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Tudor Grange Academy,
Dingle Lane,
Solihull,
West Midlands,
B91 3PD

28 February 20T3

Dear Sirs,

M E T R O P O L I TA N
BOROUGH COUNCIL

COUNCILLOR KENNETH HAWKINS MA

3 Felgate Close
Monkspath
Solihull
B9O 4XU

Tel. No: 0121 745 7819
Email: khawkins@solihull.gov.uk
Web: www.cllrkenhawkins.co.uk

Re: Admissions Consultation

I wish to make a representation relating to the school's consultation regarding admissions
arrangements for 2014.

I have resided in Monkspath, Solihull for over 29 years and have been a governor at
Monkspath Junior and Infant School for over 23 years. I have been a councillor on Solihull
Metropolitan Borough Council for some 11 years and have been councillor for Blfhe Ward,
including Monkspath, Cheswick Green, Dickens Heath and Tidbury Green, for two years.

I make representation as a resident of Monkspath and as a Ward Councillor. I do not speak
for Monkspath Junior and Infant School.

The proposals for altering the new admission rules are very worrying and I urge govemors to
reject them and maintain the current system.

Firstly, I do feel the media coverage of the proposals does porhay a'rush'to get the
consultation done and dusted in time. This has not reflected well on the school which has had
to react to the media coverage. The school suffered'bad press' a few years ago when a
planning application for a'Five-a-side Football League'was sought. This placed Tudor
Grange in a poor light and showing little concern to residents nearby. Dare I say it, the school
should go the extra mile to allay all concerns and prove it has the full concerns of residents
and people residing in the current catchment area.

The school, in reacting to media coverage about the consultation, placed great emphasis on
development proposals in the borough and it is correct there are plans to build many homes in
Bly'the ward, perhaps as many as 1,000 homes! Many of these will be in an area currently
known as Tudor Grange Catchment Area.
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If the Local Development Plan is approved by the govemment inspector it therefore means

the school has undergone a consultation based on data it cannot be certain of because it will
not know how many extra homes will be built in the current catchment area. This is one

reason for any consultation and decision on altering admission arrangements to be

withdrawn; At least have the full facts of development before proceeding any further.

Secondly, allowing preferred schools for intake flies in the face of current practice in Solihull
and is a very dangerous road for Tudor Grange to go down. We are told that current numbers

will allow for pupils living in the current catchment area will be catered for by Tudor Grange.

However, the focus here is on the words'current numbers'. With one school being a'one form
entry' and the other a'two form entry' it is quite feasible that both schools could expand,

therefore creating a situation whereby parents who send their children to Church of England

Schools will jump the queue, even prevent applications from children living in the catchment

area from attending Tudor Grange. It is also the case that many families of pupils at both the

'feeder' schools reside outside the borough of Solihull. It will be disgraceful if ever there was

a situation that school children from Solihull were not allowed a choice because two
'partnership schools'were given preferential entry to Tudor Grange allowing residents from
outside the borough to choose a school denied to Solihull pupils. You should know very well
the many families who move into Solihull choose to move into the catchment area because of
the location of Tudor Grange. This consultation dismisses them. Therefore, I again urge
govemors to withdraw the planned consultation.

Fourthly, the view of the Council has been consistent in relation to academies within Solihull.

A Council Education and Children's Service Scrutiny Committee Task and Finish Group
report, dated 8 July 209, reads:

The Task and Finish Group stronglyfelt that if the three schools do
become academies in the future, it should be ensured that they
workwiththelocalfamilyof schools, and they alsa felt that the
Local Authority should continue to have a role with Academy
schools to ensure and contribute to their success for the benefit of
their pupils. (para. 1.2.5)

Paragraphs (iv and v), of its recommendations reads:

'That Academies should outline during the feasibility phase of
development how they intend to continue to operate as central
features of their communities; involving parents and the wider
community in the Academy's activities and governance'

'That the policies of any new Academy relating to exclusions,

admissions, and SEN provision should reflect andfollaw the

policies of the local family of schools to ensure equity and that any
Academy continues to serve its local community'

This seems preffy clear that Councillors valued the concept of 'family of schools'

within Solihull, whether these schools be Voluntary Aided Schools, Voluntary
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Controlled Schools, Foundation Schools Community Schools, or those that were
to become Academies.

The Task and Finish Group strongly felt that if the three schools do become academies in the
future, it should be ensured that they work with the local family of schools, and they also felt
that the Local Authority should continue to have a role with Academy schools to ensure and
contribute to their success for the benefit of their pupils.

Finally (and here I am obviously guessing) r,vhen governors and parents voted to agree that
Tudor Grange became an academy, would those parents and governors have voted the same
way if they had known the school would seek to undermine previous sound admission
arrangements in favour of naming two C of E schools (one not so local) having priority over
any other school in the borough, no matter what historic connections those schools had with
Tudor Grange. I can only presume that if this current scenario had been placed before parents
and governors Tudor Grange would not have become an academy.

Please withdraw the consultation and stop this nonsense and foster better relationships with
the borough, local schools and local community.
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Ken Hawkins,
Cllr - Blythe Ward.


