about this, It will also cost me even mone money for additional childcare too, and | pay enough nowt |

genuinely don't understand the logic in laking the sibling priority away.

332 Ta have one sibling accepted into the school, then due to separation, a move out of catchment is necessary, it is i 10/3/2016 8:25 PM
whally unacceptable that the second sibling not to be offared a place at the same school. How fs any single parent to
be expected to get 2 children to school an time if they were to attend 2 different schaols? This is a constant source of
worry and will be far the next 2 years, which on top of everything else, should nat be necessary and is unfair.
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333 | agree that children living closer to a school, regardless of siblings should be given pnonty Too many parents get ane 10/3/2016 8:20 PM
child into a school then move miles away expecting cther children to gat in the same school. If all families did this
there would be no sense of locality at all and first born children living near a school would not stand a fair chance,

334 Catchment area must retain priority for school placement 1 10/3/2016 8:16 PM

335 | think it was a very bad idea te change out of catchment sibling priority especially without proper consultation. it is - 10/3/2016 8:16 PM
simply not fair that a lot of families have now been forced to struggle trying to get their chitdren fo different schools
evary day. | do not feel it was necessary to make this change but if it was to be made this sort of change should have
besn made by glvmg the affecled parents plenty of notice to make alternative arrangements.

336 Il is unfanr as at the pomt of entry of our eldest Chlld 2 years ago in response o us raising our concems abom . 10/3/2016 8:13 PM
struggfing to get siblings In we were reassured that siblings get priority. Had we have known that there was any :
chance of the council changing the admission criteria we would have never have chosen the school. We feel really let
down by the oounly counml !

337 It seems crazy to except very smal! chlldren to go to a different school to thelr smlmgs Not only isit oompletely . 10/3/2016 8:12 PM
|mpract|cal you run ihe risk of having to move the older, settied chlld."ren to a different school

338 The removal of ouf of catchment siblings from the 201817 admlssu:ms cntena has had a far reaching and negatlve i 10/3/2016 8:12 PM
impact an my family. My wife is now doing 56 miles a day, 5 days a week to get our children to their separate schoals.
Irrespective of the financial impact and general detriment to the vehicle she runs, the fact they have to regularly arrive
late and take one child out early can not be sustainable or practical, nor educationaily beneficial. As Winter
approaches the situation really concemns me. Small rural schools, which we prefer for our children, rely heavily an out
of catchment children, so to penalise our children (my son 7 and his 4 year old brather} is in the long term potentially
geing to impact on these very schools. | believe fairness for siblings is paramount for their general well-being and
developmant as well as ensuring the family unit remains as one (which is what the govemment promote). Strongly
hope that a return to allowing out of catchment children to be with their sibfing is relnstated for the good of families,
cammunities, the schools and education as a whaole.

338 I'have a child in year 2 of an out of catchment school. | am about to go through the application process for my 2nd 10/3/2016 8:02 PM
child to start reception next year. Obviously | wish to have them in the same school. And | am understandably worried
that last year's criteria change will make that impossible. At the time, [ placed my son in his school as it is the most
convenient to get to fram our house, as well as it being the catchment school for the rest of pur parish, despite it not
being our house's catchment school, Based on the criteria at the time, | was happy that while she was never '
guaranteed a place, my Daughter {2nd child} would have a better chance than a first born in our village to attend my
son's schonl; o that | wouldn't be in a nightmare position of attempting to get two kids to two separate schools which
are at least a 15 minule drive apart, for the same drop off time. Or worse having to pull my son out of a school where
he is settled, and find any school that will be able to accept him into year 3 and my daughter into reception. It wouldn't
be so bad but the new criteria for accepting out of catchment children is flawed, We live approx 3 miles from our
school. But we live next to the only exit road fram our village to school. Nearly all the other houses in our village are
closer to school ‘as the crow flies' but all would have to double back on themselves to drive past my house fo get to
our school. So the criteria would be more sensibly set for Sibling priority, and then distance fraveled from home. But ;
no family should have to take their children to separate schoals, facing constant tardiness, if there would have
o!herwuse been a placa for them had the 5|bI|ng prlanty stlll beenin place

340 Many famllles are struggling to be in two places at once, 1ak|ng and picking up siblings, The obvicus solution if for 10/3/2016 8:02 PM
them to be in same school regardless of where they live. Some families choose out of catchment to fit in with their
werk.

341 l have manu reasons as to whllsi chlldren wllh mblmgs IWlng out of catchment should have priority - nal:hlng to dowith ! 10!3[2016 8:00 PM
ease for parents or childcare but because the well being of the child and stanility is most important :

342 Out of catchment sibling link is important. First/anly children aut if catchment been allogated another catchmentiout of 10/3/2016 7:54 PM
catchment school does not cause so many family/money/mental health/time keeping/ job loss/ extra pollution from cars
issues

343 If a child is allocated an out of catchment school there is currently no guarantes that subsequent siblings will be 10/3/2016 7:37 PM
allocated a place at the same school. This is a logfstical nightmare for parents; it will impact on attendance &
punctuality for schools, potentially causing Nottinghamshire's ratings with other LAs to dwindle. Other authorities have
tried this method of place planning & allocation for.it to be revoked.

344 } believe that there should be sibling priority for spare schoot places. Sibling preference should be reinstated 10/3/2016 7:34 PM

lmmedlately
345 sibling prlorlty is mnportant to me so my chlldren can attend the same school belng in2 places al once is impossible © 10/3{2016 7:30 PM

and unfair on the children {o be rushing about
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As a family with a child allocated by the county councll a schoal place out of catchment area which we had no cheice
about should we have another child the chances are this child will be given a catchment area school as they will not
qualify as an out of catchment area sibling as a priority. This is ridiculous as the county council allocated the older
l sibhng an out of catchment school All siblings in or out of catchment area should be a prronty

346

Relnsiate the sibling out of catchment rule!

347

Fair to what , what Is the bench mark Fair ihal my son missed out by 4 houses to a child who had no brothers and
sisters , so would not matter if my son got the space with hig sisters And other child went to school in opersite
direction 1 Instead wanted my twin girls to be 45 minutes late each day. But that's no practical. So my son is not in
education. Boundary lines change all time depending of peeple moving areas and births. So my twins got in and 3
years later my son can't. Mrssed out by 4 houses It's crazy

Because family is of the upmost and if I‘m choosmg a school for one of my chlldren then why would | choose a

i different one for the other...we would want them to be together. Would you go and stay in a different apariment to your
l childran if you went on holiday.. why would you separate them? The bond between siblings and families is far too
i

349 i

i important.

350 i Paople move out of catchment areas for varlous reasons sa could end up wnth 2 chlldren at separﬂte schools if this
l happened parl way through a child's aducation. It‘s |mportam to keep famllles together

351 , No, because in most cases the 3|bllng is in that school for a reason and it is su'nply nat feasible for the majority of
; families to cope with having two children in different schoals - which could result in disruption to the elder if forced to
¢ move school from the enviranment in which they feel sefe and secure.

352 Beoause my closast school and our catchment school are uver-eubscnbad we have 1o take our daughter to another
school which is much further away. We'll be going through the same stess In 2 yeers time when we want our son fo
attend the same schaal, especially knowing there are 2 very large housing developments nearby underway. This is
not fair, we deserve some certainty having already been drsadvantaged in ihe first place

353 1 twould be important to me bacause due fo crrcumstances beyond their control my grandchlldren no longer live in the
! catchment area for their schoof but by continuing ta attend there their education has been kept stable. Unfortunately
" their youngest sibling has been denied a place and the whole family is under severe siress caused by this. If an out of
catchment first born child has got a place | hope they are aware that their younger siblings may be given a different
school.

354 { Why should a child moving inta an area be placed above a child going to a nursery school having to be on a waiting list
: with their snbllng atlendmg the same sohool already _

355 1 The fact my children now attend schuols B mtles apart is absolutely r]dlculous Re |nstate the su)hngs out of catchment
" rule nowl My family have been tom apart over this totally unadvertised change to remove the out of catchment priority

in the first place!

i Once a child is at school whethar fram in or out the catchment areal belreve it should bea pr|or|ty that call srblmgs
i are given places in that school. How are parents { particularly working parents) supposed te get their children to more
i than one school every day.

