SECTION 5.2

Subject: Northview/Westrop Schools Highworth - response ta statutery consultation
Dear Sir,

| am against SBC's proposal to close Northview Primary School.

My reasons are that the plans are

- This likely to resuitin overcrowding at the in Westrop .site.

- The movement of children across the A361 is potentially unsafe as there is only one safe crossing
place, and that is high up on the road by the traffic lights (or the at the lights themselves.} This is likely
to resuit in more car traffic by parents who, understandably, want to keep their children safe from
crossing such a busy road, which is enviranmentally unsound.

Yours Faithfully

5171bjgct:rNortﬁview School - Statutory Consultation

Dear Mr. Cheal,

1 write 1o respond to the Statutory Consultation on the propesal to close Northview School,
Highworth. 1 wish to register my OPPOSITION to the closure of Novthview as well as any idea of
running a split site school using Northview for a while,

My views are that this proposal has not been properly thought out and takes a "short term view" of
the problems based on "prediction” of falling numbers of children attending Northview. Many
people have removed their children from the school because of the threat of closure and obviously no
one will consider sending their children there until this is removed.

My unclerstanding is that there are many questions to be answered, these are:

The numbers of children in the catchment area could rise in the firture - how will this be dealt with?

Are some children from Westrop going to be moved to the Northview site, how will it be decided
who goes?

How will it be made safe for children to cross the A361 road, which is extremely busy ?

How will the extra children be accommodated into Westrop school and how will the schoel cope
with teaching larger classes?

. How will people park cars if they need ta drop offfcollect children in an already congested parking
area which also seives a shopping area and a very busy surgery?

What will be done with the Norihview site?

What exactly will the cost saving be taking everything into consideration - as there will be costs for
road crossings as well as whatever will be needed to fit extra children into classrooms?

How will these changes effect the quality of education for the children, what guarantees will parents
get?
I look forward to hearing the answers to all these questions.

Yours sincerely,

18/12/2009
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To: Gareth Cheal
Subject: Response to Statutory Consultation Northview/Westrop Schools, Highworth

Gareth,

| am against Swindon Borough Council’s proposals to close Narthview Primary School and to expand
Westrop Primary School.

My reasons are:

1. Westrop School will be expanded to 315 children. How fs this going o be achieved as the school is
currenily at fufl capacity of 1927

2. |fclass sizes were ingreased then | think the pupils' education will suffer unless further teaching staff

are provided, which | doubt, will be provided by S8C.

1. The class rooms themselves are quite smalt and | cannat see how they could accommodate such a

large increase in clags size as proposed,

if there Is to be a split site with Northview how will children cross the busy A3617? How safe will this be?

if parents have more than one child there maybe increased {raffic congesiion caused by parents having

to drop or colect children off at both sites.

6. What is the benefit of closing Northview School as the proposal seems to be costing more money ta
SBC and therefore also council tax pavers, as both sites will still be needed.

7. What would be done with the old Northview Site? There is no clear plan or henefit to SBC or the
residents of Highworth.

8. Parking at Newburgh Place is already sfretched at peak times. How would restrictions help local pecple
using the Doctors' surgery, shop or even the school?

9. |fthe old site of Northview School was sold it would probably ga to property developers who would
seek to put as many houses as possible without adequate parking.

10. This Is a very poorly thought aut proposal which lacks any detail. These points were already raised in
the previous consultation with SBC not providing any further detail. Highworth residents are not happy
with these proposals.

11. As a parent | cannot halp but feel that my child’s primary school education may suffer what assurance
can you give thai it will not?

g
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Do you support the proposal to close Northview Primary school and expand
‘Westrop primary school? No

Commentis
Background

I am a local Highworth resident of 24 years. My children attended Northview primary
school under the previous Head when the school was oversubscribed and a Beacon
school and I was a Governor for 8 years. [ was on the staffing panel who appointed
the current Head teacher. At the time it was difficult to atiract applicants and the post
had to be readvertised. The final shortlist was very small.

As Councillors will be aware the current Head has had substantial periods of ill health
and the school went into Special Measures in 2005 under his leadership (although he
was seconded to another post at the time he was still responsible for the overall
management and direction of the school, and for preparation for OFSTED.) From
being a popular and oversubscribed school as your graph shows pupil numbers
declined at Northview more rapidly than other Highworth schools directly after the
QFESTED report in 2005.

Northview School was built some 30 years agp to accommodate the new houses on
the Haresfield estate. At the time it was recognised that there would eventually be
surplus places and the plan was to close Southfield school which is an old Vietorian
building difficult to adapt for current primary education. This never happened as all
Highworth schools and Northview in particular became popular, taking pupils from
other areas and Farringdon in particular where schools were not thought to be so good.
Highworth schools are no longer oversubseribed in this way.

Of all the Highworth primary schools Northview has the best site in terms of its
buildings, playing ficlds, environmental areas and extensive woodland. This is not
only an excellent environment for the children but contributes to the community as a
whole and an improved enviromment. It is also the only primary school in Highworth
to have kitchen facilities capable of supplying hot meals in line with SBC school food
policy.

There is therefors and always has been some surplus capacity in primary school
places. T believe this issue should be addressed for Highworth as a whole and not by
taking a short term approach to one school that is currently less popular than the
others for understandable reasons, and where one school (Westrop) is applying an
expansionist agenda because it fears for its own fature.
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The current situation

[ have read all relevant documents, including Council Minutes from May 09 and
attended a public meeting with Borough Officers in September 09. I appreciate that
with predicted pupil numbers falling across Highworth SBC must consider the current
situation carefully. However 1 believe that closure of Northview School is not the best
option. I would propose either

a) keeping it open for at least another 2 years to give the current improvements (see
OFESTED report June 2009) a chance to bed down and to see if predicted fall in pupil
numbers do materialise or :

b) Operating Northview as a Federation with Westrop with the Head teacher of
Westrop oversecing both schools. This would involve little or minimum additional
cost, avoid distuption for both Northview and Westrop pupils and again could be
reviewed. If pupil numbers do fall as predicted in 2 years time there would be no need
to build additional classrooms at Westrop and children could move to Westrop or
Northview (the better site)

Reasons for proposal
Effect on pupils

Northview School currently has a higher than average number of pupils with Special
Educational Needs. If they are forced to change school, without their teachers and
support staff this will be detrimental to them and effect their education. These
children can least manage change.

Similarty Westrop will have to have temporary class rooms and mixed age groups.
This will also disrupt their education and they would be likely to have to have new
teachers '

Effect on local community

Highworth is rightly proud of having good schools which attract people to live here. If
a school closes house prices could be affected in an already difficult climate and
Highworth become a town of middle aged and elderly people with additional costs for
health and social services. Cutrently birth rates are increasing and there are young
families with school age children who live in the fown and want to stay. By closing a
popular school you could be contributing even further to decline in pupil numbers
which would mean another school becoming unviable.

Effect on traffic
There has rightly been concern raised at effect on traffic and children crossing the

busy A361. Currently children can walk to Northview without having to cross any
major road. Walking to Westrop takes approx twice as long (30 mins plus) and
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involves walking alongside the A361 and being exposed to traffic fumes which are
injurious to health particularly young children and infants.

The likelihood is that parents who can will drive their children to school. This will
mean that Northview pupils and parents will not get regular exercise - against
Government advice and obesity targets. There will be increased traffic around
Westrop School and busy commuter routes which will need to be managed

SBC has suggested it could put in a pedesirian crossing ot ptovide/encourage walking
busses. A pedesirian crossing would need to be costed and managed at an appropriate
crossing point with good visibility - this may not be the choice of parents or pupils.
‘Walking busses have been tried in Swindon with little success. They are dependent on
volunteers and shott distances to school. Since most parents work once their youngest
child starts school I feel this is unlikely to make any significant difference to
increased traffic

Cost

There is obviously a considerable cost in keeping Northview School open with
declining numbers. However it is possible to use subsidies and small school provision
to meet these costs as is seen in other rural SBC schools such as Bishopstone. Part of
the school could be closed and used for other purposes such as accommodation for the
new area teams. '

If Northview school closes SBC will need to meet the redundancy costs/protected
salary of the current 18 staff - assuming that although some may be redeploved others
may not. They will also need to meet the cosis of maintenance and security for an
empty building and the costs of deciding how they will use this in the future. In
addition there counld be costs involved in legal advice re planning and/or appeals
against closure.

If SBC chose to go down the Federation route these costs would not apply. This
would also meet Governmert directives which are a presumption that rural schools
should not close and that all possible alternatives, including Federation should be
considered first, I do not believe the Cabinet fully considered the alternatives to
closure which were put to them in May and I would strongly urge them to revisit this
again, especially in view of the loeal opposition to the closure of Northview and the
possibility of legal challenge if due process is not followed.

Democracy/listening to local people

SBC officers have assured me that the closure of Northview is not a “done deal” and
that all responses to the consultation will be taken into account. I would like all
cabinet members and local councillors to have carefully read and considered this
response and all other response before making a decision. Nothing can be more
important than the future of our children
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From: Gillian Stephens On Behalf Of lan Bickerton
Sent: 16 December 2009 12:37

To: 'BENNETTAM@parliament.uk'

Subject: FW: letter from Michael Wills MP

Dear Michael
Thank you again for your email of 15 December.

As regards the first paragraph of your email, | am disappointed with your use
of the term "gagging", after | have made it clear in previous emails that this is
not the case at all.

In the particular case you have raised, as previously advised, there has been
no instruction to the Acting Head or Acting Deputy Head not to take part in
any activities organised by Northview Action Group. However Gill llic did
receive a question from the Acting Deputy Head as to whether they had a
duty, at the request of the Governing Body, to take an active role in the
campaign, given the difficult position this put them in, as they had been
seconded to the School for a temporary period to ensure the good running of
the School. The Acting Head and Acting Deputy Head were advised by Gill
llic that the role of the Acting Head and Acting Deputy Head was the
development of the education at the School and they could not be required by
the Governing Body to contribute to the campaign and that their role in
relation to the campaign should be a neutral one.

In respect of the second point you have raised, Gareth Cheal's email address
was out of action for one day as a result of a very large file that was sent to
his account. | apologise for this. This problem was rectified on the same day
and | am not aware of any problems since. We are not aware of any
responses that were "lost" during that day but, if you know of any, please do
let me know. We have had contact with NAG, so we know that the response
referred to was not lost.

| hope this information helps.
Best wishes

Yours sincerely
lan

lan Bickerton

Director, Access & Provision
Cluster Lead, North Central
Swindon Borough Council

Tel: 01793 465724

Email: ibickerton@swindon.gov.uk
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From: Gillian Stephens On Behalf Of lan Bickerton
Sent: 15 December 2009 09:26

To: 'BENNETT, Anne'

Subject: RE: letter from Michael Wills MP

Dear Michael
Thank you for your email. | will respond as quickly as possible.

Best wishes
lan

lan Bickerton

Director, Access & Provision
Cluster Lead, North Central
Swindon Borough Council

Tel: 01793 465724

Email: ibickerton@swindon.gov.uk
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From:]

Sent: 15 December 2009 08:17

To: lan Bickerton

Subject: letter from Michael Wills MP

lan Bickerton

Director of Access and Local Provision

Swindon Borough Council

Sanford House

Sanford Street

Swindon SN1 2QH Our Ref: UZZE01004/01090396

14 December 2009

Dear lan
Re

| have been contacted by my constituent who is unhappy at your delay
in responding to concerns the Northview Action Group raised about the
gagging of staff at Northview.

also tells me that the email address for responses to the consultation
was blocked for several days and although | understand this is now rectified
she is worried that some responses may have been lost as a result. | enclose
a copy of her email of 11 December giving details.

| share her concerns and | should be grateful for your response.
Yours sincerely

Michael Wills
MP for North Swindon
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From:

Sent: 11 December 2009 11:51
To: WIERONIEY, Alexis
Subject: Highworth Consultation

Dear Michael

| assume that you have not forwarded a response from lan Bickerton on the
issue of the 'gagging' of Northview's leadesrhip staff because you have not

received one - | wonder why this question has not been answered yet? Of

course the consultation is due to end next Friday so | expect he will leave it
until then......

