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School	Standards	Minister	David	Miliband	met	CASE	on	
July	 14th	 to	 discuss	 giving	 parents	 a	 voice	 from	 class-

room	to	national	level.
Liz	 Lee,	 the	 lead	NEC	member	 on	 home	 school	 work,	

Melian	Mansfi	eld	and	Margaret	Tulloch	spoke	to	 the	min-
ister	 at	 a	meeting	offered	 in	 response	 to	 the	 letter	 sent	 to	
him	by	CASE,	which	was	also	published	in	the	last	issue	of	
CASEnotes.
He	listened	carefully	to	our	arguments	and	had	been	well	

briefed	beforehand.	CASE	welcomed	the	signifi	cant	amount	
of	work	 the	Government	 has	 done	 to	 encourage	parental	
involvement	 through	 the	 Parents	 Centre	 and	 the	 work	 of	
Carolyn	Unsted,	shortly	to	leave	the	DfES.
Most	recently	the	DfES,	in	conjunction	with	Human	Scale	

Education,	has	launched	a	small	project	to	fi	nd	four	schools	
willing	to	pilot	the	setting	up	of	parent	councils.
CASE	 argued	 that	 by	 installing	 key	mechanisms	 so	 that	

parent	governors	could	consult	and	be	consulted	by	parents	
and	providing	more	support	for	LEA	parent	governor	repre-
sentatives	 the	government	of	 the	day	could	have	a	demo-
cratic	means	of	consulting	parents,	and	parents	of	making	
their	views	known	to	the	government.	Schools	could	have	a	
means	of	discussing	policies	with	parents.
Concerns	that	some	parent	governors	might	be	unrepre-

sentative	and	complaints	from	some	parent	governors	that	
they	fi	nd	it	diffi	cult	to	raise	issues	would	be	met	by	giving	
them	a	statutory	duty	to	consult	and	be	consulted	by	par-
ents.
CASE	 pointed	 out	many	 inconsistencies	 in	 the	Govern-

ment’s	approach	to	parental	voice:
•	Academies	have	fewer	parent	governors	than	the	com-
munity	schools	they	may	replace.
•	If	schools	become	foundation	schools	the	proportion	

Minister listens carefully but 
is not completely convinced

of	parents	is	reduced	in	line	with	foundation	governors	
on	the	body.	If	a	charitable	foundation	became	involved	
(as	suggested	in	the	Five	Year	Strategy)	it	would	appoint	
the	majority	of	governors,	which	again	would	reduce	the	
proportion	of	parents.
•	Proposed	new	Ofsted	arrangements	mean	there	will	be	
no	meeting	with	parents	following	the	inspection,	although	
their	views	are	to	be	collected	during	self	evaluation.
•	A	New	Relationship	with	schools	proposes	the	end	of	
annual	meetings	and	the	Annual	Report	would	go.
•	Federations	which,	if	leading	to	joint	governance,	would	
proportionately	reduce	parental	voice	through	parent	
governors.
In	 a	 wide	 ranging	 discussion	 David	 Miliband	 said	 he	

thought	that	there	was	a	long	way	to	go	before	all	parents	
were	encouraged	to	help	their	own	child’s	learning,	never	
mind	involvement	in	a	parents’	council.
He	 also	 said	 that	 he	 was	 reluctant	 to	 give	 overworked	

teachers	 more	 work.	 He	 considered	 that	 the	 poor	 atten-
dance	at	annual	meetings	was	an	indication	of	parents’	re-
luctance	to	be	involved	in	policy	making.	He	also	cited	the	
variability	 in	numbers	of	nominations	 for	parent	governor	
elections.
At	 the	 end	 of	 the	meeting	 he	 agreed	 that	 coherence	 is	

important	 in	 terms	of	 parental	 representation.	He	 said	 he	
would	try	to	fi	nd	out	(without	writing	to	every	school)	how	
parent	governors	now	consult	their	parents	and	look	at	how	
schools	 in	 other	 countries	 involve	parents	 in	 governance.	
He	wondered	whether	there	might	be	a	possibility	of	further	
discussion	with	headteacher	unions.
Following	 our	 discussion,	 and	 taking	 account	 of	 the	

points	he	made,	CASE	will	be	sending	a	submission	to	the	
Minister.