356

| think it is very unfair and detrimental for 5|bllngs to be split up, both from thelr welfare point of view, and because it so
d|sadvantages the parents, from the log|st|cs point of view, different inset days, times of ﬁmshmg the sohool day etc

It's unfalr to expect a mother to deliver two or more children to d|ffereni Iocatrons when start tlmes are the same. At
least One child is always going to be given a late mark against their name .

1t is really important that both of my children go to the same school. It would be |mp055|ble for me fo get 2 chlldren to
different schools in time. | am a shift worker as is my husband so we never get to take the children to or from school

359

togethar as one of us is always at work,

| think the county Council has failed in its duty of carg lowards famllles wrth srbllngs the present system is so unfair to
the younger sibling and puts the parents in a impossible position of having children on two sites, primarily the planning
has failed to provide accommadatian for the number of children needing a place when a rising number of children was

clearly predicted.

360 !

You can not expect families to split children up for sohoohng, itis an impossubie task for parents and a cruel thmg to do
to siblings. ! just don't know what we would do if this happens to us, which is quite likely as my daughter will be going
in Sept 2017 and we WERE NOT given the opportunity to oppose the initial change which was very unfair and
underhand,

361

Yes most definitely. Bring back in the priority to our if catchment children with siblings in school. How can parents get
twao primary aged children o two different schools on time every day?

362
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Children's happiness should come first. | believe that their happiness and their leaming ability would be greatly : 10/3/2016 4:55 PM
enhanced if they were at school with their brothers and sisters. Let commen sense prevail. ;

+

This will effect me & my family hugely. How can cne parent physically take 2 children to 2 different schools, never . 10/3/2016 4:53 PM
mind the upset it would cause telling your youngest they could net go fo the school they have been visiting failing and
thinking they were going to for the past 3 years. Absolutely ridicuious idea.

ltis not only unfair but impractical and hamiul fo children's education {because of late starts for exampie ) if sibiings X 10/3/2016 4:30 PM
cannot attend the same school. If an out of catchment child already has a sibling at a particular school they should be
given priority over othar out of catchment children irrespective of distance.

It is just as important for out of catchment siblings to attend the same school both for the children’s and the parents 10/3/2016 4:27 PM
sake. The change that the council sneaked through before has caused untold upset and womry, a reinstatement of the
previous criteria is the only way forward.

My litle girl as had to stay at nursery as she couldn't get in to the school that all of her brother and sisters have gone to . 10/3/2016 4:18 PM

she as autism so she's missing out on vital schooling ;

" The priority for out of catchment children WITH SIBLINGS already at school NEEDS to be reinslated. ' 103/2018 4:03 PM

As long as priority is still given to thase children who have siblings in the preferred school i 101312018 4:02 PM

At one point the family would have been closer to the school, having a 1,2,3 years tc. In betwsen children/applications = 10/3/2016 3:50 PM
where more houses may have been built should not put a family at a disadvantage compared fo the upheaval of a

family having to go to twe, thwes, four different schools to collect or drop off. If sibling priority is applied to the

catchment area, why should those out of catchment area be freated differently, surely that is the where the true

unfairness is.

Friodity needs to be given to out of catchment children with siblings above out of catchment with no siblings. | was : 10/3/2016 3:39 PM
given my second chaice school for my lite girl who started this Seplember this is out of catchment | am very worried

that my litlle boy will not get into the same schaol and that this will have a serious impact on our family.

If there is a sibling at a school cut of catchment then priority should be given 10/3/2016 3:27 PM

1 think it is important and a priority for siblings out of catchment to be able to attend the same school for the sake of ©10/3/20116 3:27 PM
the children's wellbeing and the parents mental health

This personally affects me. | was issued my eldest's school choice a few years ago as my choices were aver- 10/3/2016 3:11 PM
subseribed. He has since settled and is naw in yr2 and doing well, his younger brother started the local playgroup at

the same time with the intention of going to the same school s the rules at the time included the sibling pricrity as we

are only a mile away - but it appears he is now back of the queue again and may get another school option entirely g

come September 2017. | have considered moving into the catchment but rentals are few and far between and buying

is still & good year away financially for us. | find it incredibly upsetiing that my son's could get separated and very

unfair as another family slightly closer and out of catchment with no current commitments with the school would get

priosity only on grounds on a few metres difference in distance

The oversubscription criteria is not just unfair it is discriminatory and those with disabilities, BME groups and children 10/3/2016 3:05 PM
from low income families will be disproportionately effected. The critaria is based on an overly simplistic assessment,
namely distance from "local school® and plainly disregards a whole raft of educational research, economic and social
variables. Siblings perform better when attending the same schoal enviranment, children with disabilities, learning
difficulties and other special educational needs perform better and benefit from a more settled environment when
siblings are present and those from BME groups, who tend to have larger families, are mare likely fo be excluded
under these criteria. Additionally the criteria seem contrary to the CC’s commitment to tackie child paverty, in that the
changes place considerable financial strain on low income families who are already operating on a financial knife age -
e.g. increased travel costs, possible loss of earnings and increased uniform costs.The critesia puts a strain on
employers too, many of whom are having to allow employees extra time to complete lengthy school runs, and there
are even instances where parents are having to give up work. In short the criteria is short-sighted, lacks any
substantive and sufficient justification and is deeply unifair to the point of being discriminatory.

I see it as only fair that if one child is offered a place at a school then other chitdren in the family should also be given 10/3/2016 3:04 PM
a place as a priority. The autherity cleary thinks that siblings should be prioriised as evidenced by the fact thal they

give priofity ta siblings of those in catchment. Any family that ends up having to send their children to different schools

are putin a very difficult situation. They will have difficulty dropping off and cellecting at the correct time {(many

schools start and finish at the same time). The possibilty of moving the older child may not exist {no space in the

school) and is an unnecessary disruption to a child both educationally and in terms of their friendships. Many areas

consider siblings before catchment in appreciation of the difficulties it causes for families whos children are denied a

place at the same school.
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v The younger child will be famifiar with the school from meeting older siblings and will be reassured by the presence of 10/3/2016 2:57 PM

them when they begin schoal. It is extremely disruptive for the family ta cope with two (or more) young children
attending different schools when they are too young to walk to scheal unsupervised. Inevitably, one child will regularly
arrive late or be collected late if the schools have the same start or finish times which is likely. This can be very
distressing for the child and Is distuptive to the routine of the school affecting teachers and other pupils. Suppart for

, two different schools adds to the burden for parents when they want to attend such occasions as sports day, carols or

i fund-raising events. Scheol catchments are strangely organised anyway and distances to an out of catchment school

i can be less then that of the catchment school.

37e i Asmy 5|bl|ng grandchlldren now go to different promary schools over § mlles apart whlch causes 5omeone to have do 10/3/2016 2:55 PM
! 56 miles a day to tske and fetch them, as well as one or other of them having to use pre scheol or ajter school clubs
'
: every day
379 ; I would struggle gettlng chjldren to2 dlﬁerent schoa]s on time and 1 think it's unfair on srb]mgs to be spllt up 10/3/2016 2:36 PM
3ag f The issue isn't whether chlldren are in or out of catchment, If there is a sibling at the school, then this needs to take 10/3/2016 2:27 PM
| precedent to stop the farce of families being expected fo drop multiple children off at multiple schools at the same time
* of day.
381 ' | balleve that families should be able to place children in schools where siblings are able fo be together. It will be much 10/3/2016 2:20 PM

; better for the siblings and the families who may find it difficuit or impossible to visit separate schools for travef

; arrangemants. It is also better for schools where siblings are removed from a school lo be placed in an alternative so

{ that sibfings can be togeiher

SN TN —

382 ! As a grandparent whu takes grandson to school I would fike it to be explalned to me how I am going to be able to get 10/3/2016 2:20 PM
g bath children on time fo school and collect from school and whe at Nottinghamshire County eouncil is going to
f guarantee the safety of the grandchild who will remain on the school playground without supervision until | am able {o
collect after school?