As the cynic | clearly am | have another point for you - the email address
given by SBC for electronic responses has been out of action for an
unspecified period this week. This was discovered when a member of the
public tried to send in an email response which was rejected and he had the
tenacity to try the alternative and sent his email to the Northview Action Group
(supporting.northview@googlemail.com). They then tried to email and found
it bouncing back and raised the issue with SBC - apparently Gareth Cheal is
off sick and no-one realised his email box might get full while he was away -
despite it being the only email address given for electronic responses on this
issue. We are now left wondering how many other responses were rejected
by Gareth's full mailbox before the problem was discovered - we are told that
it is now rectified.

Over 200 people have sent in a response to the statutory consultation via
Northview School so far - this of course does not include any ersponses made
by individuals directly to SBC. Many people in the town are taking their
responses to the school to use the internal mail - saving postage and postal
disruption! We hope that SBC will listen to the people this time.

If you are around on Saturday morning Friends of Northview are holding a
coffee morning in the Church Room at St Michael's - do drop in for a coffee!
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From: Gillian Stephens On Behalf Of Ian Bickerton
Sent: 03 December 2009 14:43

To: 'BENNETTAM@parliament.uk'’

Subject: Letter from Michael Wills MP,

Dear Michael

Thank you again for your further email to me dated 2 December regarding email
correspondence you have had with . I 'am sorry to hear of the concerns raised by
and | set out below responses to the points that have been raised.

There is no requirement in the School Organisation Regulations to notify personally all those
who responded during the pre-statutory consultation phase that the Local Authority has
decided to move to the statutory consultation. There has been a significant amount of
publicity around this decision, that was taken by Swindon Cabinet on 20 October, including -
as mentioned in my email to you dated 2 December - a statutory notice being published on 9
November in the Swindon Advertiser, in Council offices, at the Highworth Library and
Highworth Recreation Centre and both inside and outside Westrop and Northview Primary
Schools. This is the practice that we have followed with all proposed school reorganisations,
including the establishment of Swindon Academy, and it is not intended, therefore, to write to
individuals.

As also explained in my last email to you, the statutory notice was published in accordance
with the legislation in the School Standards & Framework Act 1998 for a statutory six-week
period, in which anyone could submit letters of objection to or support for the proposal. There
is no scope within these regulations for extending the consultation period.

As points out, there was extensive publicity around the consultation for the proposed
establishment of Swindon Academy. However, there has also been extensive publicity

for and consultation on the proposal for Highworth, as described above. Again, as mentioned
in my last email, an extensive pre-statutory consultation was carried out during the summer,
which included a number of meetings with staff, Governors and parents of both Northview and
Westrop Primary Schools and also drop-in sessions for the local community. During the pre-
statutory consultation, all residents in Highworth were sent a letter informing them of this
proposal. The first letter was issued in July at the start of the pre-statutory consultation period
and a second letter was sent to all residents in late August/early September to remind them of
the proposal and the community drop-in sessions, which were held in mid-September.

As regards the wording of the public notice, this has been worded in line with the School
Organisation Regulations and was also checked with the Department for Children, Schools &
Families before it was issued.

As also explained in my last email to you, | am not aware of any attempts by officers to
"undermine" or "block" meetings of parents or to prevent staff being involved in consultation
meetings. Indeed, as you will be aware, the Local Authority organised meetings with both
staff and parents, both in advance of the pre-statutory consultation period and during it, and
throughout this process we have been very keen to hear the views of all stakeholders on this
proposal.

On the question of "rural" schools, you will be aware that this has been very clearly
highlighted in both reports to Cabinet and also in the consultation document that was widely
distributed at the beginning of the pre-statutory consultation stage. The fact that Northview
Primary School is designated as a "rural" school will need to be very carefully considered in
the decision-making, when the Cabinet Panel meets on 3 February 2010. The DCSF School
Organisation Decision-making Guidance states that the Cabinet Panel has to take into
account the regulations for rural schools.

Finally, you will recall that Cabinet, when they first considered this proposal in May 2009, had
a lengthy discussion about different options for addressing the reduction in pupil numbers in



SECTION 5.2

the Highworth area. The options were set out in the report to the May Cabinet meeting and
these included federating Northview and Westrop Schools. (These options were also
included in the October report.) Having carefully considered the options, including federation,
at the May meeting, Cabinet decided to consult on a proposal to close Northview Primary
School and expand Westrop Primary School, as they felt that this could more effectively
address the ongoing reduction in pupil numbers in the area.

| hope that you find this information useful.

Best wishes
lan

lan Bickerton

Director, Access & Provision
Cluster Lead, North Central
Swindon Borough Council

Tel: 01793 465724

Email: ibickerton@swindon.gov.uk

From: Ian Bickerton

Sent: 02 December 2009 09:09

To: BENNETT, Anne

Subject: RE: Letter from Michael Wills MP

Dear Michael
Thank you for your further Email and | will reply to you as soon as possible.

lan Bickerton

Director, Access & Provision - Children Services
North Central Cluster Lead

Swindon Borough Council

Tel: 01793 465724

Email: ibickerton@swindon.gov.uk

If you wish to receive a response by email, please be aware that emails that
you send to us and those that we may send to you are not secure - external
emails can be intercepted. If you would prefer a response by post, please
send an email to confirm this.


mailto:ibickerton@swindon.gov.uk
mailto:ibickerton@swindon.gov.uk
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From: BENNETT, Anne [mailto:BENNETTAM@parliament.uk]
Sent: 02 December 2009 09:06

To: Ian Bickerton

Subject: Letter from Michael Wills MP

Ian Bickerton

Director of Local Provision

Swindon Borough Council

ibickerton@swindon.gov.uk Our Ref:
DURRO01004/01090516

01 December 2009

Dear Ian
Re

I have been contacted by my constituent who is concerned that although she formally objected to
the closure of Northview School, she was not informed that the council had proceeded to the statutory
consultation on the proposed closure, despite clearly being an interested party.

I am concerned to hear this, and I should be grateful if you could let me know whether or not all those
who responded to the original consultation have been informed that the statutory consultation process
has now started and been invited to take part, and if not I should be grateful if your could confirm this
will now be done, and the closing date for the consultation period will be extended to allow people time
to respond.

tells me that she was involved in the process to close Headlands School, and she is
concerned that fewer people appear to be being personally notified of this consultation process than
was the case when Headlands closed, and she would like to know the reason for the apparently
discrepancy.

is also concerned about the wording of the notice posted outside Northview School as
friends of Northview School believe it to be misleading, and the apparent refusal to allow members of
Northview School staff to be involved in the fight to save their school. You will be aware that I have
written about both these matters already, and I should be grateful for a response to these concerns at the
earliest opportunity.

Further, believes that the decision to close Northview contradicts the Government’s policy on
keeping rural schools open. I should be grateful for your response.

Finally, tells me that when she responded to the original consultation, she suggested that
federation of Northview and Westrop would be the way forward, and would cause far less disruption
and bad feeling in the community. I understand that her suggestion was not received any kind of
response. | enclose a copy of her email of 30 November giving details. I should be grateful if this
constructive and helpful suggestion could now be properly considered, and if you could let me know
your response.

With best wishes
Yours sincerely

Michael Wills
MP for North Swindon
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Sent: 30 November 2009 23:15
To: BENNETT, Anne

Cc:

Subject: RE: letter from Michael Wills MP

Dear Michael

Thank you for copying me into your letter re Northview School. | knew the Council had
proceeded to Statutory Council from the Cabinet minutes, but as one of the many people who
formally objected and sent in written evidence | was very surprised not to have been officially
informed by SBC. | think this is extremely discourteous to say the least.

| have been to Northview school today and seen a notice posted on the gate dated 9 11 09
which states that the school will close on 31 8 2010 and that any objections should be made
within 6 weeks of date of the notice. This means that objections must be in by 21 12 09, just
before Christmas. There is also a notice from the friends of Northview stating that the notice is
misleading as it is still a proposal to close Northview and not a definite decision.

Please can you advise ASAP on the following?

1.

2.

The notice is misleading and inaccurate. Should it therefore not be withdrawn
and reissued properly? Have SBC acted within the law?

Provision for school closure is covered by the Education Act 2006 and | don’t
have a copy. Legally does SBC not have to consult everyone in Highworth
and not just parents at the 2 affected schools? When the closure was first
mooted letters were sent to all households. | was also involved in the process
to close Headlands school through statutory consultation. Letters were sent
twice to all households and the process was delayed as some households
had not received notification. Surely SBC is not following due legal process if
it does not consult again with all residents?

Government advice is to protect small rural schools from closure and where it
may be necessary to consider federation as an alternative. | suggested this in
my letter but it seems to have been ignored. Is there any legislation which
would oblige SBC to consider these points?

Federation with Westrop School would be a far cheaper and humane
alternative to closure. It would save the costs of redundancy/redeployment,
the educational disadvantages of disrupting children at both schools, the
increased traffic and the costs of building mobiles. If SBC prediction re birth
rate are right there would eventually be no children left at Northview say
within 2 to 3 years through natural movement and Westrop school could be
the main school with no additional cost of classrooms, disruption etc

| am very surprised to hear that SBC are preventing some teaching staff from
being involved in the statutory consultation. This is contrary to what they
originally said and in all published material to date. Surely it is contrary to
good HR practice and possibly illegal to attempt to gag employees in this
way?

Do you know of any charitable or campaigning organization which has
successfully campaigned against rural school closure which may be able to
offer advice?

| appreciate you can not be involved in SBC decisions but | am sure a letter
from you pointing out that all respondents were opposed to closure(see
cabinet minutes) and suggesting Federation as a viable alternative would be
appreciated. It would also be an indication that unlike our Conservative
councilors, 2 of whom could not even be bothered to turn up to the cabinet
meeting that you continue to listen to the views of local residents and are
concerned about the future of Highworth

Many thanks for all your help in this issue and all you have done in the past. We are so lucky
to have had you as our MP and | really appreciate your hard work for us all
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Best wishes

From: BENNETT, Anne [mailto:BENNETTAM@parliament.uk]
Sent: 27 November 2009 13:27

To: BENNETT, Anne

Subject: letter from Michael Wills MP

Northview Primary School
Our Ref:
NORTO01011/01090344

27 November 2009

Dear

Following receipt of an email from a parent, I am enclosing a copy of a letter I have
sent to the Director of Local Provision on your behalf and I will contact you as soon
as [ receive a reply.

I was also asked whether I had any influence upon who will be on the Cabinet panel
which decides the fate of Northview next February. I am afraid that this is a matter
for Swindon Borough Councillors to decide, and is not one in which I can interfere.
Moreover, this council is now so politically partisan that, on principle, they tend to
ignore anything 1 say, no matter how reasonable and non-political.

With regard to whether I will be able to attend the meeting, I am afraid that it is too
early to say whether parliamentary duties will tie me to Westminster, or whether I will
be able to attend. I will however put the date in my diary, and if I can, I will be there.

In the meantime, if you feel I can be of any further assistance, please do not hesitate
to contact me.

Yours sincerely

Michael Wills
MP for North Swindon



SECTION 5.2

Ian Bickerton

Director of Local Provision

Swindon Borough Council

ibickerton@swindon.gov.uk Our Ref:
NORT01011/01090344

27 November 2009

Dear lan
Re Northview Primary School

I have been contacted by a constituent who informs me that notices have gone up outside Northview
about the proposed closure but that a notice that was reported to have been put up by the main gate at
Westrop (which they believe is the only site most parents are likely to see such a notice) has now
disappeared.

I understand that this has been reported to your department, but as yet a replacement has not been put
up. Parents are concerned that this will mean that Westrop parents are not aware of the consultation
process and the timescale for responses. You will be aware of my concerns to ensure that the
consultation process is followed correctly and I should be grateful for your confirmation by return that
this notice has now been replaced.

Parents are also asking, in view of the fact the notice was missing, whether the consultation period
could be extended to allow any responses received late because of the missing notice to be included. I
should be grateful for your confirmation that you will extend the period as requested.

