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Information requested

[bookmark: _Toc131585370][bookmark: _Toc37331103]Section 1 - Normal points of admission

A. [bookmark: _Toc131585371]Co-ordination

Which of the following best describes the level of challenge for your main admissions round in 23/24 compared to 22/23?
	Year Group
	Much less challenging
	Less challenging
	No change
	More challenging
	Much more challenging

	Reception
	
	
	X
	
	

	Year 7
	
	
	X
	
	

	Other relevant years of entry
	
	
	X
	
	



	Please give examples to illustrate your answer if you wish:

Pan London co-ordination with the eAdmissions portal continues to deliver a simple, clear and transparent application process for home residents.

For reception, local processes cannot be as robust as for other normal points of         entry as this cohort of children is not easily identified making communication and tracking difficult.

Admission to Atypical schools (University Technical Colleges and Studio Schools) continues to be a challenge as there is no requirement for co-ordination.





B. [bookmark: _Toc131585372]Looked after and previously looked after children

i. How well does the admissions system in your local authority area serve the interests of looked after children at normal points of admission?

☐ Not at all  ☐ Not well  ☐ Well  ☒ Very well  ☐ Not applicable  

ii. How well do the admissions systems in other local authority areas serve the interests of children looked after by your local authority at normal points of admission? 

☐ Not at all  ☐ Not well  ☐ Well  ☒ Very well  ☐ Not applicable  

iii. How well does your admissions system serve the interests of children who are looked after by other local authorities but educated in your area at normal points of admission?

☐ Not at all  ☐ Not well  ☐ Well  ☒ Very well  ☐ Not applicable  

iv. How well does the admissions system in your local authority area serve the interests of previously looked after children at normal points of admission?

☐ Not at all  ☐ Not well  ☐ Well  ☒ Very well  ☐ Not applicable  
	v.	If you wish, please give examples of any good or poor practice or difficulties which exemplify your answers about the admission to schools of looked after and previously looked after children at normal points of admission:





C. [bookmark: _Toc131585373]Special educational needs and/or disabilities

i. How well served are children with special educational needs and/or disabilities who have an education, health and care plan that names a school at normal points of admission?

☐ Not at all  ☐ Not well  ☐ Well  ☒ Very well  ☐ Not applicable  


	Please provide any comments you wish to make on the admission of children with special educational needs and/or disabilities at normal points of admission:

There are effective admission procedures between the local authority and schools, in line with the Children and Families Act, 2014 and the SEND Code of Practice, 2015.




[bookmark: _Toc37835107]

[bookmark: _Toc131585374]Section 2 - In-year admissions

Which of the following best describes the overall level of challenge for your in-year admissions in 23/24 compared to 22/23?
	Phase
	Much less challenging
	Less challenging
	No change
	More challenging
	Much more challenging

	Primary
	
	
	X
	
	

	Secondary
	
	
	X
	
	



	If you wish, please explain the factors that have changed the level of challenge for your in-year admissions:





A. [bookmark: _Toc131585375]Looked after children and previously looked after children

i. How well does the in-year admission system serve children who are looked after by your local authority and who are being educated in your area?

☐ Not at all  ☐ Not well  ☒ Well  ☐ Very well  ☐ Not applicable  

ii. How well does the in-year admission systems in other local authority areas serve the interests of your looked after children?

☐ Not at all  ☐ Not well  ☐ Well  ☐ Very well  ☐ Not applicable 

iii. How well does the in-year admission system serve the interests of children who are looked after by other local authorities but educated in your area?

☐ Not at all  ☐ Not well  ☒ Well  ☐ Very well  ☐ Not applicable  
iv. How well does your in-year admission system serve the interests of previously looked after children?

☐ Not at all  ☐ Not well  ☒ Well  ☐ Very well  ☐ Not applicable 

	v. If you wish, please give examples of any good or poor practice or difficulties which support or exemplify your answers about in-year admissions for looked after and previously looked after children:

It is particularly challenging to find school places for LAC placed out of borough in Year 11.

For admissions teams there are ongoing difficulties resulting from the legislation versus the understandable expectations of Virtual Schools and other parties supporting/advocating for the child.  The School Admissions Code 1.7 requires schools to prioritise looked after children in their oversubscription arrangements but the expectation is they will admit.  The challenges and delays could be overcome if Looked After Children were placed (like children with an EHC plan) outside of the oversubscription criteria.