383 ! don't think it would benefit the majority, but it would benefit a small but important minority. Priority should always be 10/3/2016 2:19 PM
to kids in catchment, The arangements for catchment {with priority for siblings in catchment} is fair and should remain
unakered. But for children out of catchment | believe it is fair to offer those with siblings already at the school priority
AFTER kids in catchment. | agree in principle with the idea that priority sheuld be on proximity 1o the school. However
| live in west bridgford where significant under provision of places within catchment for several scheols (most notably

| west bridgford infants, NENREENENNNEEER- eans many families are given mandatory offers out of catchment.

' They end up sending their klds out of catchment not out of choice but hecause the council has failed to property
provision primary school places according to the area’s demographic. For those families - who often don't live
particularly close "as the crow flies” the current system is unfair as thefr siblings may end up at different schools

' because there is no out of catchment sibling pricrity. It is entirely understandable why a family who were given a

- mandatoty out of catchment placa for their first child will apply out of catchment for their siblings. Gnce {and only

1 once) all applications within catchment have been allocated | ¢an see no goad reason not te give a sibling priority to

s

y applicants out of catchment for the remaining places.

384 : If a family Is out of catchment then it is accepted that they may not get |nto their preferred school if out of catchment. 10/3/2016 2:11 PM
Hewever, if a sibling has previously been given a place at this school by the council then it is only fair to allow the
i other siblings fo attend. Parents want to be able to full support schools Le. events / fundraising. They get to know the
: teachers, what is expected and siblings get to support each other when starfing the school. | as a parent want to attend
' all sports days / events, | gu into read weekly and | want to really integrate into the school. This is not possible if
siblings are at different schools. Moreover, having 2 schoal drop offs isn't ideal in terms of timings or having to spend
* out money oh before! after school care.

385 : My grandaughter

10/3/2016 Z10 PM

386 It should be any LEA's priority to educate siblings at the same school. People's circumstances change, tenancies end, 10/3/2016 2:09 PM
parents divorce, a bigger house needed - there are many reasons that result in a family moving out of the catchment
area and siblings should not be penalised because of ﬂus

387 This survey does not acknowledge that this priofity was changed last year without any consultation! Sometimes 10/3/2016 2:05 PM
families have to move and this can take them out of catchment - to then penaliss them by not allowing siblings to
attend the same schoel is grossly unfair,

388 Na priority for out of catchment siblings can cause significant logistical problems if the other school is a distance away, ' 10/3/2016 1:52 PM
aspecially since start times coincide with rush hour. It would be fairer to give the priofity.
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| already have two children in a schook which is out our catchment. They are in year 1 and year 2 and my ypngesat is

due to start next September. | find this is unfare and doesnt praclise equal opportunity for those living out out of
catchment that already have children in a school. Why should my third child have to miss out on a good education and
not be treated the same as my other two, That have all been in this school since starting nursery and feel secure and
know the surrounding. Sending a sibling to a differwant schoal is not only cruel and unfare but it will have a massive
impact on those children who suffer from separation anxiety and setftling it. To have them settie and know their
surroundlngs to pull them outis just cruel.

1 think keeping snblmgs together Is beneficlal for the childs overall experience, |ts a scary place fora 4year old.and aleo
a better chanee that children erI be at school on time, when parents don't have to be in twc dlfferent places

impossible

i The fact that already havnng 2 chlldren inone school and having to take 1 to anather school make school runs

We have 2 children at schoal as well as one at nursery and If the youngest doesn't get in to the same school as the
other 2 we will never be able to find places for all 3 at one school {we tried this year before defering him) and i do the
school n alone and have no way of gettlng 3 k1ds to 2 different schools

Chlldren out of catchment should move where feaslhle Asap ta their new catchment school once they move to thenr
new address then their siblings would be a priority for the correct catchment school too. The only exception to this
shauld be accessibility under disability requirements, for Instance if a school has wheelchair access which is required

by one of the children, then all children should be able to atiend the same school.

| feel that separated families go through enough trauma without oppressive local authority restrictions so there really
has to be exceptions to the rule but in general | agree that children from close proximity to these boundaries should
get preference and nch people should take a back seat to sen5|bnllty|

Famllles with sibllngs ata school (parhcularly primary school) should be given pnonty for new admissions. The
legistics of having to get 2 young children to different schools at the same time are impossible for many families. It
results in children being late for school and children being picked up late from school, both of which impact on
teachers. There are also dangerous traffic implications as parents rush and are more likely to park poory around
schools. Not all schools offer breakfast club and after-schaol club, and not all parents can afford it even when itis on
offer. Please reassess your present criteria to prioritise new admissions who alreayd have a sibling at the school of

choice.

It is utterly ridiculous to expect parents to get children ta two separate sites for 8am. Very poorly thought through
especlally as there is supposed to be a focus on attendance and punc:tuahty Why make it harder for people’v‘

Trying to get chlldren fo school and get fo werk is hard enough as it is. Having to take them to saparate schools is
going to be impossible! Add the effects on the environment with cars doing more miles. And the added congestion. it
just doesn’t seem to have been thought through.

It would be |mposs|ble !or farmhes to have chlldren at more than one prlmary school

When applying for school for my first bom (who started receptron in Sept 2014) prlonty was given to out of catchment
children with siblings already at the school, ahead of those out of catehment without siblings. This was after all
children who lived in the catchment area had been allocated a place {my daughter was allocated and attends her
catchment school}, | understand that the out of catchment sibling priority was removed from the oversubscription
criteria last year. | fall to understand the rationale behind removing sibling pricrity for out of catchment children while
retaining it for those who live: in catchment - if having siblings at the school is important for one group, then in what
respect is it irelevant for the other? | am eoncerned that if my family has to move to a hew home outside of catchment
for my daughter's current school, for whatever reasen and by a relatively small distance, her younger siblings will have
to altend a different schoal - which may well also be oversubscribed. Having children at different schools would
present a fogistical and financial problem for any family, quite apart fram any potential social or emotional effects for

the children.

As | have 1 child who will start school In 2018, { don't want that her place is "stolen" by a child who lives in an other
catchment because she/he has a sibling in the school. It would be unfair and non ecological a3 both families will drop

kids by car/bus instead of by feet
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401 When an older sibling already has a school place it is unfair to lower the priority of the younger sibling. The 10/3/2016 1:15 PM

contributing factors being that this will separate children from the same family into different schools, thus having a
significantly negative affect on children and parents. Either leading to major difficultias and disruption to family routine,
extra and otherwise unnecessary childcare cost if managing children in different schools, stress and anxiety to parents.
Not to mention the disruption for the child that would be forced to move schools after they have already settled in their
allocated school, consequently disrupting their.education when they have to relocate. To dismiss the negative impact

! removing the ‘with sibling out of catchment' priority was fl-considered and ignorant lo the effect such disruption could

! have on famflies and especially the separated siblings. *Sibling in schaol' in or out of catchment should be top priority

; on criteria for school place and must be replaced as a matter of urgency to prevent such outcomes from affecting any

d furlher fammes within Nottingham.

402 . Worklng parents simply cannot manage chl!dcare wrth the added issue of a second school run. Parenls cannol‘. be in 10/3/20116 1:15 PM
i two places at once.Additionally plays, parents evenings, lesson structures et all vary from school to school making
consistency in parentlng neaﬂy mposs:ble

403 ‘ We are out of catchment and have sibling at a school, while we benef tted from be]ng out of catchment change thls 10/3/2016 1:15 PM
year as my eldest started school, we saw how it negatively has affected many famifies as they rush around trying to
gst children to different schools, Many of these at our school wera teachers who now won't be able to attend any of the
children's sports day and events. While i can see the advantage of all out of catchment being equally judged, the
families that didn't get in without a sibling den't really suffer as much as the families going to different schools, So i
think the change to allocate to siblings first would benifit the majority of families more.

404 1 think this is extremely important to sustain faimess for all children attending schools, this would not only be a positive 10/3/2016 1:10 PM
: change for the children but also the working parents that the situation of separate schools and work Is impassible
resulting in parants having to home tutor or resign from work in most cases this is not an option. | fail to see any
i positives Iin keeping the sibling out if catchment rule as it is. For a parent without any other children in schools,
; attending another schoot is no upheaval for a family separating the children's school can be life changing and a
i stressful and most upsettlng for the Everyone lnvolved

i
i it a1 S s b { PR —

405 Bring back sibling pricrity so that aII of my 4 k:ds can go 1o the same junior schooll Splltung up famlhes is r|d|culous' 1013!2016 1 10 PM

406 Ifit is not changed my children will have to go to two different schools, this is impossible as all schoors start at lhe 10/3.'2016 1 09 PM
same time. Resulting in one of my chlldren belng Iate every mormng fnr school

As a parent of two young chnldren and myself bemg registered dusabled and the primary parent responsmle for taking 10/3/2016 1:07 PM
children to/from schoel it is very important that siblings attend the same school dependant on age. [t would be totally
impractable and put unnecessary strain on a family unit if children are forced to attend different schools.