I was concerned to hear parents report that their efforts to arrange a joint meeting with parents from
Westrop to help better explain the proposals so that parents can understand and respond to them are
being undermined by officers. Further they tell me that the Head and Deputy Head at Northview have
both been told they cannot be involved in these meetings and the fight to keep the school open. I am
disturbed to hear this. For this consultation to be meaningful, parents need to understand what is
proposed, and I am therefore surprised that there should be any attempt to block efforts to facilitate
this. This decision to close Northview or to keep it open will have a huge impact on Highworth, and it
is important that local residents feel involved in making that decision, and understand the issues at
stake. Without it they will struggle as a community to accept and own the final decision, whatever it is.
I should therefore be grateful for your confirmation that there will be no further attempts to block these
meetings, and that should they wish to do so, you will allow the teachers of Northview to attend and
participate in the meetings.

I can only remind you of my repeated warnings that if this process is seen to be biased it will do great
damage to community relations in Highworth and the council will be culpable.

With best wishes
Yours sincerely

Michael Wills
MP for North Swindon
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From: Gillian Stephens On Behalf Of Ian Bickerton
Sent: 18 December 2009 16:27

To:

Subject: FW: SBC complaint re Northview.doc

Dear

Thank you again for your letter dated 13 December 2009. In responding to the issues raised
in your letter, | have used the same numbering as in your letter.

1. As regards your email of 29 September, | am able to confirm that this was made available
to Cabinet Members, along with all other consultation responses. The email you sent was
part of a consultation process that clearly stated that the Local Authority was very keen to
hear the views of people directly involved in the two Schools and of the local community on
the proposal and that these would be reported to Swindon's Cabinet. The consultation
brochure contained a target timescale that informed consultees of what would happen at the
different stages of the consultation and the response form also explained what would happen
to the responses received during the pre-statutory consultation.

2.a. The School Organisation (Establishment & Discontinuance of Schools) England 2007
Regulations state that proposals must be published in at least one newspaper circulated in
the area served by the school, posted at or near the main entrance to the school or, if there is
more than one entrance, all of them and posted in a conspicuous place in the areas served by
the school. The relevant DCSF guidance on that Regulation states that a Statutory Notice
containing specified information must be published in a local newspaper and also posted at
the main entrance to the school (or all the entrances if there is more than one entrance) and
at some other conspicuous place in the area served by the school (eg, the local Library,
Community Centre, Post Office, etc).

You will see from the above Regulations and guidance that, in addition to publishing the
Notice in a newspaper and at the school, the other requirement is only to publish the Notice in
"a conspicuous place". In practice, the Local Authority went beyond that duty in publishing
the Notice in the Highworth Library, the Rec and the Council offices. The Notice was placed
in a conspicuous place, namely, a noticeboard in those buildings. The Local Authority,
therefore, has complied with the Regulations and guidance. My previous reply referred to
display at Council offices and did not refer to the Highworth Town Council offices. The
Swindon Borough Council offices where notices were published were the Civic Offices and
the offices of the Children Services Directorate at Sanford House.

When the Academy/Headlands consultation was carried out, letters were sent only to local
households at the pre-statutory consultation stage and not after publication of notices.

2.b.c.d. A substantial level of information was provided to Cabinet to make a decision to
proceed with statutory proposals. The above Regulations and guidance do not set out any
specific requirements as to the information to be provided to Cabinet following a pre-statutory
consultation.

The Regulations and guidance do set out specific factors that must be considered by the
Cabinet Panel when it makes its final decision on the proposals, following the period of
publication of the statutory proposals. The factors to be considered are as follows:

The effect on standards and school improvement;
The need for places;

The impact on the community and travel,
Community cohesion and race equality;

Travel and accessibility for all;

Equal opportunities issues;
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Rural schools and site;

Specific age provision issues;

Special Educational Needs provision;

Other issues, such as views of interested parties.

| can confirm that a report covering all of these issues and budget implications will be
provided to the Cabinet Panel at least one week before their decision and that report will be
available at the same time for access by any member of the public. The Cabinet Panel will, |
am sure, carefully consider before reaching a decision all the above factors, including any
representations made by any person during the statutory representation period.

The Council does not agree to withdraw the published notices as, for the reasons set out
above at 2a, we are satisfied that it has complied with the relevant Regulations.

| hope this information is useful.

Yours sincerely
lan Bickerton

lan Bickerton

Director, Access & Provision
Cluster Lead, North Central
Swindon Borough Council

Tel: 01793 465724

Email: ibickerton@swindon.gov.uk

From: Ian Bickerton

Sent: 14 December 2009 08:32

To:

Subject: RE: SBC complaint re Northview.doc

Dear

Thank you for your Email dated 13 December, and | will respond as soon as |
can.

lan Bickerton

Director, Access & Provision - Children Services
North Central Cluster Lead

Swindon Borough Council

Tel: 01793 465724

Email: ibickerton@swindon.gov.uk

If you wish to receive a response by email, please be aware that emails that
you send to us and those that we may send to you are not secure - external
emails can be intercepted. If you would prefer a response by post, please
send an email to confirm this.


mailto:ibickerton@swindon.gov.uk
mailto:ibickerton@swindon.gov.uk
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From:

Sent: 13 December 2009 22:55

To: Ian Bickerton

Subject: SBC complaint re Northview.doc
Importance: High

Dear Mr. Bickerton

Please find enclosed a formal complaint about procedures in relation to the proposed closure
of Northview Primary School. Hard copy to follow.

Please note that | have also requested the withdrawal or reissue and extension of response
date of formal notices re proposed closure on the grounds that you have breached Statutory
Regulations by failing to display these notices in a prominent place in the community. In view
of the fact that the current closure date for objections is 18 12 09 | would be grateful for your
attention to this as a matter of urgency.

| look forward to hearing from you

Yours sincerely

Thanks lan,

At last an acceptance that the impact of the threat of closure on numbers although the
response in the minute does not in any way agree with the response to my question in the
public session before the meeting, and is not the response given at any other time during
formal and informal questions at any other stage of the process by Member or Officers.

I look forward to SBC’s response to the community in the light of overwhelming objection to
the closure of Northview and expansion of Westrop from all sides.

| do appreciate the time taken to respond and wish you all well in this festive season.

| will applaud Swindon’s response to the weather in comparison to my exciting journeys
through Hampshire this week.

Regards
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From: Gillian Stephens On Behalf Of Ian Bickerton
Sent: 23 December 2009 09:12

To:

Cc: Roderick Bluh; Gareth Cheal

Subject: FW: Response to Statutory Consultation

Dear Mr

Thank you for your email dated 16 December to Gareth Cheal. | will ensure that this is taken
into account as part of the statutory consultation on the proposed school reorganisation in
Highworth.

The two reports that were considered by Cabinet in May and October 2009 tried objectively
and fairly to set out the position, particularly regarding the reduction in Primary pupil numbers
across Highworth. The report to Cabinet in May included information about the standards at
Northview Primary School over recent years and the significant level of support that had been
provided to the School by the Local Authority over this period. Appendix 1 in both reports
sets out the reduction in pupil numbers at Northview but also highlights the forecast decrease
in pupil numbers in Highworth as a whole during the coming years. As will be seen from this
Appendix, there are currently overall four forms of entry at Primary level in the schools in
Highworth but there will soon be a demand for less than three forms of entry.

As | am sure you are aware, legally, parents have a right to express a preference for any
school and, if there are places available, to be offered that school. Unfortunately, a number of
parents have chosen not to send their children to Northview Primary School, even though
over the last few years standards at the School have been good, generally in line with or
above national averages. This trend started well in advance of the consultation that we have
carried out on the proposed school reorganisation - for example, there was only one first
preference expressed for Northview Primary School at the closing date for parents for Primary
applications in November 2008. However, it may well be the case that, as a result of the
consultation process on the proposed closure, the number of pupils at the School has
declined further. This was acknowledged by Clir Perkins at the Cabinet meeting in October,
when the following was minuted: "He recognised that the problems of the School in the past
and the current proposals had impacted on the popularity of the School with parents.....".

The final decision on the proposed school reorganisation, including the proposed closure of
Northview Primary School, will be taken at a Cabinet Panel meeting on 3 February 2010.
Again, the information provided for the Panel will be comprehensive and objective and

will include the response to the statutory consultation. | am sure that the Cabinet Panel in
reaching their decision will wish to take account of all the views expressed, as well as a range
of other information.

| hope that you find this information useful.

Yours sincerely
lan Bickerton

lan Bickerton

Director, Access & Provision
Cluster Lead, North Central
Swindon Borough Council

Tel: 01793 465724

Email: ibickerton@swindon.gov.uk
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From:

Sent: 16 December 2009 13:08

To: Gareth Cheal

Cc: Roderick Bluh

Subject: Response to Statutory Consultation

Response to Statutory Consultation
Northview/Westrop Schools, Highworth
From

To: Mr Gareth Cheal

Swindon Borough Council

Sanford House

Sanford Street

Swindon

SN1 1QH

Tick | am against Swindon Borough Council’s proposals to close Northview
Primary School and to expand Westrop Primary School by 105 places (15 in
each year group), with the possibility of using the Northview site for year 5
and 6 pupils from both Westrop and Northview.

No Tick Fsupp vindon-B ouneil’

My reasons are: (please continue overleaf if necessary)

SBC has directed the transfer of children from Northview over the past 3 years through scant
support and planting of rumours.

Although this is understandably denied the facts presented to the Cabinet meetings highlight that
what sum may see as social engineering on a grand scale has taken place in Highworth affecting
the pupils of Northview. The charts of roll numbers presented at the 2 cabinet meetings show that
Northview was a well performing school with good academic attainment up to 2005/6. There was
also the start of an equitable reduction in roll numbers across all schools. Since this time child
transfers away from Northview and a reduction in pupil applicants to join the school has been
seen. The difference in 6 months data in the 2 reports submitted to Cabinet are clear in that they
categorically show during the Pre-consultation that there has been a big swing down in roll
numbers at Northview. This cannot be due to catchment birth changes when you deal with intakes
for years where children are already born! Clir Perkins either lied or was ignorant to the facts when
his oral evidence stated that this was purely as a reduction in pupil numbers in catchment. This
was total denial of the councils own statistical evidence that pupils were leaving Northview
because of, originally the fear of closure and since December 2008 officer confirmation of the
councils preference for closure. The Cabinet has been remiss in not debating and taking Clir
Perkins to task in his inability to factually report on an issue which is affecting children, staff and
community. He was also unable to comment on all the transfers approved by his department -
there is a fact based question to which an accurate response would prove why numbers have
declined at Northview. This has been ignored as not relevant by Member and officers in their
reports and in response to questions. Again this is unacceptable and it is disappointing that
Cabinet should vote on the basis of incorrect explanation of the report before them on 2 occasions.

There are numerous other reasons why the school should not close but the fundamental objection
is because SBC have warped an equitable reduction in roll numbers across all schools to
manipulate the closure of Northview. Demographic statistics prove this, investments in the other
schools prove this, and temporary fixes only to staff issues at Northview prove this.

Add to this a distorted catchment plan for Highworth to slant demographics in favour of the other
schools, no consistent or senior representation for Northview School on steering groups, basic
transport and safety issues, and public health/community issues there seems to be a total
disregard of what Highworth thinks about the councils plans because the council has already made
up its mind.

An observation on the Public Meetings, Statutory Pre-consultation, and Formal consultation is that
all of this has been undertaken with a weighting towards closure — surely the consultation should
have been about all options and not just what the council wanted to happen. On this basis all steps
of the consultation have been flawed because Officers advised the public at the informal public
meetings that ‘their recommendation would be to close Northview’ ahead of any the pre-statutory
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or statutory stages, the whole process could be liable to legal challenge on process grounds.
Again | reiterate that the reports to Cabinet show that the approach by Officers drove children out
of Northview yet the cause and effect of the councils actions has been blatantly overlooked in their
own chambers due to ClIr Perkins inaccurate oral evidence.