B. [bookmark: _Toc131585376]Children with special educational needs and/or disabilities

i. How well served are children with special educational needs and/or disabilities who have an education, health and care plan that names a school when they need to be admitted in-year?

☐ Not at all well  ☐ Not well  ☐ Well  ☒ Very well  ☐ Not applicable 

ii. How well served are children with special educational needs and/or disabilities who do not have an education, health and care plan when they need to be admitted in-year?

☐ Not at all well  ☒ Not well  ☐ Well  ☐ Very well  ☐ Do not know

	iii. Please give examples of any good or poor practice or difficulties which support or exemplify your answers about in-year admissions for children with special educational needs and/or disabilities:

There are effective in year admission procedures between the local authority and schools, in line with the Children and Families Act, 2014 and the SEND Code of Practice, 2015. Schools are provided with High Needs Top-up funding for children with Education, Health and Care (EHC) plans, to support their complex needs. 

More challenges are presented to schools for in year admissions of children who have special educational needs and or disabilities (SEND), particularly for those who may not require an EHC plan, however have presenting needs which require additional support via increased SEN Support (Notional) funding. Some children arriving in year miss the School Census date, which results in schools not receiving the required amount of notional funding in relation to pupil numbers with SEND.  This is significantly challenging for schools who have high numbers of SEND pupils and are also in financially difficult circumstances.



C. [bookmark: _Section_3_-][bookmark: _Toc131585377]Fair access protocol

With what proportion of state-funded mainstream schools in your area do you have a fair access protocol agreed?  

Primary
Between 0% and 49% ☐
Between 50% and 74% ☐
Between 75% and 89% ☐
Between 90% and 99% ☐
100%		     	☒



Secondary 
Between 0% and 49% ☐
Between 50% and 74% ☐
Between 75% and 89% ☐
Between 90% and 99% ☐
100%		     	☒



	If you have below 75% for either phase, please explain why:

Not applicable



i. How many children were admitted to schools in your area under the fair access protocol between 1 August 2023 and 31 July 2024? 

	Type of school
	Number of Primary aged children admitted
	Number of Secondary aged children admitted

	Community and voluntary controlled 
	0
	2

	Foundation, voluntary aided and academies
	1
	24

	Total
	1
	26



	ii. If you have seen a change in the number of children referred to your Fair Access Protocol between 1 August 2023 and 31 July 2024 compared to the previous academic year please indicate what you consider the key reasons for this change to be?

For secondary referrals have doubled. The key reason is the number of admission authorities invoking 3.10 due to levels of potential challenging behaviour of children whose families have applied for places in the borough – some of whom have moved into the borough but many are applying from another local authority to schools within the borough with places available. 




iii. How well do you consider children referred to the Fair Access Protocol are served in in your area?

☐ Not at all well  ☐ Not well  ☐ Well  ☒ Very well  ☐ Not applicable

	iv. Please provide any comments you wish on the protocol not covered above:

To introduce consistency of approach and fairness for children, greater clarity should be provided as to when FAP can be applied, as there is statutory duty for local authorities ensure there are sufficient places for all compulsory school aged residents. Guidance is required to explain in what circumstances a place cannot be secured when all reasonable measures have been taken – unless the local authority does not have sufficient places. 

Guidance is also needed on how vulnerable children are identified, when these questions are not permitted on the in year application form. Clarity is required as to whether the pupil information can be shared by the child’s last/current school, if it must be shared which parties are involved, and what are the timescales.  

The School Admissions Code 3.10 states an admission authority can state they do not want to admit where they have good reason to believe a child may display challenging behaviour – this section contradicts 2.28 of the Code, raising the question which has more weight in law.  

Local experience suggests that FAP is being used for a significant number of cases where the applicant has applied for a new school place to avoid sanctions such as permanent exclusion.  However for 3.10 to be applied information must be shared.  Families are becoming aware of this and are now applying for schools with vacancies to increase the likelihood of changing school and avoiding sanctions.

Whilst many of the issues can be managed through local data sharing agreements and consent processes there is no clear process for cross border applications.


[bookmark: _Section_4_-]
[bookmark: _Toc131585378] D.	Directions to maintained schools to admit children[footnoteRef:2] [2:  It is important that only Directions to maintained schools are included here. Numbers of Directions to academies are already held by the Department. ] 


How many directions did the local authority make between 1 August 2023 and 31 July 2024 to maintained schools for which the local authority is not the admission authority to admit children (including children looked after by the local authority but resident in another area)? 