407

408 | have had to move house due to overcrowding after having 2 further babies. | tried and tried my utter hardest to stay 10/3/2016 1:05 PM
within catchment area so my babies could attend the same school as my -6 year old in a few years too come. The

rental prices were way beyond my limit for the space and bedrooms that i required. | have had o move a few sireets

out of catchment area for my current school. | need more than anything for afl 3 of my babies to go to the same schoal.

| suffer with anxiety on a daily basis cumrently and know this will make my daily life an even bigger struggle having to

be at 2 schools at once. | want more than anything for my younger children to feel a sense of serurity knowing their

older borother is in the same school. | feel it isnt fair on my circumstances due to my financial situation that my

children would be unable to attend the same school.

409 ! The majority of families would always appear to be fairly treated. The MINORITY of families need to be fairly treated 10/3/2016 1:04 PM
too. Siblings should ALWAYS have the benefit of attending the same school in faimess to them and their parents who
should only have to deal with ONE SCHOOL.

The council allocated us an out of catichment place as our catchment school was oversubscribed. We now can't get 10/3/2016 12:54 PM
aur daughter into the same school bacause of the rule change. in an ideal world there would be enough catchment

places for all catchment children but given that there are not you created this mess and have made it worse by the

recent rule changa.

Itis putting so much pressure on working families to have children at dlﬂ‘erent schools who have to drop off two 10/3/2016 12:52 PM
children in two different places at the same time. It's unfair on the younger child not {o be able to attend the same

school as their older sibling, starting school is a stressful ims anyway without the upset and confusion of having te

attend a different school on their own, Many families may want to move house after having ancther child, and trying to

move just within your schoal catchment area is almost impossible. | think this policy impacts negatively on the child

and on their family.

410

41

412 Think about the wider issue of parents travelling to 2 different schools. These can be several miles apart, what if " 10/3/2016 12:52 PM
parents don't have a car. What mental health issues is the current criteria setting up for both children, parents and )

grandparents. Lets look at the whole picture not what fits with catchment areas. Families are important you are

looking to stretch them beyond the boundaries Of common sense, STOP STOP STOP
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}think it is really important parents spend quality time with their chitdren and they spend time with each other, Having
stblmgs at the same school not only saves unnecessary costs for parents but also time,

10/3/2016 12:49 PM

Surely thls should be based on personat circumstances of the children and why they are being sent to an out of
catchment school

Slblmgs have a strong band and need to be placed in school together They feel reassured by the presence of the|r
older slblmgs and the surroundlngs are famlllar to them when they start school

How is a parent of two or mare chlldren able to get all chlldren to school on hmo'? Ifa older chlld isata school then
any younger siblings should be given priority in or out of catchment

Itis important te me that priority is reinstated to what it was prior to the most recent change by NCC i.e. to ensure
priarity is given to out of catchment siblings. It is important for siblings to ke able to be at the same school for reasons
such as childcare arangements/ransport costs and not to mention the carbon footprint decrease from only one drop
off rather than 2 different schools.

Because if you already have a chiid at a schoal that you have chosen due to it being a fantastic school rather than its
location then surely it's only fair to have a better chance of getting younger siblings into the same school than people
who don't have any children in the school. My daughter missed out on being abie to go te an in catchment school due
to there being a high number of in catchment children with a sibling who applied. So we had no choice but lo apply for
an out of catchment school. Surely It's not fair for us to then be penallsed again and be in the same boat as families
who are out of catchment but have no siblings already at the school. One lot of extremely emotional and worrying
school admission procedure is enaugh for any family te have to deal with. We really don't want our girls to have to be
at two different schocils and hope thal the council will bring back the out of catchment with a sibling criteria like other
councﬂs

10/3/2016 12:49 PM
10/3/2016 12:46 PM

10:’31’2016 12; 44 PM

10/3/2016 12:44 PM

10/3/2016 12:40 PM

Prlorlty should be given to chlldren whose siblings go to an out of catchment sohool If this pnorlty is not glven the
impact on families could be far reaching . Just a a few problems could be : Late for work , parents unable to be in two
places at once . Siblings upset at not being in the same school.

Siblings should go fo the same school no matter on where they live! My youngest son didn't get into the same schaol
as my eldest but a school a 7.5 mile away which began at the same time and finished at the same time... Now as only
one person how could | possibly get to both kids on time? It's ridicufous! We had 3 menths of hard work and
heartbreak until | received a phone cail from the head saying someone had dropped out of there place and Gennor
was next on the list which was fantastic but | think in all fairnass should never have happened! Siblings should be
together no matter what'

Priority to mblmgs out of oatchment area, had been in place and worked well for mousands of families for many years.

Since changes last year, many families have been largely effected. Many parents needing to be ai 2 schools at the

How are parent supposed to be at two schools at tho same t|rne‘? Mast parents can not afford breakfast and aﬂer
school club everyday. At time like sports day, Christmas performances efc... Children are being separated and not
having the bond with the siblings. | agree it should be closest to catchment first but some of these families do not want
the closest school, it should then be siblings and then closest with out siblings, schaol are only oversubscribed if you
offer cut more places then available. You don't make children change schools if they move hause to a different
catchment area and school places are offered to children out of catchment area on the waiting list. | know a family
who put her son on the waiting list for a school, got a place then the following vear when he daughter was due to start
school She wasn't given a place, how is this right when | place was given fo her sidest even though they lived out of
catchment?

Slblmgs should clearty have pnonty It is common sense. l have had to move my etdest thls year to join her brother as

he wasn't given a place at her scheol. Yet 17 out of catchment children got into the school, the majority of which had
ne siblings. | know of families having to do two school runs and siblings are spfit. This is clearly not what's best for
families or children

Because keeplng s:blmgs apart affects the health and wellbemg of the affected families whlch is not falr

The loglshcs of taking children to dlfferent primary schools is horrendous hever mind the effect on the chlldren l have
2 children both in infants (aged 4 and 6} going to separate schools due to the change made [ast year. Consequently

one child is always |ate and both have & very stressful start to the day without feeling like a "family unit' anymore which :

fesl is something that should be encouraged. It negatively affects the children's education and family weil being.

I have 2 children in coddington school very settied. | have a little gid due to start sept 2017 and worried not going to
gel her in and have to either be at two schools at the same time or uproot my other 2 children.

lhink if a sibling is already in the school, then the sscond or subsequent childfren should be considered a priority
regardless of catchment so that parents are not having to attend more than one schoal or having to inecur childcare
costs in order to get the children into different schools in the mornings or when collecting after school
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428 | Putthe sibiing out of catchment criteria back on the list, There has been many families adversely affected by this
' criteria bemg taken out,

e e e e 4 e —— e

429 i ves. It would make it falrer to famllles who alteady have children in an out of catchment school, It needs to be reverted
l back to the old criteria of including children who are out of catchment who have siblings in school. Also needs
considerstmn of parents worklng at a school for example teachers chlldren to be included.

430 : Yes It needs to be changed to previous years so that the cnteria does |nc|ude siblings out of catchment to make it
1 fairer.

Remstate out of catchment sibling pnonty as per the arrangements that were removed without notlce for the 16!17
I intake

431

432 { find the above Information rather confusing, | befieve that children that live out of catchment but have siblings in a
¢ school out of catchment should also recsive priority. | do not think it is fair to separate siblings nor do 1 think it would
I be kind to have children removed form a school because a sibling could not get into a schoal that was willing to take
! them but the Council says they can not go t that same school as their sibling because they live out of catchment. How
. do you expect parents to cope? it Is not neasonable {o expect parent to be in two different schools at the same time.