If all schools in Highworth had been treated evenly and equitably this matter would not be before
the council at all.

The damage done by the council to Northview may now be irretrievable but whatever happens
there should be internal repercussions within the council for what has been done to children, staff
and residents.

Please do not close Northview School.

| do request a formal written, response to this response as no satisfactory explanation of Member
or Officer actions has been provided to date.

Signature......

Please note that responses must be received by 18t December 2009 at the latest
In order to save postage and avoid postal disruption you may drop this form in at
Northview School and the office will forward it to SBC using the internal mail
system.
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131209

Formal complaint re SBC procedure in relation to Statutory
Consultation on proposals to close Northview Pritiary School
Highworth and officer reports to Cabinet

Request for Statutory Consultation Notices to be withdrawn or
reissued due to failure to post in a prominent place contrary to
statutory regulations

CcC
Mr G Jones Chief Executive Swinden Borough Council
Rt. Hon Michael Wills MP

Dear Mr Bickerion

I wish to make a formal complaint about SBC procedure in selation to the proposed
dlosure of Northview Primary School Highworth. The reasons for my complaint are as
followes:

1. Failure to acknowledge my email of 20 9 09 to Ms T Outhwaite (copy
attached) about proposals to close Northview school, contrary to SBC
procedures. As a result of this faiture I do not know whether my comments
were over included in the list of objections which were made available to
Cabinet Members

9. Failure to fully comply with DFES Statutory Regulations: The School
Organisation (Establishment and Discontinuance of Schools) England 2007
pariicularly in relation fo:

a. Failure to display notices in a prominent place in the area served by the
comumunity, contrary to statutory regulations. In your recent email on my
behalf to Michael Wills MP you stated that notices had been displayed in The
Rec, Highworth library and the Town Council Office. This is untrue. No
notice has been displayed in the window of the Town Council office in
Gilberts Alley where all other public notices are displayed including SBC ones.
Notices are displayed at the library and The Rec but these are not obvious or
prominent and you would have to be making a special visit and an eftort to
look at the notice boards to see them
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This failure to properly display notices is very significant and denies the over 2000
local objectors their last chance to have their say before a decision is made. I only
knew about this stage in proposals fortuitously because 1 had previously written to
Michael Wills and he copied me into an email. [ know of several other people who are
in a similar position and who did.not know that the proposed closure had got to such
an advanced stage including parents.

This failure to communicate and inform local residents is surprising considering that

previous information was good and letters were sent to all local households, Letters
were also sent twice to local households when there was a similar proposal to close
Headland school and 1 am at a loss to understand why the same procedure was not
followed in this case.

b. Failure to fully provide evidence of impact of proposals on standards,
diversity and quality of education in the area affected, conirary fo Statutory
Regulations. You have published an Equality Impact Assessment but you
have not addressed standards or quality of education for current and future
Northview area pupils. I believe that if proposed closure goes ahead ECM
outcomes (Children Act 2004) will be adversely affected as follows:

s Be healthy — pupils more likely to be driven to school affecting
obesity, Changing schools having a negative affect on mental health
particularly of vulnerable children, especially at a time when mental
health difficulties in children are increasing

® Stay safe — children walking exposed to car fumes, dangerous road
crossing and ho budget identified for proposed mitigating measures

» Enjoy and achieve — likely adverse affect on standards of children
forced out of small clagses and/or moved in to mixed age groups

e Malke a positive contribution — creating a “them and us” attitude in
the community with one area perceived as better than the other. Issues
of integration of Northview children in fo a well established school.

* Achieve economic well being — likely adverse outcomes as indicated
above impacting on future performance, especially bearing in mind
that Northview pupils have a higher than average number receiving
free school meals (FSM) and are therefore the most economically
disadvantaged. These children will be most adversely affected by any
imposed change and least likely to have resilience factors to
compensate for the risks factors they already have.

¢. Failure to provide evidence of Special Educational Needs of children affected
contrary to Statutory Regulations. As you will be aware, Northview pupils
have a higher than average number of pupils with SEN. By fhiling to mention
this in your report to Cabinet members you have not only breached Statutory
regulafions but denied members the opportunity to be fully informed and to
consider the particularly adverse affect a move will have on these pupils

d. Failure to provide full evidence of impact on community and failure to have
any substantive budget or properly worked out plans for measures to mititate
against these contrary to Statutory Regulations. In your Equality Impact
assessment you state that the closure of Northview will primarily affect the
local catchment area and will in part be compensated for by the Children’s
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Centre at Westrop School. This is disingenuous. As you are well aware, the
Children’s Centre is for the whole of Highworth and it is available to all
families whether Northview closes or not.

Furthermore the clogure of Northview will -affect: local childminders who are
already losing business, our local shop, patients and people wishing to access the
surgery and police station becamse of traffic congestion, local residents in
surrounding areas to Westrop if traffic regulations are enforced, all current and
future residents because of the likely affect on house prices throughout the town
because of fhe closure of a local school and all commuters in and out of
Highworth because of increased traffic, None of this is mentioned in your report.

My estimates of the costs of closure of Northview are £249K using figures
quoted in your reports. These costs exclude redundancy, site security, site
maintenance, change of use and any future planning regulations for Northview.
You have acknowledged that you have no identified budget for traffic
management or improving road safety.

You are therefore asking Cabinet members to make a final and permanent
decigion about the future of all Highworth children without the full facts in front
of them, without a fully costed budget, without considering the impact on the
whole community of Highworth, without having any fully thought out proposals
for future use of Northview site and where you have breached Statutory
Regulations in four significant areas. I think this is completely unacceptable,
hence my complain.

Tn view of the fact that you have also failed to publish notices in a prominent place
in the community I am also formally asking you to withdraw these notices or
reissue them in a more appropriate manner and extend the deadline for
consuttation by a further 6 weeks

T look forward to hearing from you

Yours sincerely
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| am against Swindon Borough Council's proposals to close Northview Primary
schoo! and to expand Westrop Primary school by 105 plages, with the possibility of
using the Northview site for year 5 and & pupils from both Westrop and Northview.
My reasons are:

+ The reasons in my original response sfiil stand — copy attached. 1 n particutar SBC
has dismissed {oo readily alternatives to closure, especially federation and has
presented biased and incomplete advice to Cabinet members. It has failed to point
out that that the reasons for Northviews relative unpopularity compared to the other
Highworth schools are temperary and historical under the leadership of the previous
Head wha is leaving, and that it now has an excellent OFSTED report - July 09 K
has also failed to point out that there will still be demand for school places from
across Highworth and in paiticular from the Northview catchment area. The reason
the other Heads are in favour of the proposals unlike 99% of all other respondentis is
that they want more than their fairshare of pupils as this affects the funding a school
gets and ultimately their salary.

18/12/2009
Page 2 of 3

« SBC has failed to carry out the final stage of the Statutory Consultation in an
appropriate manner and has breached Statutory Regulations re the closure of schools
2007. | have made a formal complaint about this — copy attached. In particular SBC
has falled o publish notices in a prominent place in Highwarth, depriving local
residents of their final chance to comment on proposals, has faifed to publish the
number of children with SEN who would be affected, has presented a biased and
incomplete Equality impact Assessment and has no costed budget for the minimum
£249K these proposals would cost.

+ SBC has failed to demonstrate that closure of Northview and expansion of Westrop is
in the educational interests of pupils in the area. [ have provided clear evidence to the
contrary in my formal complaint and shown how children would do worse on every
ECM outcome

s | have formally requested that Cabinet members consider Federation at least in the
short term as a pragmatic and cost efficient measure of dealing with falling numbers
which would lead to minimal if any additional costs and give an opportunity to see
whether falling pupil numbers do in fact materialise. This approach has been
supported by Michael Wills MP in email correspondence with lan Bickerion.

« Unfortunately this request has been refused without any good reason and [ have been
advised that SBC will not consider any amendments. SBC have therefore clearly
demonstrated that they have not listened to the wishes of local people, that they have
not planned with forethought and that they are cavalier about breaching Statutory
Guidance. They must be well aware that if they continue in this vein there is a real
possibility of legal action and application for Judicial Review. | would therefare
strongly urge Cabinet members to reject both current proposals and to think seriously
again about alternatives. DFES Guidance clearly states that rural primary schools
should only be closed when all other alternatives have been fully explored and where
closure can be demonstrated to be in the best interests of children concernad.

« Neither has been demonsirated in this case. Highworth’s children and future
generations have only one chance. | urge members to {ake a considered view and
vote against these proposals
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Mr Heal

T understand that a second public consultation is now underway into Swindon Borough
Council's proposed closure of Northview School,

This seems {o be an ill-conceived proposal and I would like to register my opposition.

T have already signed a petition (earlier this year) and would like to make the following
points:

« T appears that Westrop school will not have sufficient capacity to accommodate the
children who currently attend Northview school; what provision will be put in place
to resolve this?

 The school building at Northview is in excellent condition and it's a waste to demolish
it.

s Tt's not clear what will happen to the "redundant" site at Northview - is it likely to be
left derelict (for example as the hospital site at Wroughton was for some considerable
time) as this is unsatisfactory for local residents and T don't beligve it's what the
commumity in Highworth wants.

« A split-site school appears to have been proposed - having children move schools an
exira time during primary education will be detrimental - it's an established fact that
changing schools sets children's learning back several months.

« Have futurc pupil numbers been projected and taken into account - especially in view
of the growing number of children travelling from north Swindon to attend Highworth
schools? (Perhaps formal action in making it easier for these children to get to school
in Highworth (such as better subsidised transport arrangements) could help?)
Warneford school's repatation in this region has resulted in familics outside
Highworth looking for primary "feeder school" facilities in Highworth to ensure their
children can go to Warneford and closing Northview school could impact on
Warneford pupil numbers too.

» It doesn’t make sense for children o be crossing the main Highworth to Lechlade road
to attend a school on the "wrong" side of this busy and dangerous road. A pedestrian
crossing is unlikely to make this any safer given the lack of care many drivers show at
such crossings and a bridge/underpass isn't feasible.

+ Have the views of the parents of pupils at both schools been taken into consideration?

1 look forward to your comments.
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Dear Sir
Re: The new consultation on the closure of Northview School.

I'm led to believe that this Consultation is the "Statutory” Consultation where as the previous
Comsultation was just festing the temperature of the bath water and any views, objections or valid
corments put forward by the affected people will be disregarded unless submltted again to the
Statutory Consultation for consideration.

As my views have not changed since the original Consultation I am attaching a copy of my original
submussion for consideration by the new Stafutory Consultation.

I also gather that a number of ideas liave been proposed by the Council for the use of Northview if,
despile the objections of the majority of the people in Highworth, closure takes place. From what 1
have seen of them they are going to result in addition expenditure, rather than reduce it and possible
put some of the youngest of the school pupils lives at risk.

Yours sincerely

Submission to the Pre Statntory Consulfation
1 disagree with this proposal for the following reasons.

1)yThis will result in a poorer education for the children of both schools,Only the most experience of
teachers are capable of handling mixzed ability, mixed aged and overcrowded classes.

2)Congestion and Road Safety

Congestion around the entrance to Wastrop School is already bad at start and end of the school day.
The proposed measure will only exasperate this as no responsible parent from the far East side of
Highworth will allow a child of 5 to walk to and frem school having to cross a main road,at times in
the dark and poor weather. The traffic on the A361 will also be grossly effected as parents aitempt to
torn into or out of Station Road or St Michael's Avenue. This will cause tail backs both up and down
the hill. This will result in the type of accidents which ocewrred in Highworth during the summers of
the 1970's when the A361 was a designated Holiday Route. Putting extra pedestrian crossing on the
hill will only exasperate this,

Traffic, particularly from the Industrial Estate to the North of Highworth will then start using
Roundhills Mead Road as a rat run causing increased congestion at its junction with Brewery St &
High Street and the Brewery St Swindon Road Roundabout.

A large No of Highworth children have jo cross Brewery Street when going to the schools to the
South of the town, deaths have already occurred, can we afford more just to save a few £'s on the
Education Budget.

3) Econoinics.