	Total number of children
	Of which, looked after
	Of which, not looked after

	0
	 
	0



E. [bookmark: _Toc131585379]Other points on in-year admissions

i. For the schools for which the local authority co-ordinates in-year applications, in the year between 1 Aug 2023 and 31 July 2024 did you receive

☐ Significantly fewer applications than last year
☐ slightly fewer applications than last year  
☐ about the same
☐ slightly more than last year
☒ significantly more than last year

ii. For what proportion of primary schools in your area did the local authority co-ordinate in-year admissions during the 2023/2024 academic year

Between 0% and 24% ☐
Between 25% and 49% ☐
Between 50% and 74% ☐
Between 75% and 100% ☒


iii. For what proportion of secondary schools in your area did the local authority co-ordinate in-year admissions during the 2023/2024 academic year

Between 0% and 24% ☐
Between 25% and 49% ☐
Between 50% and 74% ☐
Between 75% and 100% ☒


	iv. If you wish, please provide any comments about how well in-year admissions works for children who are not looked after or previously looked after and/or do not have SEND:

Co-ordination continues to work very well as we fully co-ordinate meaning the application process is clear and simple for all applicants – one form for whichever schools in the borough the family prefer. This also means the local authority is not reliant on schools advising us of families who have applied and been refused.  This means where preference cannot be met, where applicable children are placed immediately.





	v. If you wish, please provide any other comments on the admission of children in-year not previously raised (you may wish to include here any comments about cases where it has not proved possible to find places for children):

Greater clarity is required in the Code relating to admission limits for year groups not being the normal point of entry. This would give greater transparency and control over the number of places available in the local area and fairness as to when an applicant can be refused a place as the school is ‘full’.

Alternative allocations continue to be a challenge for schools with vacancies, as they have to manage weekly new admissions.  

Delays in admission after a school is offered/allocated – the Code should specify the number of days to admit following the school place being offered.  Families are sometimes left feeling their child is unwanted, so apply for another school.







[bookmark: _Toc37331104][bookmark: _Toc37835112][bookmark: _Toc131585380]Section 3 - Other matters

Are there any other matters that the local authority would like to raise that have not been covered by the questions above? 

	
Which areas of the Code could be improved to provide greater clarity?

References to improvements have bene made throughout, below is a summary of the key points.
· Looked after children - in year admissions: Is the expectation for schools to admit even if the year group is full, or that a child must be placed in the highest oversubscription category on their waiting list.
· Infant class size: Where a school has ‘excepted pupils’ how can the admission authority can prove prejudice in an independent appeal, where ‘excepted pupils’ are being recognised as exceeding the usual class limits?
· Admission of children outside of their normal year group: In England, there is no definition of ‘more able’ or ‘gifted’ children meaning clarity is required in regard to the transparency of the process for admitting a children in a year group above their expected NCY.  In addition, more information is required regarding transition points and changing schools.
· 2.7 and 2.8: PAN only applies to a school’s normal point of entry so how can the local authority check the accuracy of the places available for in year admissions and without clarity on how to determine if a school is full; how can 2.28 be applied?
· 3.10: How can 3.10 be applied when the admission authority cannot request information relating to challenging behaviour as part of the admission process 1.9 (g)? 
· 3.11: How would an admission authority know the information required for 3.11 to apply?
· FAP: What would be deemed as reasonable measures being taken to secure a place in year? 
· FAP: Is there an expectation that applicants are advised that an admission authority has refused to admit and cited 3.10 as the reason?  What, if any, are the parents’ right to have a voice?


What are the key challenges when delivering normal point of entry and normal admissions?

Pan London co-ordination works extremely well, meaning there are rarely any challenges.  However for families it can be challenging when they move to another authority (usually not of their own choice) during the co-ordinated process as their new preferences for local schools likely to be ‘late’ and a barrier to them accessing a place in these schools.




[bookmark: _Toc37331105][bookmark: _Toc131585381]Section 4 - Feedback

We would be grateful if you could provide any feedback on completing this report to inform our practice for 2025.

	To deliver consistency of approach and thus making responses more meaningful clarification on the definitions/bench marking of:

· ‘Not well, well, very well etc.’ 
· ‘Much less challenging, More challenging etc.’
· ‘Significantly fewer, slightly fewer etc.’

Fair Access Protocol questions could be asked in a way to identify the percentage of in year applicants placed under FAP.  




Thank you for completing this template. 

Please return to Office of the Schools Adjudicator by 31 October 2024
12

image1.png
AO%
Office of

the Schools
Adjudicator