433 i Reinstate priority for out of catchment slbl'rngs Havmg children in dlfferant primary schoals is impractical for parents
; who cannot be in 2 places at the same time, causes increased traffic at and around schools due fo parents needing
E cars to get between them, causes difficulties for working parents when there are different inset days, and impacts on
\ parents ability to be involved in school life (fundraising activities, patent helpers on trips etc). For families with children
: at schools before 2016 removing the priority for siblings was particularly unfair as decisions such as house moves and
i the original school applications of older children will have been influenced by the priarity for out of catchment siblings
i criteria that was in place when those declslons were made,

e e e ey —— e n

434 i Where was an ad like this oba when you consul‘ted' to remove out of catchment sibling priority? You would not be
3 intraducing a bew criterfa but reinstating a fair ane, Out of catchment priority for those with siblings In the school (or
! linked school} should be reinstated. It is unfair and impossible to expect parents to be ib two or more places at once,
‘ especlally, wgen often the catchment school was applled for and net allocated!
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12 Do you agree with the proposed
admission numbers?

Answered: 753 Skipped: 79

Yes

No

Don’t know

0% 10% 20% 0% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%

Responses
33.07%

13.68%

53.25%

Any further comments
There's no number/figured shown in brackets???

But temporary extension of the PAN is usefut for small schaals, especlally where they are not at 15 or 30 for thelr initial
PAN

The PAN numbers should be guidance only. It was proven in the eppeal process last year that NCC consldered an
efficient education could be achieved even when exceeding the PAN numbers.

PAN needs to take into account, if possible, changes to housing in the local area e.g. new housing being built within
the catchment area, | don't think | can comment on changes 1o PAN numbers if | don't know the true number of
children living in the area or number of houses so | ¢an then extrapolate how large the PAN might be.

increases in school places are abviously necessary and the schools must be properly supported to make this work,
Only interested in WINNNNR. and not much change proposed here.
Cannot see any numbers in brackets so unable to comment

The PAN is fairly arbitrary. The Net Capacity Assessment cap due to physical size of school bullding, site etc makes
sense. Aside from that, what is the ratienale for a PAN being what it is?

The numbers that are being admitted to schools now means that classes are shared between 2 diffsrent year groups
with children ranging 3 years in age... thig Is not only stressful for the children but the pressure on the teachers must
be immense. ;o produce work to cover the cuniculum for not enly a variefy of skill groups but also skill groups and age
ranges is a mammoth task. There's no surprise that taachers experience stress and burnout.

Quotas are in principle a backward step if one believes that children should have to travel the minimum distance to the
nearast appropriate school,

Should not reduce Dean Hole's PAN, there is no rationale produced.
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Numbers per year group would be ok provrdad the schooi has space to accommodate the number. 11/18/2016 10:09 PM

However the need to take account of houslng developments in the local catchment areas and also the longer term 11/18/2016 8:24 PM
plans If 200 houses r being built in a catchment nwm have a huge impact on school places

14 , Just over 30 numbers are not deswable as they result in drfﬁcult decrsrons for sohools over split year groups. If the 11/18/2016 8:12 PM
i number is weII above 30 then that is respondlng to local naeds
15 i If the pmposed new bl.ulds go ahead in the Warsop area the 80 places that Torch Academy in Warsop ﬂrerefore 1 11/18/2016 7:56 PM
¢ must ob;ect to reduction at thrs school
16 : These look nk We looked at ﬂ'ne schools for us. 1 1/10!201 6 8:28 AM
_.____...___I--_-. I S L I L e PRNPE— g . - - - - I
17 i Needto Increase school places 11/8/2016 10 01 AM
18 ; Schools are oversubscribed, meaning children are forced into out of catchment schools and currently without the 11/8/2016 9:55 AM
: guarantee of siblings folldwing itis causing slress to families and is not workable
19 i Pan needs to ba |ncreased to accommodate puplls needing a plaoe 1 11’81'2016 7:18 AM
- i - I I
20 ; There s no attached data fo look at. 11!412016 8 45 PM .
29 ,‘ I have not seen the proposal at this poinl 11{4!2016 .27 PM
P — T R S e ,
22 TheW.are satlsﬁed W|lh the emsllng agreed PAN of 7 which is embedded inour 11/3/2016 10:49 AM

1

school's admissions pollcy

The school my chlldren attend already acoept 50 ohlldren at Recapuon age - teachmg would be compromised if any 10/26/2016 8:05 AM

more places were offered.

24 i You should have a PAN number but the school should declde lf they can handle more chlld places 10!24!2016 8 44 PM
. SO - o o - _— T . P
25 : Schools should be able to accommodate all ohlldren in a local area 10.’21/2016 1 39 PM
26 ! The increase in numbers of children in school catchment areas particulay due to house building and |mm|grants 10/17/2016 10:28 AM
: parachuted into catchment means that numbers of places must be carefully assessed by a HUMAN BEING not a
! oomputer algarithm.
27 ! Prowded a school has not mcreasedfdecreased In size the children have not . 10!17!2016 9: 14 AM
28 ; This would bea matler for lndeuaI schools as they know their capacity. Any increase should be supported by 10.'1 612016 438 PM
; financial help ta ensure the infrastructure of the schoof can manage the larger numbers
S e S ST e o . - = .
29 i where are the admission numbers 10/14/2016 9:20 PM
30 i Should be exceplions not so strict 10713/2016 3. 58 PM
31 ! As long as the school can cope and have the facilities to have that many chlldren and there are extra staff for the chlld . 101 112016 8 16 PM
adult ratio
32 i Class sizes In our schools are much to big as it is, af least the ratio of children to teacher is, A new study has shown 10/11/2016 6:06 PM
i children leam much better with more |nd|wdual leachrng time and smaller class sizes. i
33 Thig depends would depend on school clrcumstanoe 10.’1 0.'2016 8: 23 PM
34 | think all schools should be given the aulhorlty to decide on the pan for ﬂ'\arr mdrvldual schooi . 10.’8]2016 11:18 AM
i VR NN OSSN D .
35 I There has to be flexibility by one or fwo but not so the classes are getting over 35, 10/8/2016 8:40 AM
36 ] The head of school should be given the final say on numbers as they understand the sﬂuatlon on the ground 10/712016 8: 11 AM
37 j 20 is much better than the 25 that have been let in L 10!6[2016 10: 37 PM
38 I . 10!6.’20'16 9:00 PM
39 Could schoals offer more places by employing more good teachers, as well as utifising all classroom areas in the T 10/672016 2:01 PM
building.
40 This issue always has an impact on the particular class number and should be at the discreddiom of the head of the + 10/6/2016 12:23 PM
particular school
41 What are they? H 10!51'201 6 11:40 AM
42 Again when siblings are already in the school further siblings must be allowed to attend. : 10!512016 10:50 AM
43 Depends on how its implicated 10/4/2016 4:34 PM
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44 Would need more info an how these numbers were pulled together + 10/4/2016 1 35 PM
45 Popular and oversubscribed schoals should ba expanded. + 10/4/2016 12 36 PM
46 Don't know what the proposed numbers are so ¢an not agree or disagree : 10/4]2016 12:22 PM
47 | have no knowledge on these matters, i 10/4/2016 11:58 AM
48 As a grandmother who does not live in the Notlingham area, | am very concerned my grandchildren go to the same : 10/4/2016 11:39 AM
school for the above reasons, It strikes me as common sense that teacher numbers should relate to children numbers, .
therefore the current classroom size could be maintained. This is not a new issue - my sanior schoo! some 50 years :
ago had temporary classruoms to prowde educatmn to all those who had passed the 11+ ;
49 The questlen doesn't prowde enough |nformat|on to demde [} doesn‘t say whether the PAN Is to be revnsed upwards 1 10/4/2016 818 AM
or downwards. Most classrooms will physically hold more pupils and their furniture and with the aid of classroom ]
as&stants a larger class enuld benefit puplls more than a standard class wrth no assistants.
50 I can't see the admlssnons numbers or any highlighted blts'? Assummg th|s is based on the average class size of 30 | j 10/4/2016 5:07 AM
would agree Any blgger would be too much H
. N = T SO o B S -
51 West Bridgford Jumor scheol should not increase numbers lhIS is a small Vlctorlan scheet . 10/3/2016 11:30 PM
52 Allocatlon pnorlty shouid be given te slbllngs as common sense should prevail, , 10/3/2016 8:55 PM
e e s N B PR JE— i
53 1 There are no changes to Bracken Lane pnmary ' 10/312016 8:26 PM
= = . R e Y S e . e e e o B s o 2 s -
54 It is extremely |mportant my chrldren can ettend school together. forthelr wellbemg d 10)’3/201 6 8:25 PM
55 I den't know where the pan are pubhshed | 10.'3!2016 8:20 PM
56 [ It is obvious that schools are now running out If spaces for all children who need to attend the schocl measures should 10[3!2016 8:19 PM
be taken now to take |nto account the lncreased footfall into receptlon years across the oounty i
57 Don't understand the questmn to give a true answer : 10/3/2016 8:12 PM
—= S T e e
58 Unabie to say wﬁhout further knuwledge . 10/3/2016 8:04 PM
59 . All catchment area chlldren sheuld be allocated a catchment area school regardless of pan, This witl ensure all © 10/3/2016 7:14 PM
S|bllngs can attend the same school andfor feeder school at pnmary age i
6O Are the proposed numbers gaoing to mest demand in each area? 10!3!2016 7:08 PM
61 I have not heard anything regarding this to be able to comment. That s not to say | agree or not with it - simply that no i 10/3/2016 6:52 PM
information has been prowded regarding this. 1
e e am— e S S e N e S - i—==
62 Its not feasible to just increase the PAN when whats needed is more accommeodation, increasing class numbers is not |, 10/3/2016 5:16 PM
the answer. class sizesneediobe ata reasonable level to i |mprove attainment.
53 All | know about is the emotional welfare of chlldren who should not be separated from their brothers and sisters! + 10/3/2016 4:56 PM
64 As long as schools are fully funded throughout all years in line with PAN and shearer not expected to take additional , 107372016 4:33 PM
chiidren over and above PAN where this would make class sizes or physical facilities inadequate at any stage !
throughout the chtld s school career. H
65 There are mora than 30 in my san's schooi my daughter as autism so she wou!d have had one lo one anyway i 10.’3]2016 4 19 PM
66 The PAN numbers should be set by the school and determmed ana number of factars such as hnw many TAS are : 10[3!2016 4.05 PM
avaliable and weather a higher number of children would effect the teaching standard .
67 My four year old son was due o start school in September, but instead s still in nursery. Because he was given a 10/3/2016 3:36 PM
school 1.4 miles away and not same school as his sisters. How do you expect my twin girls to walk to 4SNSkschool
and then have to walk ancther 2miles io get to their school. RGN 11 gifs got to school at
9.45! Nearly an hour late! How is supposed to be acceptable day in day out, it learns them nothing about time
keeping, would they still be able 1o do this in secondary schonl, college, uni, work? No so why let them now. | have no
transport and no help with my children so i had no choice but to reject the school IEEEwas given and fo leave him in
nursery on the hope that he gets in. Butif he doasn't get in, we've got to apply for year 1 next year and already were i
worried, because what is going lo be different, oniy the fact that all the schools are full. Seriously siblings should be
given a priority how can you expect parents to be in two schools at the same fime, thare as already been accidents be
cause of this. My son is missing out on an important year of his school education and daily asks i he's starting school
yet hes four he shouldn‘t be thmklng Ilke thls he should be happy and learnlngl
68 the PAN figures are |IIusnry. there are oﬂen many more places avallable in schools than these show W|lh a large " 10/3/2016 3:06 PM