There will be shert term saving if this proposal is adopied, but only to the Education Budget.

The required outlay to improve safe access to Westrop school for children from East Highworth and
to the other schools in addition to the modifications required to the road junctions to reduce
congestion will far out way this.

Also the outlay on the maintenance of the empty North View School will reduce any saving. If the
site is sold what will happen to it. If housing is built this will result in more children. Turning it into
a satellite 6th fortn College will require expensive modifications to the building as it was deigned
initially for smal! children, not 6 foot plus teenagers.

The young population of Highworth is static at the moment but it will increase once again in the
fature as the parents of children who filled the schools in the 80s and 90s retire and sell their homes

10/12/2009
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To: Mr Gareth Cheal
Swindon Borough Council
Sanford House

Sanford Sireet

Swindon

SN1 1QH

| am against Swindon Borough Gouncil's proposals to close Northview Primary School and to expand
Westrop Primary School by 105 plages (15 in each year group), with the possibility of using the
Morthview site for year § and 6 pupils from both Westrop and Northview.

My reasons are: .

My son starts school next September and ['d love for him to attend Westrop Primary School as do/did my
neice and nephew but | have major concerns regarding class sizes stc and the attention each individual pupil
will recaive. The school simply isn't big enough and I've read somewhere that you would need to use up
some of the playing field to accommodate mobile classrooms, | had the unfortunate honour of being in a
mabile classroorm when 1 was a chiid and they simply aren’t comfortable, in winter freezing and in summer
absoluiely bailing | wouid hate for my Son to have to go through this. | also think it will be a real shame to eat
up more of the playing field as in recent months sotme of the [and has been usad up by the new Childrens
Certre.

My Son's education is obviously very important io me and ! think you jeopordise the education he will receive

by expanding Westrop class sizes which obviously makes me vary concerned and because of this | object ko
the above proposal.

Dear Sir

I am against Swindon Boraugh Council's proposals to close Morthview Primary School and to
axpand Westrop Primary school by 105 places (15 in each year group}, with the possibility of
using the Morthview site for year 5and 6 pupils from both Westrop and Northview.

My reasons are:

Children watking to school will have to cross a busy maln road and this will cause parents who
live near Northview school to drive their children to Westrop causing major traffic congestion.

Also is is very short sighted - it would be better to build up Northview School agaln for the local
area to use and to attract childen from outside the area as it used ta, Northview was ance a
centre of excellance "a beacon school" and could be again. It used to attract children from a
wide area and as there are shortages of school places in central Swindon the excellent school
building and grounds could be properly utilised by those who need goed schoo!l places.

Highworth needs Lo attract young families in order to stay vibrant and alive and having good
schools in the area Is vital.

Please re-constder your intentions to close this valuahle school.
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Dear Sir
Re: The new consultation on the closure of Northview School.

I'm led to believe that this Consultation is the "Statutory" Consuitation where as the previous
Consultation was just testing the temperature of the bath water and any views, objeciions or valid
comments put forward by the affected people will be disregarded uniess submitted again to the
Statutory Consultation for consideration.

As my views have not changed since the original Consultation I am aftaching a copy of my original
submission for consideration by the new Statitory Consultation,

I also gather that a number of ideas have been proposed by the Council for the use of Northview if,
despite the objections of the mejority of the people in Highworth, closure talces place. From what I
have seen of them they are going to result in addition expenditure, rather than reduce it and possibls
put some of the youngest of the school pupils lives at risk,

Yours sincerely

Submission to the Pre Statutory Consuliation
T disagree with this proposal for the following reasons.

1)This will result in a poorer education for the children of both schools.Only the most experience of
teachers are capable of handling mixed ability, mixed aged and overcrowded classes.

2)Congestion and Road Safety

Congestion around the entrance to Westrop School is already bad at start and end of the school day.
The proposed measure will only exasperate this as no responsible parent from the far East side 6f
Highworth will allow a child of 5 to walk to and from school having to cross a main road,at times in
the dark and poor weather, The tratfic on the A361 will also be grossly effected as parents attempt to
turn into or out of Station Road or St Michael's Avenue. This will cause tail backs both up and down
the hill. This will result in the type of accidents which oceured in Highworth dming the summers of
ihe 1070's when the A361 was a designated Holiday Route, Putting exira pedestrian crossing on the
Till will only exasperate this.

Traffic, particularly from the Industrial Estate to the North of Hi ghworth will then start using
Roundhills Mead Road as 2 rat run causing increased congestion at its junction with Brewery St&
High Sireet and the Brewery St Swindon Road Roundabout.

A large No of Highworth children have to cross Brewery Street when going to the schools {o the
Sonth of the town, deaths have already ocewrred, can we afford more just to save a few £'s on the
Education Budget.

3) Economics.

“There will be short term saving if this proposal is adopted, but only to the Education Budget.

The required outiay to improve safe access to Westrop school for children from Bast ighworth and
to the other schools in addition to the modifications required to the road junctions to reduce
congestion will far out way this.

Also the outlay on the maintenance of the empty North View School will reduce any saving,. Ifthe
site is sold what will happen to it. If housing is built this will result in more children. Turning it into
a satellite 6th form College will require expensive modifications to the building as it was deigned
initially for small children, not & foot plus teenagers.

The young population of Highwarth is static at the moment but it will increase once again in the
future as the parents of children who filled the schools in the §0s and 90s retire and sell their homes

(0/12/2009
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on to young families. Couples who have put on hold having a family will as the economic situation
mmproves and a they get older will have children.

To: Gareth Cheal
Subject: Response o Statutery Consultation Northview / Westrop Schools Highworth

Dear M Cheal,

T'n writing to respond to the Statutory consultation about the closure of Northview School in
Highworth.

I am against Swindon Borough Councils proposals in this matter. My reasons are:

o Road safety, additional children needing to cross the busy A361 will mean additjonal risks to
them and other road users.

» Lack of transparency of how new parking restrictions in Newbugh place will work, The
cutrent resirictions do not seem to be enforced, despile the proximity of the police station
(usually empty though) and additional numbers arriving /leaving during the schoal run will
make doctor's around those times something o be avoided.

+ Lack of transparency around the fate of the Northview site,

Finally, I must protest that Swindon borough Council have not widely publicised this consultation. 1
heard only from a leaflet delivered to my house today, apparently you posted four notices for the
whole of Highworth which may stricfly speaking meet your legal obligations but is hardly what 1
would call transparent government. Such actions only serve to fuel suspicions as to the true motives
and plans of the council for the Northview site.
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Ta
Mr Gareth Cheal
Sulndon Boroigh Council
Sandford Houge

Sanfoxd Skreet

Swind

SN1 1OR

I ap AGAINST gwindon Borough Councll's proposals ko close Northview Primary School and Lo expand Hestrop Primary Scheol by 105 places {15 in
each year grovpl, with the possibility of using the Horthview site [or yesr 5 ond § puplip fxem both Westrop and Horthwigs .. .

Ky Teasons arei-
kY
Ab ROAD SAFETY / AVOIDING VAAFFIC JANS ON A36L

HMost ofF the children going to Worthwiew live on the East of the A361, and would hava to ¢ross the AJ6L to get to Westrop.
This ¢reates twe problems:-—

1) Road Safety. Risk of a young child walking between home & school being injozed by a car on the AJSL |They aften exceed the speed Hinii
on sactions where children are llxely to cross).

2) Traific gridigek at A361/St Michesls Avemus junction and A361/8ration Read Junction. It is bighly likely that there will be a
significant incresse in parents driving their childran to school im the morning, rather than lettiog tham walk to schacl. The majority of
these cars will be travelling South on the A361, 3and turning right into St Wicheals Avenue or Station Road. Because of the volune of
traffic heading NHorth on the A36L at this time, it will xean that cars krying to turn right into one of thesc kuo roads will have to wait for
the traffle lights to change to red before they can cross. This means that all the cars on the A361 southbound will have te walt for the
car to turn right before they cam reach tbe traffic lights. I bave already experianced this prohlem on a nurber of occasicns, where the
Southbound traffic is statiomary when the 1ights are green, bscause thay can't get passed cars turning right into these two Toads. Then
after the car has turned right, about 4 or 5 ears get to the traffic lights vefore the next car turning right blocks the traffic Por a
forther eyche of the trafflc lights. The voluma of cara doing this between 08:30 & 09:00 Wil iacrease signiflcantly on bad veather days.
This Erustration will distract drivara, so they are lass lightly ko see 2 small phild trying to cross between these stationary vehicles.

If this elosure does do ahead, I strongly cecanmend that s No Rlght Yurn at peak traffic houxs is Introduced from the AJS]l Southbownd and
these tio raads.

{Dvivers can turn right dows Grove ill, but this ls a vecy long way round, and they will only do this Lf they ace not allowed to use the
shortar route).

One dawnside of routing all thic traffic for Westrop school via Grave Hill, 1s that it will make it moce Dangecous for the existing Mentcop
Children to cross St Micheals Avenue.

BY CLASS SEZES v SAVINGS

with smaller class slzes, children get a betker education. Why do yon wank to compromise children’s educstion by enlarging class gizes
ahove those that Westrop was designed fou. How are the extza children going te he crammed into the classroomg at Westrop?  Are you
planniag to move all the iotornal walls to creats fauar. but larger classrooms? How wuch will this building altecatficn casc? Hill you ke
employing more teaching assiskanl’s to help thc teachsr's manage the larger classes?

If you aze still planning £o "averfiow' onto the Northvlew site, what are the actual savings, since you #ill skill need to heat / Light &
Haintain the same amount of buildinga. 1 understand that Northview has just bad a kitchen installed, and it fs a far newer puilding than
Hestrop, so this should be cheaper to maintain and can offer meals that Westrep can't offer,

€l NNAT ARE TIE OPTIONS YOR THE NOTHVIEW STTE
As stated above, Lf you plan to still use the site as an "Ovezflow®, how much will all this digruption save?

1f you are nok planning €o keep Northview gpen for years 5 & 6; what will you do with tha site? IC can't ba wsed for commercial purposas,
because the road access is oot spitsble. IF ik Is maintained as a cofmunity hall (the next best use if the school clomes complebely) how
much will the council save by khe closure of the school?

If it is sold For housing, it is likely to attract young families, which in turn will averload WestIop with cven more children to aducate.

D} HOR MUCR WILL IT COST EVFRY PATZPAYER IN HIGHWORTH TO KEEP WESTROP & NOSTHVIRW OPELN

From the points abowa, I don't think therz will be that ruch to be saved Dy making the proposéd change. Rather than keep cutking back, and
raducing standacds, why can’t you consider increasing the comaunity charge for Wighworth residents io allaw the schools Eo continue as they
are, delivering a goad education to snall class gizes.

If the children get more 1 ba 1 akiention fram the tsacbers, they are less liksly to "drop out® and cause problems Lo the peeple of Righworth
im later life. Less vandalism, Gue to belter education, can reduce the comsunity charge; which should balence things out over the years.

Sent: 18 December 2009 16:36
To: Gareth Cheal
Subject; Northview/Westrop Schools

Sir

WE are against the proposals to close Northview School and enlarge Westrop School for the
following reasons

There will be increased traffic in the Newburgh Place area that is already congested. The current
parking restrictions are ignored unless a parking warden is present. Parking for the Doctors
surgery is difficult now at school start and finish times with the extra traffic it will hecome
impossible.

Ex[tJra traffic at the already difficult St Michaels Road/ A361 junction causing further congestion on
the roads as will the extra use of the pelican crossing with the increased use of children needing
to cross the

A361 .
The current Westrop site is not large enough to accomadate an exira 105 Children




Sent: 18 Dacember 2009 16:35
To: Gareth Cheal
Subject: Highworth Schools Constitations Responses

Dear Mr Cheal,
Kinlly note the folowing a5 my responses to the current twa consultations ooh'céming Highwdriﬁ Schools,

1} 1 do ot steport the proposal o expand Westrap Primary Sehool by 105 places. My princpal
reasons for opposing {his praposal are a) the absence of crecible plans to explaln hot the
infrastruchure of the curment school would be able to accommodate the proposed pupll numbers, and
what adaptaions or addifons would be Underlaken, and b) that the demographic evidence presented
fo the Swindon Borouugh Couneil Cabinet doss not demonsiate a demant for the proposed
expansion and hence the zddifional costs of expansion would be wasted rescurces hat could be
better applied elsemhera,

2) I donot support the proposal to close Norfhviaw Primary School, My principel reasons for opposing
this proposal are &) that the fivancial case prasented n support of he proposal under-reports te
costs that would b ingurred in other deparimental budgets outside Educafion and does not represent
good value for money when taken across the entre Counclbudget, b) that there are no realistic
proposals fom Wesirop Schoal to quarantee the canfiuing provision of e same or befter standard
of education for he chidran curmently at Northview Schoal; and c) that inadequate attention has been
given fo addressing the addiional risks to th safety of chidren thal would be presented fthe
oroposal were o be put info pracics.

Please acknowladge receipt of these respanses.
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Councillor Peter Greenhalgh
Cabinet Member
Swindon Borough Council

Dear Councillor Greenhalgh

Comments attached to Pre-statutory consultation response form regarding
the proposal to close Northview Primary School and expansion of Westrop
Primary School from Sept 2010.

| object to the proposal based on the following grounds:

Strategic Planning
Northview was constructed In 1985 and within in 24 years you plan to close and

demolish the school. The maintenance costs comparison between Westrop built many
years earlier (1960's) with its historic flat roof compared to Northview with a pitched
roof- your asset management philosophy seems rather distorted and myopic.

Management

You have destroyed Northview by blighting it with closure and allowing poor
management to continue instead of intervention and dealing with its problems. This
would allow it to re-establish itseif and grow once more attracting children from out of
County and Swindon based on its excellent facilities and once outstanding educational
reputation. This can be re established if the educational department were to support it.

Population Predictions

The population is not getting any smaller and whilst the shert term birth rate may he in
a dip it is no basis to assume a trend. 1t does not take into account migratory
movements in population or the long term view of community assets and the changing
needs of education. It is sensible to take a long term view and retain the school and
integrate a play group such as Verda Play Group into the site providing multi use facility
and feeder to the school.

1of2
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Traffic Management and Road Crossing

Pre dating the construction of Northivew the dangers of crossing the A361 were well
known to residents. During the construction of Sevenfields when children were
expected to cross the road to get to Waestrop, the council proposed to construct a
bridge as the only safe route across the A361. This being raquired following 3 serious
accidents, 2 resulting in death of Jufia Randel outside St Micheals Hall aged 13 and one
opposite Sevenfields of a 3yr old crossing the road to his brother. The third was Neil
Kennedy who was 12 when he was knocled down and still remains in his wheelchair
and known to me.

Traffic volumes and speeds have increased.

You are now proposing to force children of a very tender age with unpredictable
behaviour to cross the same road. A zebra crossing is inappropriate and a safe crossing
ie bridge / underpass is the only acceptable alternative. | do not believe any risk
assessment would stand up in court allowing either a zebra crossing or pelican crossing
as an acceptable method of crossing this road by under 11 year old school children.
You have a duty of care as public servants to protect vulnerable children from imported
risk.

The obvious solution is to maintain Northview thus removing the children from having
to cross the A road to get to school.

An unwanted result of slowing the traffic on the A361 is to use the Roundhills Mead as a
rat run therefore placing at risk children crossing opposite the co-op to Warneford and
Southfields. So many near misses have already occurred as with minor injuries involving
children.

You have a duty of care to protect children and pedestrians if your proposal results in a
road traffic accident / death this could be tantamount to Corporate Manslaughter,

Yours sincerely

20f2
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Subject: Proposed closure of Northview School in Highwarth
Dear Mr Cheal

I have recently received a flyer through my door which has highlighted some concerns I have over
the proposed closure of Northview school.

1 chose to send my child to Westrop Primary school due to it's location as it is a 10 minute walk from
my house. I now hear rumours that should Northview close, some of the pupils from Westrop will be
relocated to Northview such as Years 5 & 6. T have another child who will be attending Westrop in
the next couple of years and I am not at all happy at the {hought of having to collect one child from
Westrop and then having to travel over the other side of Highworth to collect my second child. This
completely defeats the object of choosing Westrop in the first place, If you are still going to use the
school to provide education then why not leave Northview as it is! My son is very happy at Westrop
and receives an excellent standard of education. Why disrupt his final years at this school?

T also have concerns over the safety of children crossing an extremely busy main road. If Northview
does close are the council going to put measures in place to safeguard the children?

1 don't feel enough consideration has been given to the disruption this will cause to parents, pupils
and the general community in Highworth if this school should close.

I am surc these points have been made by many other residents in Tighworth and hope that they will
be seriously considered at the next consuitation.

Kind regards
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Sent: 15 December 2009 14:45 i
To: Gareth Cheal
Subject: Keep Northview Schooi Open

As previously notified, I believe that schools should be kept open as to close them will limit
availability of school places in future and change the demographics of the area - in this case,
Highworth - which will move towards becoming ‘an old people's town' and eventually cease to have
the Facilities that are currently available in this lovely community.

Families, with limited choice of schools, may well chose to move from the arsa and, once the
recession is over - I guess we will be coming out of recession some time next year - parents will feel
more comfortable with increasing the size of their families and in a few years’ time mare school
places will be needed, not less,

As cost is always an issue, [ suggest there are attempts to raise funds in a variety of ways, with help
from the general public. The opportunities are endless.

Hope my comunents help.

14 December 2009

Dear lan
Re

1 have been contacted by my constituent - who is unhappy at your delay in responding
to concemns the Northview Action Group raised aboui the gagging of staff at Northview.

Mrs also tells me that the email address for responses to the consultation was blocked for
several days and although | understand this is now rectified she is worried that some responses
may have been lost as a resuit. 1 enclose a copy of her email of 11 December giving details.

| share her coencems and 1 should be grateful for your response.

Yours sincerely
Michael Wills
MP for North Swindon

Dear Michael

[ assume that you have not forwarded a response from lan Bickerton on
the issue cof the ‘gagging' of Northview's leadesrhip staif because you
have not received one - | wonder why this question has not been
answered yet? Of course the consultation is due to end next Friday so
1 expect he will leave it until then......
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As the cynic | clearly am [ have another point for you - the email
address given by SBC for electronic responses has been out of action
for an unspecified period this week. This was discovered when a member
of the public tried o send in an email response which was rejected and
he had the tenacity to try the alternative and sent his email to the -
Northview Action Group (supporting.northview@googlemail.com). They
then tried to email and found it bouncing back and raised the issue

- with SBC - apparently Gareth Cheal is off sick and nc-one realised his
email box might get full while he was away - despite it being the only
email address given for electronic responses on this issue. We are now
left wondering how many other responses were rejected by Gareth's full
mailbox before the problem was discovered - we are told that it is now
rectified.

Over 200 people have sent in a response to the statutory consultation
via Northview School so far - this of course does not include any
ersponses made by individuals directly to SBC. Many people in the town
are taking their responses to the school to use the internal mail -

saving postage and postal disruption! We hope that SBC will listen to
the people this time.

If you are around on Saturday morning Friends of Northview are holding
a coffee morning in the Church Room at St Michael's ~do drop in for a
coffee!

e e peeemeae e s AT Ao R e
Sent: 14 December 2009 14:19

To: Gareth Cheal

Subiject: Northview School Highwerth

Dear Sir

I am against Swindon Borough Council's proposals to close Northview Primary Scheol and to
expand Westrop Primary schoal by 105 places (15 in each year group), with the possibility of
using the Northview site for year 5 and 6 pupils from both Westrop and Northview.

My reasons are:

Children walking to school will have to cross a busy main road and this will cause parents who
live near Northview school to drive their children to Westrop causing major traffic congestion.

Also is is very short sighted - it would be better to build up Northview School again for the local
area to use and to attract childen from outside the area as it used to. Northview was once a
centre of excellence "a beacon school" and could be again. It used to attract children from a
wide area and as there are shortages of school places in central Swindon the excellent school
building and greunds could be properly utilised by those who need good schoal places.

Highworth needs to attract young families in order to stay vibrant and alive and having good
schools in the area is vital.

Please re-consider yvour intentions to close this valuable schoaol,
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| am against Swindon Borough Council's proposals to close Northview Primary School and to expand
Westrop Primary school b 105 places, with the possibllity of using the Northview site for year 5 and 6 pupils
from both Westrop and Northview. -

My Reasons are my son is at Westrop school and i am not happy for him to have to possible have fo go fo
Northview school in year5/6 and cross the busy A361.

Whilé'y'ou‘ might have roon'"a.in' the gx;oundé to put extra class roorﬁs, you cannot extend the school hall,
which is only just big enough now.

To: Mr Gareth Cheal
Swindon Borough Council
Sanford House )
Sanford Street
Swinden
SN1 1QH

| am against Swindon Borough Council's proposals to close Northview
Primary School and to expand Westrop Primary School by 105 places

(15 in each year group), with the possibility of using the Norihview site

for year 5 and & pupils from both Westrop and Northview.

My reasons are: There are a lot of children under school age living on the
estate where Northview Schoo! is located and a few pregnant women teco.
My next-door neighbour's daughter is nearly aged two. As the houses in
that area are relatively cheap like mine, then a lot of young couples buy
and raise families. If you did some research, the thought of closure or
change wouldn't be an option. Also the fraffic around Westrop School and
surrounding area at 3 O'clock is horrendous already. This E-mail is
probably a waste of my time as Swindon Counclllors have always hated
Highworth.

Subject: Northview/Westrop Schools Highworth - response to statutory consultation

Dear Sir,
| am against SBC's preposal to close Northview Primary Schoal.
My reasons are that the plans are
- This fikely to result in overcrowding at the in Westrop‘sits.
- The movement of children across the A361 is potentially unsafe as there is only one safe crossing
place, and that is high up on the road by the traffic lights {or the at the lights themselves.) This is likely

to result in more car traffic by parents who, understandably, want to keep their children safe from
crossing such a busy road, which is environmentally unsound:

Yours faithfully
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To: Gareth Cheal
Subject: Northview School proposals

Dear Sir,

| wish to register my rejection of the proposal fo close Northview School. The reasons are as
follows: :

Cespite an almost total rejection by respondents to your first pre-~ statutory consultation, you have
not answered the points raised.

What is to happen to the site of Northview if the move comes about?

What is proposed for the children who live on the east side of the
A361 to cross this busy road?

How will the extra parking needed at Westrop be accommodated? '
How will Westrop School accommodate these exira children? At what cost, precisely?

To a layman, the whole scheme seeimns very poorly thought out. We need to be given the real
reasons for this move and most importantly, how much it will ail cost us with exact details.

Your faithfully

Dear Mr Cheal

t would register my vote against the propesal to close Northview School and transfer the pupils to Wesfrop
School

My major concern is that of Road Safely. With the current role at Westrop a significant number of children are
delivered and collected by motor vehicle. The car park is totally inadequate to take routine daity parking for
access to the Doclors surgery and shops. At the morning arrival this leads to vehicles parked on double
yellow lines. Westrop has just been exiended to accommodate the Ladybird Centre which has exacerbated
the current position. It Is further compounded by the 40 foof articulated vehicles defivering to Tesco Express.
Taking inlo account the access required by emergency vehiclas to & from the Polica Station and the Doctors
Surgery the current situation is dangerous. To compound this by transferring 105 children from the other side
of the town, who by definition are more likely to come by vehicle, creates a potential for serious injury.

{ am involved in & voluntary role with children in sport and am endlessly pressured regarding the Safety of .
children. | would have expected a Risk Analysis of this situation would have highlighted the potential risks to
children { and accompanying adulis ). | note that this was countered at a mesting by claiming the Scheol Car

Park was being extended. This has been carried out and only conlains the staff vehicles with no spare

capacity.