number of schools under subscribed.
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The younger child will be famfiiar with the schoo! frem meeting their older sibling. They will also expect the older child 10/3/2016 3:01 PM

69
to be around which is reassuring. Having two {or mora} children at different schools fs extremely disruptive for the
1 parsnts. Taking and collecting from different schools which are likely to start and finish at the same time is difficull
i when the children are tao young to walk to school unsupervised. One child is likely to amive or be coliected late which
j is distressing for the child and also disruptive for the teachers and other pupils. it will be more difficult to give parental
i ' support to the school atlendlng such occasions as sports day. carols and fund-raislng events.
70 [ My grandaughter has been ready for moving up to school for a year now and she has been allncated toa drfferent 10/3/2016 217 PM
1 school fo her brother no possible way thers mum can get them to and from two different schools it's so upsetting trying
I to explaln to a four year old why she can not go to schoo! because the council have made the biggest cock up they
! could possibly do it's about time thay got there heads out there arses and admitted they was wrong and did
l something about itit's dlsgustqng
7 , PAN numbers need to be setfo best manage the school as they can sugnrﬁcantly affect fundlng 10!3!201 6 1:52 PM
T2 l Cannot find any information on these proposed changes. 10/3.'2016 1:12 PM
73 ’ These numbers should take into account the lmplicatlons of sibling consideratlons 10!3!201 6 1 07 PM
P .
74 ' I CANNOT SEE THESE Should they be wsmle here. next to 1he questlon : 10/3/2016 12:54 PM
S S« - ST Che e
75 i Can seaany numbers 10/3/2016 12:49 PM
76 i Yes if they are going to have the correcl amount of staff, Space and apparatus to do sol 10/3/2016 12:37 PM
77 .' The propesed changes do not affect our current school so | cannot comment on tha effact it will have on the schools 10/3/2016 12:04 PM
: involved.
N T E == . . - .
78 ! As long as ratios are adhered to, and that Ihere are enough teachmg staff 1o ensure achaevement and progress of 10/3/2016 11:38 AM
i learning.
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Yes
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Don't know
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10
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12
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Do you agree with the propcsed
timelines?

Answered: 713 Skipped; 119

Yes
No
Don't know
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 80% 0% 80%
Responses
3717%
11.50%
51.33%
Any further comments

I can't see what these changes are so can nat comment??7

Does not appear to be too different. The appeals process can be long and difficult for children and parents, so we
appreciate it depends on the humber of appeals, but this can be lengthy and a difficult time far the child/ren.

Secondary schools need to be prepared to hold open evenings early so that parents have an opportunity to visit before
making decisions on applying for a place.

Couldn't work out how they were changing?

Timelines are a necessity

But must include the children whose parents do not fall in with the autharities administrative guidelines and strictures!
Data on out of county and Acadadmies not included so data incomplete for decision here

Priarity should ke to place a child in the nearest schoa! 1o their homs. The local schaol. The only sensible solution
unless a child has special needs.

Admisslons are toe complicated and parents are not always aware of how systems work.
There are no attached timelines to view.
| have not seen the dates proposed, Why are they not on the survey?

Woe should have chaice

The- S 2 ccpts the proposed timeline.
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90%

100%

Date
11/25/2016 6:23 PM

11/24/2016 3:48 PM

1172212016 9:24 PM

11/20/2016 3:07 PM
11/19/2016 6:34 PM
11/19/2016 9:39 AM
11/19/2016 8:42 AM

11/19/2016 3:06 AM

11/18/2016 8:13 PM
111412016 8:46 PM
11/4/2016 7:27 PM
11/4/2016 3:47 PM

11/3/2016 10:51 AM

265

82

366

713
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14 : I don't know, as council has done nathing targeted lo ensure | know, Consultation generally appears to be poor and 10/31/2016 3:25 PM
i pays lip service only. As a pro aclive and engaged parent [ would expect to know about this but do not., this is a poor
' reflection on the councils prooedure fer consulllng‘