Yours sincerely

Sent: 15 December 2009 15:37
Tuo: Gareth Cheal
Subjectr Northview/Westrop Schools Highworth.

lam against Swindon Borough Council's proposals ta close Northview Primary Schocl and to expand Wesltrop
Primary School by 105 places (15 in each year group). with the pessibility of using the Northiew site for year 5
and 6 pupils from both Westrop and Northview,
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Dear Sir,

My wife and [ are strictly against Swindon Borough Council's proposais to close Marthview
Primary School and to expand Westrop Primary School by 105 places for the following reasons:

Currently the parking area available for Westrap is woefully inadequate. At school times the
area is jam-packed with cars, most of which park on the double yeliow lines outside Tesco
making the area dangerous for pedestrians. By expanding the school even more cars will travel
into the area causing more parking problems. The iliegal parking in this area is not enforced as
it is despite being opposite the Police Station. Can you imagine what it will be like when even
more vehicles park in the area?

In additicn to this access to St. Michaels Avenue from Lechade Road is restricted at the best of
tirmes for vehicle access. With more vehicles using the road congestion will increase.

With the increase of pupils how can it be possible to provide an adequate education with such
large class numbers? Couid you control and teach a class of 35 small children?

Yours sincerely,

To: Gareth Cheal
Subject: Northview School

I am against Swindon Borough Council's praposals to close Notthview primary school. Please
fisten to the people of Highworth, who actually live here and believe that the present plans are

11l thought out and unwise.

Subject: Northview School, Highworth

Dear Sir

1 would Jike ta reiterafe the concerns | have already expressed about Swindon Council's desire to close
Morthview Primary School in Highworth.

Itis difficult to understand why the council should wish to close an attractive and {relatively) recently built
school and send children across a busy road to an already very overcrowded primary school.

As far as | am aware, the Council has never given a clear explanation of what they will do with the empty
school and site if their proposal goes ahead. This presumably is either because they have not considerad
\;vh;t tc; do with an empty building, or perhaps they have other plans which for some reason they da not see fit
o divulge.

There is perhaps a certain logic in keeping Northview running for year 5 and & pupils, but this still sends
chitdren o and fro across an extremely busy read.

To provide a reasonable standard of education at Westrop more teachers would need to be employed, more
buildings would need to be provided - all of which would reduce any savings the council may have made.

So why not just leave things as they are? Please think again and let common sense prevail {ie keep the
school open as itis now).

With best wishes
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Subject: Proposed Closure of Northview School

Dear Mr Cheatl

1 wish to express my objection to the propesed closure of Northview School for the follawing reasons.

1. Glosing a modemn school with a good teaching staff seems to me to be economically unjustified.

2. Making parents and children take a perilous journey across busy main roads is potentially dangerous.

3. SBC should be encouraging parents to school their children at Northview so that we have a levelling out
across the available schoals in Highworth.

Subject: RE: Local education
I'too am a resident of Highworth — [ have lived Liere since March 1974.

Thank you for your email.

Fundarmentally I oppose any elosure of any school - particularly one where there is so much support

ie I\(Iiort]wiew — however it does seem that financially Northview just isn’t viable given the data I have
read.

You ask for my specific yes/no — I oppose the closure of Northview.

T hope this helps.
Yours
To: Gareth Cheal

Subject: Result ot Statutory Consultation - Northview/VWestrop Scheols, Highworth

Dear Mr Cheal
My husband and I are Highworth residents, living locally to Northview School.

We are against Swindon Borough Councils proposals to close Northview Primary School and
expand Westrop Primary School by 105 places (15 in cach ycar group), with the possibility of using
the Northview site for year 5 and 6 pupils from both Westrop and Northview.

Our reasons are that we do not feel that there are sufficient, clear explanations as to what is actually
planned The roads around Westrop School will be even more congested if all pupils are located
there. Also if Northview is closed what will happen to the site. Although it is said that it is 'unlikely'
that houses will be built it is not definite and there would be more cars using our aleady very busy
roads in this part of Highworth and filtering onto the ring road.

Repards

To: Gareth Cheal
Subject: Northview School

We are against the closure of Northview School.
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To: Gareth Cheal
Subject: Northview Primary School

| am against Swindon Borough Council's proposals to close Northview Primary School and to
expand Westrop Primary because Northview Prirary is a supetb school with many new additions
that have enhanced a pupils education. To close the school and expand another is absolutely
rediculous when all the rescurces are already at Northview. if there has been such a reduction in
younger children in Highworth, why not make Northview a junior school instead of primary, ihere
must still be a high number of junior age pupils?

To expect parents to travel across Highworth, especially crossing the busy Lechlade Road, fo
take their children to an already full primary school is unfair to the parents but also fo the pupils.
What sor: of education are thay going to get from overcrowded classrooms and overworked staff?
| understand that new staff will be employed, but there are aready superb staff at Northview,
doing an excellent job at educaiing these pupils.

If | was a parent moving to the Roundhills Mead area, | would expect there to be a primary school
fo accomodate my children. 1 would want to be able fo walk my children to schoal safely and to
know that they ware in a safe secure environment, which Northview is, and where aif the facilities
needsd to educate and nurture my child were in place.

Both of my children did get educated at Northview and | was an employee for approx 18 years. i
saddens me that such a thriving school, which once had Beacon Status, has been reduced to
proposed closure. | am aiso angered that head teachers at the other schools in Highwarth would
wish Northview to close. | would have expected the cluster heads to have supported Northview in
their time of need to help it to remain open. Norihview has been supportive to them in the past!

Ta: Gareth Cheal
Subject: Northview School Consultation

Dear Mr Cheal

1 would like to register my opposition to the closure of Northview Scheol and transfermring pupils to Westrop.
For one thing the classrooms themseives at Westrop are not big enough te accommodate extra children. The
results of Westrop now are nc more than average compared with those across England {despite the
demagraphics) and this ill-thought out proposal will do nothing for the education of Highwarth children.

Incidentally, 1 am not directly affected as my youngest child is currently in Year 6.

Regards

To: Gareth Cheal
Subiject: Northview School

Dear Mr Cheal

1 write to say | am against Swindon Borough Council's proposals to close Northview School and to expand
Westrop Primary Schoot by 105 places (15 in each year group) with the possibility of using the Northview site
for year 5 and 6 pupils from both Westrop and Northview.

My reasons are laclk of publicity inasmuch as the statutory were not conspicuously displayed, and certainly
nat outside the Council Offices in Highworth or the Post Office whera there is lilkely to he the greatest footfall. .

This is the newast school, and there is no indication of how it s propesed to manage it as a spiit site, or
accommodaiing exira pupils and staff at Westrop. There is also likely to be a greater traffic issue at Westrop
and Newburgh Place.

Do staff become amalgamated at the schools and where they have been specifically recruited by Norlhview
are there likely to be teacher redundancies - does their employment fransfer across?

If the school does clase what happens fo the site? and how do you provide extra accommodation at Westrop?

Thanks for reading my comments
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To: Garcth Cheal
Subject; Northview Scheof - Statutory Consuliation

Dear Mr. Cheal,

. Dwrite 1o respond to the Statutory Consultation on the proposal to close Northview School,
Highworth. 1 wish to register my OPPOSITION 1o the closure of Northview as well as any idea of

running a split site school using Novthview for a while. :

My views are that this proposal has not been property thought out and takes a "short term view" of

the problems based on "prediction” of falling numbers of children attending Northview. Many

people have removed their children from the school because of the threat of closure and obviously no

one will consider sending their children there until this is removed.

My nnderstanding is that there are many questions to be answered, these are:

The numbers of children in the catchment area could rise in the future - how will this be dealt with?

Are some children from Westrop going to be moved to the Northview site, how will it be decided
who goes?

Herw will it be made safe for children to cross the A361 road, which is extremely busy 7

How will the exira children be accommodated into Westrop school and how will the school cope
with teaching larger classes?

How will people park cars if they need to drop offfcollect children in an already cangested parking
ared which also serves a shopping area and a very busy surgery?

What will be done with the Northview site?

What exactly will the cost saving be taking everything into consideration - as there will be costs for
road crossings as well as whatever will be needed to fit extra children into classrooms?

How will these changes effect the quality of education for the children, what guarantees will parents
get?
I took forward to bearing the answers to all these questions.

Yours sincerely,

18/12/2009
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S kel
Bl THZ
A Honorable Michag Yyl
MP for Swindon Morth " Ciceober 2009
Heiwin o Cominar
London e 1A QA

Cear AL Rafcrstie Mchaal Wilk

RE Cleaurs of Marthwview Schaool

Thank yeu Ter your letter of 16" Sectember 3004 regardng asssting a respons: from
Swindon Bereugh Comncil | wau'd lka te take you up om pour kind affer 21 | deubt
wery much any of the ected members which sy lerer has bees addressed will
reapand. They da nat wirth to hear the fBacts of the case ror take resporsiblicy for ther
acrioed aned th porantial rak thay axperd Gur childoen v when orossng A36| do pat ic
school. |wis please 1o Pear Bhe Prime Misdeer speeth kst week reinforcng the
mmportance of Gur schoolks and famiies: the corrent proposal b rther incredulous and
nat wpparting gevernmant pelicy.,

T remaove fleadbiliny and close a perfecdy good school and eepand Westrop with Poro
cabkirs an the bais of recucing coss and faling nummbers 5 very thort sighaed green
overall population prowih pradictions, Prims sim like Morthvew ave impomailie to
replace once soid oo cevelopers. Green space like the London Parks should be
pratecied for al to enjay. The Councll bas dlowed the schocl to Bl by sheir bk of
imtEreenion, which noan suErageeus mamagessent sthea, The finad rail ' the coffin
o 20i¢ admisgons refers as Tollows * Fleade be aaane that Owere i5 a s@otory
torsuliation precess undersay regardng the progosals to chasene the school from July
20007 This hurther pighting thae schacl, The reauliant & e dShacs for our dhildran
and many parents hava mies there children aut of Morthebiw 16 surrounding scheals
gut of the boraugh 1o Cafordshire « Sheivenham, ¥atchfield and Glourestershire =
Kempaferd all adding to cur carbon foogprint and reducing the pupd funding fa Swmnden,

A, pllat scheme during the summer were 2 local play groep used part of dhe bullding was
successiul slowing pre ichool children space to play ot side and efjey green ipece ol
eurrantly wailidle to them. Thap were abia able a enjoy hot schoal mesls from the
o year ofd kiechens. This mild oCoupandy uke of the bulding prowides a nacuy!
fander ta the schoal and Income generacen, YWy has this nat been sdcpeed?

think the Counci thould look hard ar reducing cheir internal costs and rumber of

temporay 1 orerhesd before Silnong there baoks by apere of Schoch 30+ Clds
died H RO 3ollen o educativg our children.

| ool ferwaard te kaarieg fram you anoe 2 formal repense B been obtaired Fam the
Ceuntil

Yowrs sincenely
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Frsn: STOME, Charfas [mailbo - STORECC pariarmant o]
Sank: OB Ovbodses PO0O D302

T i b el o G k"

Sulsject:

Cauncillor Sarry Perkins

Lead Mamber Childnan's Sordioag

Swincan Borowugh S owmsil

By email Chuar [Red:

OF Creltaber 2005

Daser Garry

Fa

I have baen comtasiad by my constiuent wive has serd me a copy of his email of 27
Saphamber sddressred to you, Coundllor Greanhalgh and Tricia Desamey im CThilkkdren®s
LSardces, resparcding to ther praposal b clese Mortbeeesy Schaod. | encloses & further copy
for aass ol rafens .

has writien o me agam &s e would liks a respamnss ba bl caommenbs fraom an elecied
member, arnd ba f=ans thal e sl net racesas one. In Rs lsler be alsa gees Ffuribssr
regsare wihy e fhinks the decison o doses the scshoal is werang, and he suggests that a
mMre imaginalie use of the Monhview School buikdings culside of school e, such s e
recant sumemer pglay' S=cheme, woukd provide valuabes extia income Tor the coundcil that coulid
ok the achoa’ wabbe again. | arddoss o copy of Rs Bils dated 9 Oclobar grarsg daebaiks

lam concarmsd thal facis thal his responae 1o the pra stetubony consubatian process wil
ba hpnored, and you will be awere of my concoame thet i carants are kit faalng fike this, £
will ba darmnaging for future comenunity cohesom in Highssoth, | shauld thanafons ba
grateful if you could serd me 8 Capy of o CoONSiCieg resporEs b Tary IBEIRTS.

Yours simoenehy
Blichae=] Wills
LA Fov Mot Swirndan

=—re=Dig i MICEESg——

Froan EERMNMETT, &nne [ malbc SENMHET T par Emeni u k]
Senkt! OF Decemibser 2005 09: 10

Tt Can BlcResinem

Subject: F: Letber from Michas 'Wills FF

Ian Bickertom

Crirectar of MAucoes: and Prewsmion

Swrindon Borough Cosercal

iR ionEseirsdon. gov. nk Car He ')

T Degitinay SLIR

[ezar lam
Es:

Thank you for yoor email of 3 December. | bave been contmcled agein by my comesti oo it
comdinues 0 beliess that the oplion of fedemiing Westnop Schonl amd MNarfhvioe: 53 preferable o
chraing ol e,

ezl we= ghag G wi ) save meney amd =0 fulf0 the pxuirements of Swind o Boneuagh Coonciil
while also filfilling govemesent pelicy for nenl schools pred alse Enprosing ougoeeses for chZlkdren,
thizgs that dthe closure of Morhview Sobscecl will fedl 1o schiose.

Thi= would seerm o me o be a meech more sensible vy Torseard sed 1 em o sunprised thesl e comomcill
appoans delormined o g0 apninst both govommment policy o the sxpressed wishes of e greal
meajority of The popletion in Fighworth by skaing s schaessd

I should teerefore be gratefiol §F vow could cnsure that the possibility of federating, dhe ran schoals B
ot before councillors ngain when the malke the decision in Febrozry abouat wherther or not bo cliose
MMorhview. ond thet it is properly costed ond sssessed oo that councillors hase & real choice aboul
Eorvwr primary cducalion m Heighevooth shecanld bo delivered. i She fubure.

1T %o peeraist im malang ool =ech am ogtiom, 1 should b grabalol g1 voun okl @30t oul s Selail o
argareenla Tor o Jdoing.

¥ours sincerely
kiEchaoel Wills
B Fow MOt Svrirnd'on
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lan Backersom

Crires bor of faccess mmad Prrowvision

Swindon Borough Conmcil

ibic Kericmboawandan. gav.uk Cigr Hel: SMORTOLI0T LE] GEHEESS

13 Daacsimmsi DUHE

[iemr lan
Fe Fortdrnview Echool

Thask o For yoner cmeadl of 3 Drecsimber. 1 haes Been conlacisad By a asrstiiuen] wiha mamains
comecermied abwar fhes MNonbvioe: Schoes] sinil being adwised they cannod ako pact o e campalgn s
koep the sciecaod o

Pely commstiteent informs mo the! & member of SEC stadf, Gall D, todd dhe Boad ond Doepuby of
Pdoribryiesss theal they wepre e 50 ok part in asse activities copganized by the Mootbredews Auctiom
Circasge. 1 should b pratsiful if oo soold orveskiignte and el me kEvow whethor =uch instroctions wsera
Iemamcd, mred A fas @ plain whe.

[ should nlsn he grmeful if you could oeedirm o e that stad ar Morthweiew Scleoes] or any othier
soboal are ree e mke part i e coremilation od campaign as they see e and dhal deey will mod Tece
oy disciplinary measures: For dioeng so.

Whith b=al weishess

rours sincerely
Bdiches] Wills
P for Mot Swandiorn

From:

Semit: 10 Db 2009 15:30
Tes Ankhgery Peaks

Sulvjact: Be: Lack of response

W Pk

I am geting alot o resaisznins eaying there are & foms of @iy of 130 racs plian phices availa bis pleass oon
picui bl e wwere frex borth soboal b in Highwedh e 0 am only swam of Morsvews, Yeesiros ans Esstrop
Fal bave receplon casses an Southieids =2 Junlor School starding &t pam 3

WiuiE i Pl

e Al PSS A g s

| Fwdsrig

Tan anthonypiz] bcacaploom

Servl: Thorsdoy. Cecamiar 02, 3008 745 By
Subjest; Chid webare & edecaiion

s Bir Pzl
| am a resident of Highsoith and ks a parent

This pripeasl o dozs or splE Moty e Primmany Schood B one al wil impact hugely on o lecs!
mmTunly. 1 hawe Tl doutt thad 2o focs? chidren wil b dooply effeciead i@ e propsasl gess ghead
Thirg ‘will b i barger cdassroorms impacting on tha amawnt o heip ey can have bom lesctens, educabed n
portacabins, thedr Fves will be disrupiad e 1Fey wil bave o cooss main roads. Teese AR jusl & fire of the

'S el progeadl will iimgesct on our childres whics | beliasa sl desply aifec) ther sducaton and this
impac on frar welan.

| i YL a5 & Sown counddior kow pow fesl aboul the proposal? G pou in suppan oF his or do you el

Fual parhiapm e school should sloy opas and perhags cur Borsugs councl could wss some of Be MoneE

EWEWN}L‘;‘!{H inslaad of play paske in woonomicaly deprived anas’, B chkd aducstion @ e pnorby
] i

| eircpsnly ezl pouT respanse

¥ oure sincerely




SECTION 5.2

Response to Statutory Consultation
Northview/Westrop Schools, Highworth

From = :
Name...............'.'.'. B O

Ad_dreSS...\.. r-k;‘—r et et eei T e "

virr i ere e POSICOUE gt e

To: Mr Gareth Cheal
Swindon Borough Cauncil
Santford House
Sanford Strest
Swindon
SN1 1QH

[: f am agalnst Swindon Borough Council's proposals to close MNorthview

Primary School and to expand Westrop Primary Schogl by 105 places (15 in
each year group), with the possibility of using the Northview site for year 5
and 6 pupils from both Westrop and Northview.

| support Swindon Berough Cotnall's proposals to close Northview Primary
E School and fo expand Westrop Primary School by 105 places (15 in each
year group), with the possibility of using the Northview site for year 5 and 6
pupils from both Westrop and Northview.

My reasons are; (please conlinue overlear if necessary)

Signature....... ...
Please note that responses must be received by 18" December 2003 at the latest

In order to save postage and avoid postal disruption you may drop this form in at
Northview School and the office will forward it to SBC using the infernal mail
system.

Alternatively responses can be sent by email to gcheal@swindon.gov.uk
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WAL o R s e

, | ' £ Cidlege Farm Codtages
Ingleshem
23%0E - Sl e
L
13th Decemaer 2002

Dear My Bickerion

Proposed Clasure of Northviss Prlmany School

The goverrors of ‘Westrap Frimary School have veelcommed and sppreciated the Local Sutheriiy’s
cammiment 19 fully angaging with all interestiad parties v resohing the problem of fallag rolk at
Morthaiew Primary School, We acknosdedge thet althcugh Ehers are maey agues ba Be resaleed, the
wtadants ol thi chlldnen have slways baen paramaunt. n ths spielt the governdng body at Westrop
are comoermed, from reading leaflsts dstributed IGoalky, that i e @l goss alead, thers s a
Algeitian et Wastiop might eparabe on a K90 site Basks with some children being educated on
thae Mortiweew site. The Governeg Body i uranimously opecsed ba this, Heving cenaulied the
hisidtaas her and Seradng on thi nod Inconskdersde siperisnce of povemors, the suggestion s
apposed for the follomwing ressans:

o s el an afleslive uso of Feseursis Including man poveer Tor travellng and working time
W ars varg xwars of B imeectance of the "veerk/life’ balance for aiall sred Bhis suggentian
oz ot hing T EnbanCE It

& Hdoes mof ghve dus cogrdzance bo recent depslopmends at Westrop inclsding the opering of
tha Lacyird Ohild peri®s Cinng, Tha buildieg of s classronis and the opaning of & mes
Worary.

# Comesderable eetrs costs world be incured with 5o propedtionete gaing far tha chikran.

#  Aunning a st site schosd doss nothing to furt®ar the educatoeal needs of tha chikéran

¢ Thedemands on secior abafl o engendir a Team' 4260 and enge of "unity’ - esdentiad in
wry schaal for successiul vihole schood planning and ensurng a shared sense of deecticn -
ara rrmde Ehat muds more diffieull.

o Thisiguality of selioe gerdsion ond conlinasus SOl oW SV are aasisr bo drive
forward om cne ot

¥ ‘e s prowd of i swhole sshoal policy ek all stalf and pupibs scrcad el pear
Brodps i joint ventures, projecis and Bnks — rany reaching scross and beyond the kel
communily arel Sreralome very gariant in furter enhaecng cur ‘cemmunity cohesion’

policy. A spht sibe woukd make this gapact of the gchocls work more dedficuitte maintain and
mpror

Tours sincerely
araham Stephens

CEair of Sosernods - Wistrog Primany School
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51 Andrew’s CE Pramary School
Linkey Rosd
lumesdon
S INDON
W ilashire:
SM26 TAFP
Hesd Teachsr Mrs fame & Wheatley WA BA

11208

Pear {ragzih
Statwinry Consultatien re Propesed Closare of Northview Primary School

The Highworth and Blmesdon Cluster Head Teaches (wath the cooption of the
Head Teacher of Morthview Primary School) wash to make o clear that they hold
thesr oiginad view ve the chosure of Mosthwiew Primary School,
Whlst acoepting that i is a difficult decision, parlicularly for the people invelved
wills Metiniew Primiy, we fmly believe thal the closiee of Maribview Praary
i im the kong torm host imerosts of afl the pupils of Thphworh,
The exgranssen of Westrop Primary Schoal, to one and a el foem vy, affonds 4
natuml miotice to the problem of f2llmg peml numbers and cur prefesunce s for
all pusppets comeermedd b0 he educated an the Westrop siie

Yours sincomly
Jesn L».N\nn.?j
Jane Wheatley

For, aad on belall of Jobs Saonders (Highworth Wamelonl), Pead While
(Southfickl Jasork, Sue Marshall (Fastop Infint) and Janct Urban (Wiestop
Frimary .
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Rosponse to Statulery Consulation
MarthviewdWestrop Schools, Highworth
Fva
Mame..,..
Ldraga..

Tar W Gargh Chial

Saistdon Borough Council i R HE R
Sanfoed House

Sanlord Slread

Swirdon 2

5641 10H il

|—I i agdinal Swindon Borough Councl’s proposls In closs oy
L | Primiary Schoal &nd f2 mpand Westrop Primary Echoal by #05 pleces {15 in
=ach ypoar Qroug), ﬂmmumﬂmmw:ﬂ:ﬂuhrﬂﬁ
And & puplls Trmem both Vastios sl Horiries,

I suppom Swindon Samigh Cownals pmposals fo olse Mohdes Primony
achoo! ard 0 eapadsd Waesimp Primary School by 105 plocas (15 in aech
yoar oy, with the possibdly of waing the Nedindesy sile for goar 5 and 8
pupils frem Both Westrop and Mo rekesy.

Ay PEASING O, drterre coronoee ceeleal

I oY)
NrEFEn e b, Gk oa@rce b Palicow
fﬂh-':m- I T = A T oy

- ....,p"l.u:..=-|:'|:.1|:..1..|.|.n-...."-. Schodl. @pae.. s IdE

.'.T.d-h:-... ..-ﬂ:.l'--l..hj-mm ..... Ir_ A..r.k:..-.l":' —.h-li: L.I.:I'Iﬂ-r i
o deba e bin, = Hew el Ha A et i

LAl sele Litiogs - ¢ Ly, TR l'-I:-rlJ':I.iH-'I..,':
Signafure. ..

Phizicss ki that ressponsss musl mﬂhﬂwirhmmﬂ:mzlm

In crdar 1o Sk piestnge srd avold postal disreplisn Wi may drop tis Torm s at
Morfedew Schoal and 1 office wil torward B to 3BC using the remal mail
YT,

Allematieely responses can b il By srmand S0 poheabflswindan gew uk