—— i S I e e e .
15 ! Offers are communicated too late to make any appeal practicable espemally for children slarung recephon who need 106/20/2016 3:42 PM
E fo have settling in sessions elc. . ) )
_T(;_ T ; "Sc;ools nm;ﬁed dunng Easter I;glld.ays.and parenE ;n the first day of term can make ita busy period for schaols 10!17!201 6 4 07 PM
17 | Who cares about he coordnation o the dates. t » ipotant parens receive the correct school place for thelr chiki 1011712016 10:31 AM
: {ren)wel in advance of term starting to arrange all things necessary for smooth transmon Into school.
18 don't kn;;ﬁch about it Tt T T - 16.;1"5;.;'201!;7-3-4AM
19 © ldon't un;;;l-a}\n;:h; ;.le;il-cl;m o S o o 10!13/2015 1:53 PM
20 ——'_“;;'s_a— sz ;nc;’l:aa-rarhen:l:ir‘i; nr;rer; ;i;e‘d‘s;-; be qulcker an-d 'd:)r;e.a maore modem way andmlet ;he- I:ead teachers - 10!1 1[20; 6-8“20 PM
: have some say
21 _j_\;'\?hy chang;.th;:!;-t;;‘; T - . 10!1 1!2016 6:19 PM
22 —_: -l;r_l;s;s— t;e;aa-n l;sue- th-er'-l yes_ -l:s.r;;uI‘d b-e chang-ea to give everyo-n-e an equal right. 10!1 0!201 6 8:24 PM
23 i Ifyou a parent want;g ta get your child into a scpr‘w;- ;raur going ié)-f—o-llo;iv_;r;o;t“t|rr1—é||:"|;5—;’—o—t.l. .ge.t t;ua forms well in 10/8/2016 8:43 AM
; advance (at the moment) .
-—2:'“_ o 'Em\—l‘v_h;t.;;l;ahnes";; I - 1 10/5/2016 7:07 PM
25 ! Whathappenswih defered chidrenz 101612016 11:41 AM
26 : Shouldbesm—:un;r“_“u_*“__-“- L . v}a;!26161051 AM
~~;;-—-~---- 1 —all-p-.ar-e:t's‘wa;;;-;e- ;t;le o access th;;e-s-t ;;Hool for their child v;lthm reason and sht:uld be able to have mare 10/4/2016 3:10 PM

i swayn lhese declsmns

10.’4]2015 1:36 PM

28 ' Would naed more info
; -------- : A;ql;e;‘tlo; é c.;;ll ;lo-t;gr;; or d;s;gr-ee_as- don;; k.n-ow: the dates 1 d;l-try and get on the web sﬂe but wasn't avallable 10»’4!2016”1-2 :25 PM
T30 . | have no :ssuu;-vgl;;n.‘tl;e'-ll';n;;l;;s_ S S o o 1Df41’2016 11 58 AM
3 . So -r—ny worry about su;::lmgfs.;o‘iﬁnhg;. t‘;.dlff.e;e-nt.senlnr sd’;t;;s is a_ ve;y rea—l u.na! R o - 10!412016 11 40 AM '
; The Jnf;ia;c.—r:;;;n -t; ‘th—e:u—es-uor; ;a_kes no sense bec;;u;e |; .d;)es; 't e;pl;m ;he 5|gnlﬁ:a;r—1;; ;f;; - 10/4/2G16 8:23 AM

datesftimelines. | am forming the impression this survey has been designed to obtain "massaged” results.

10/3/2016 10 20 PM

33 | don't know what the proposed timelines are.
34 Take into consideration locality and the basic common sense of parental reqmrements 10/3/2016 B 58 PM
35 ‘ If you move house you are disadvantaged 10/3/2016 8:35 PM
36 i Difficully understanding the question 10/3/2016 8:12 PM
1 e - = = -
a7 ; Unable to say without further information 10!3!2016 8:04 PM
38 ¢ Co ordinated schems is unfair on families who move house at Ihe wrong time of year. Famlhes should be able to 101'3.'2016 719 PM
: apply in advance of any hause move at the same time that everyone else can. Families who struggle to buy their first
home as it now takes so long to save for a deposit and it is well known that 1st time buyers are now much older. The
children of these families are disadvantaged and end up with primary age siblings at different primary schools. Unfair
and unmanageable for working fam:hes who pay a lot of tax that funds education.
39 Again, nothing has been said about th]s. Surely the council should be making schools aware of this for this to be sent 10/3/2016 6:53 PM
aut to parents to comment on the changes?!
40 1 think parents should be given fair choice about school plaoe allocation, with much more realistic tribunal dates, not . 10/3/2016 5:44 PM
after during August, as happened this year. This does not give parents, or schools, time to prepare a child for the
school they eventually are allocated to.
41 All families with more than one child should be offered the availability of their siblings going to the same school. 10/3/2016 4:58 PM
42 There should be no unnecessary delay in communicating the cutcome of school admissions - it is a stressful enough - 10/3/2016 4:35 PM
time for parents anyway. :
43 Itis too late In the year and takes too long to tell paren!s k 10/3/2016 2:33 PM
—— o o o e 1 i WA b b B S  omt  y §3 # mamim 1 o s 0 o] i
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44 | think it should come into force for the next intake 2017/2018 why prolong the agony and cause sa much stress and + 10/3/2016 1:54 PM
anguish for families and their children for another schaol year
45 ... because the proposal is too vague. T ——5-76/;-‘!2—016 1:44 PM
. -;; o It Is not clear to me how such proposed changes affect families. S T T -§ 10;3:’2;)1-6:1_1-;;; S
a7 " s you have given no Informafion 8 to what these changes would be ;r'r;‘;;n'.}'.;;ng;g;.ml'{; answer this question. 5 10/3/2016 12:56 PM
_:B ) - —Whét are tr:ey'? Please pt:t the ur;t;:-nnahon next to the queshons 1 B T ' 10;3;016 12:55 PM
49 . _Whalaretheumelmes" o o R 10:’3!2016 12:53 PM

50 parents s;ould get a chouce which works best for lhare chlldren all school are dlfferent and have dlfferenl strenglhs : 10!3!2016 12:34 PM
one weaknesses. Not every chitd will like the same school. | agree catchment and siblings should be first priority, then |
snblmgs then calchment

51 My concern is that information avallable to parents is in the school hohdays Alot of parems rely on nurseries to T 100372016 11:42 AM
provide this information. This needs to be hrought forward within July to ensure all parents are aware.
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Q4 Do you agree with the in-year application
process?

Answered: 701 Skipped: 131

Yos
No
Don't lnow
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
Responses
43,65%
7-85%
48.50%
Any further comments Date
Notts County Council needs to consider the specific needs of Gypsy and Traveller families in its admission policy - 11/24/2016 6:50 PM
Devon County Council has a very relevant policy which aims to close the gap between GRT children and those of the
wider population
However, communication is not always clear to schools with incoming children. 11/24/2016 3:49 PM

References should be made to how children with an EHC Plan can apply for scheol places for both in year and normal 11/23/2016 10:29 PM
admissions

Section 4.2 f & g are unrsasonable, each School should be able to refuse new puplls joining, especially where there 11/20/2016 2:10 PM
are unfunded care requirements., As Schools do not receive funding if the child joins after the start of the year. This is
unfalr to all oiher puplls |n the School lhat lhelr Educabon may be aﬂ’ected in thls way

The problem wnh keeping a Ilst running aII yearis that a toi of parems pntenhally and up happy whh the schuol thalr 11/19/2016 8:23 PM
child ended up at, but don't proactively tell the Admissions Authority to remove them from the waiting list. If a place is
offered but not required, it can take many weeks for it to be relsased to the next on the list. Reasons include:
{1)Admissions Authority correspondence out Is weekly by second class post (2)Parents are then told they have 14
days to accept, otherwisa the place is withdrawn (3) The second part of the above is actually UNTRUE, since the
school then tries fo contact the parent after the 14 days have expired. | don't know how much time does pass before a
place offer is withdrawn. Having said the above, the old system was, on balance, worse. Suggestions: {a) contact
parents termly (or other interval) 1o see whether they want to rsmain on the list. Remove them if no response. (b)
quicker communication, eg textemail. This could be followed by a lefter if necessary. (c) remove the wording in the
letter about places lapsing. Its misleading and parents could think they've missed a deadline, only to be contacted later
by the school.

Is this necessary 11/19/2016 9:40 AM

. In yaar applications should rest with the schoul alone LA schemes can cause delays to mid term edmlssmns 11/18/2016 8:13 PM
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School and teachers should have more influence i 11/14/2016 8:43 PM
AII local schools are full whlch means that chlldren are placed in out of area schools 117812016 10:02 AM
All schools in the area are oversubscnbed thls means kids are forc:ed mto out of catshmen! schools and without a ; 11/8/2016 9:57 AM

sibling prlenty rule it makes the system unfair

Na scheol places are avallabie in any schools except arnbmek 50 thls is out of catchment for &rty moving to \ 11/8/2016 7:20 AM
amald/bestwood within the year i

1 have no information about the process. + 11/4/2016 8:47 PM
| am not aware of details of this scheme and don't know how this impacts my family. There needs to be simpler . 11/4/2016 7:30 PM

explanations of the way these schemes work so people can form a balanced view.

T
1 agree if there are guarantees that families WI|| not be spht dunng m-year transfers ThlS is happemng loo often 1 11/3/2016 7:59 PM

The-_ agrees with the exlstmg process for |n-year appllca!lons , 11/3/2016 10:52 AM

Rules ars rules in this process but can be broken in lots of circumstances! Yeu have to be fle)uble to cope with all T 10/17/2016 10:33 AM
circumstances.

Of course it does not mean a family moving has the right {0 a place in the catchment school if it is full. But parents E 10/17/2016 9:16 AM
moving voluntarily should sort out the school BEFORE they move, !

don't know encugh info 10/15/2016 7:34 AM
Doesn't affect me ST —__“_;_1 0/14/2016 8:14 AM
It takes too Long children peed to be dea[t thh qulcker not & weeks |t's too Long T _—_:—-‘I_O;I 1/2016 8:2;3M
Other- appllcatlons are not assessed or checked properly l know of 2 peo;;t; whom lled on tl:;ir scheet ap;alla;attons b 16!1}:’261;;;.);;;-—__-

about where they lived and managed to get into an oversubscribed school. Very unfair. | reported this before the
allocation day to the call centre and heard nothing back. i read on a consultation report that only 2 applications were
lnvestlgaled two years ago out of the thousends Notts CC must receive. s

! don't know enough about thls system to comment 10.'1 0/2016 8: 24 PM
It dlsc_rrmlnates egamst ;;e_ople who move between catchmsnt ereas |nnbetwe.e_n t-erm-tlm-e“tt:iere-a.l:;n;_pl_a;eshleﬂ-._— } . 10!9;';016 5:12 Phpt B
It dlscnmlnates against people whehmeve-;n cat;hment areas in behveen tenn tlrnes meaning there" s-no“ ;I_aces-leﬂ ’ :} 10:’9.'2016.-51‘-21;1_- T
" —Woutd .hehsTrn;Ier_lf—atl ma;plle‘ah'en:we-l;“m-a—d—e‘ t.emohe ;l‘e:e“(_.‘,;n- b:oe;usrngterpemnts knowing where ko epply_ ; 10/8/2016 1:19 PM
lt ap;l;:a-tlehs are made on tlme th;n yes if the—y.are Iate then these peeple sheutd ;;o—to- the b—e-t't;m‘o-fﬁthe- I-ist_l e 10!%!2016 4:48 PM
H: depends -o-n cm:umstan;es if they are Iate;hnhca-tl_dns then nuogo to-;he.baclut of the walt-lhd listl T .' -1_0;7;;2;016 4:45 PM
-I:(eep-ln_g‘t;rhlhes_tegether-is a must for schools ang gove_rnment authorlt-lesﬂl;a:en-ts cannot beexpectet; ;-;k: ' 10/4/2016 8:36 PM
multiple children to multlple schools. itis just not possmle ’
) Wouldneed more info C T T T -------! 10/4/20]:.1_3_6_;__H—
) \.;Vhen al-f.arndy.a’;ptl.es for a tren-stel: th‘e‘ ;:hool the chEd ;smleav_rng should t:e'ln;‘o.rm;d l;y adrhrsslens a-r-t-t‘:l-a_s-k-ed-‘:fﬁ i mmf—1014!2016 12:38 PM

there are any issues with regard to social care, attendance or behaviour. This information should be passed to the
new school before or as the child is accepted. This will stop children arriving in school with significant issues that the
new school knows nothing about as the family chose not to share this information. This happens.

Again the guestion uses unfamiliar terminology and doesn't explain what an in-year application process is or what 10/4/2016 8:26 AM
advantage or dlsadventage rmght be preduced by it belng canrdlnated Th|s survey is deﬂntlely cronkedl

The waiting list system is not fair, |t should also take into account the lrme of appllcahon as well as proxlmlty o the ! 10!3!2016 1: 31 PM
school, )

| feel thls system is very pot Iuck' when you appty This system does not help prevent people just renhng close by the : 10/3/2016 11:10 PM
school to gain a place at the school. This prejudices other genuine families buying houses or relocating to the area, as

they stay on a waiting list for months and don't move higher up the list. | have been involved in this system and

witnessed families renting as close as possible o the school in West Bridgford.

| don't know what the In-year application process is. 10!31'201 B 10:30 PM

Schools need more awareness of applications for in year admissions to enabie them to meet the needs of our children 10/3/2016 9:45 PM
and to plan how to meet their needs more effectively. Not being aware of the application and not having time to plan in
support does not help the child

They should be dealt with by the individual schools that have an understanding of the families in their community ~ 10/3/2016 9:28 PM
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37 | need furlher Infonnauon to make an Infon'necl declslon
“:'i;_— T -‘;nll;r;:l;r—;; pnr;-;:‘rr:drllor; thes—lbl'rlg-s ;nd parél;ll-al-;'rzques;lr.;vemde any commerclal lnterests -
T3 | Veryumak. Yougetnoprioy o h
40 1 Difficult to understand the questlon o o o ) -
7 N e mo;e_m;;)maﬂon rat o e s e et L e st m e 1n < min ten +ee e e s
42 When moving out of catchment your in ye;r admission ft;rrn—asles ?p;rer-rt;ll:thl;; if r-n;;lﬁn—g_s.t-:l.'n-oo-l ;ri-ghl ;or lhe—chﬂd

i as continuity in education is important sc we kesp our children in the same school but then younger siblings will not
i be able to join the same school

|
! —
43 ; See previous comment on families moving house and the unfair consequences of this on pnmary age snblmgs

e e et A e e s A A e e

44 If this meanhevery other child gels a place at hls chosen school
45 We were offered our catchment school a month before term slarled but after the visits had been undertaken The offer ? 10!3!2016 B 55 PM
! was in wiiting and specified 2 weeks o decide accept or forfeit. If | had had that offer earlier | would probably accepted !

it end not had the worries associafed with sending first chil te a non-catchment school (having second child at same
school, getting in o the secondary etc). The process should include phoning around so parents are offered at the
earliest opportunity 3

46 | am unfamiliar with this process. ! 10.'3]2015 6:53 F'M

47 As long as its coordinated properly. E 10!3!2016 5 19 PM

48 If people move Into the area then yes priontlse on dlstance but if they are Iale apphcaﬂons fhen they shouldn’l get : 1013.’2016 5 OB PM
ahead of people in the waiting listf J

49 1 don't understand all these questions... . the only answer I know is one of quiat 5|mpl|crty for the happiness and well 10/3/2016 5:00 PM
belng of chlidren. coming rrom the same family That thay be allowed fo attend the same school

50 It should be up o the school waalher to take in another pupll nof NCC Grve ﬂ'ua schuols more oonlml over chlldran in 10/3/2016 4:06 PM
their ciasses. t

51 If we are to have ‘fair Aocass can we have 'fa|r fundlng Amval aﬂ:er Oct of the year means NO money for such 10!3!2016 1 59 PM
children during that year despile often needing additional support. The demand on school resources cah be excessive
and detrimental to other ch|ldren

52 The hiead has to give permission for a child to change schools the head should be able to add commenlary bul notbe 10131’2016 1:32 PM
the decision maker

53 Again, it is not clear to me how the proposed changes affecl famllles Perhaps in future such proposed changes could 104372016 1:14 PM

;. be amplified o outllne potemial difficulties for familles

54 What an ill-thought out survey, no numbers, no t|me||ne5 no explanatlon of terms and huw it affects the |nd1V|duals 10!31’201 61 07 PM
such as the one on this page. If this is intended for parents who perhaps have access to this process, then it should
have sald so at the start.

55 Again. No details s0 very hard to give a meaningful answer. 10/3/2016 12:56 PM
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10/31'2016 211 PM

10!3."2016 & DD PM

10!3!2016 8 36 PM

10/3.’2016 8 12 PM

10!31’2016 8 05 PM

10!3!2016 7 57 PM

10!3!2016 7 20 PM

10[31'2016 7 04 PM