Welcome for report on admissions

CASE has welcomed the report of the House of Commons Education Select Committee 
on secondary school admissions.

The MPs said they found no evidence that selection by ability or aptitude contributes to 
the overall improvement of educational standards and called for ministers to engage in an 
informed debate about the role of selection in secondary education and its impact across 
the education system as a whole.

“The Government needs to explain how it reconciles its insistence that there will be no 
return to selection with its willingness to retain and increase selection where it already 
exists,” said the report.

In a press statement on behalf of CASE, Margaret Tulloch described the report as worth 
waiting for. “It has clearly identifi ed the unfairness, inconsistencies and lack of coherence in 
the current situation over admissions and selection,” she commented. “Government must 
now respond by grasping the many nettles identifi ed by the report.”
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When	I	started	school	in	the	1950s	our	
local	 schools	were	all	“C	of	E”	and	

all	the	local	children	went	there.
I	 observed	 that	 certain	 children	 were	

allowed	 to	 miss	 the	 school	 assembly	
“because	 they	 were	 Catholic”,	 although	
the	 mysteries	 of	 this	 status	 were	 outside	
my	 experience.	 The	 school	 assemblies	
presumably	had	a	C	of	 E	 ethos	 although,	
with	hindsight,	I	wonder	where	the	public	
thrashing	 of	 nine-year-olds	 quite	 fi	tted	 in	
to	this.
My	secondary	school	for	fi	ve	years	was	

a	“bog	standard”	secondary	modern	boys’	
school,	where	religion	took	the	allowable	
minimum	 place	 in	 the	 school	 ethos	 and	
miscreants	were	 thrashed	 in	private.	Even	
in	 this	 school	 religious	 education	 was	
limited	to	Christianity	and	I	had	no	under-
standing	whatever	 of	 other	 faiths	 or	 how	
they	related.
Since	that	time,	further	education,	travel	

and	work	overseas,	reading	and	life	experi-
ence	has	enlightened	my	views	on	religion.	
The	area	 I	now	live	 in	has	a	high	propor-
tion	of	religiously	segregated,	state	funded	
schools	including	C	of	E,	Catholic,	Islamic	
and	Jewish	and	probably	soon	Hindu.
The	 primary	 school	where	 I	 have	 been	

a	 governor	 for	 many	 years	 has	 children	
from	some	40	nationalities	and	many	reli-
gions	and	successfully	applied	to	the	local	
SACRE	 (Standing	Advisory	 Committee	 for	
Religious	Education)	 to	be	excluded	 from	
the	 requirement	 for	 an	 assembly	 with	 a	
broadly	Christian	ethos.

The	school	endeavours	to	give	equal	re-
spect	to	all	religions	and	none.	It	strives	for	
an	ethos	of	tolerance	and	consideration	for	
others	which	 refl	ects	what	we	would	 like	
to	see	in	society.
I	am	aware	that	all	religions	teach	toler-

ance	 in	varying	degrees	but	all	 inevitably	
present	 their	 own	 beliefs	 to	 their	 follow-
ers	 as	 being	 of	 clear	 primacy,	 demoting	
the	faith	of	others	to	a	status	varying	from	
misguided	to	a	certain	route	to	damnation.	
Most	major	faiths	discourage	contact	with	
other	 religions	 —	 particularly	 between	
individuals	of	opposite	sex	—	with	a	near	
tribal	zealotry.

I	have	many	friends	and	colleagues	with	
sincerely	held	religious	belief	who,	as	indi-
viduals,	believe	in	a	plural	and	egalitarian	
society.
When	 the	 issue	 of	 a	 school	 governors’	

association	taking	a	position	opposed	to	a	
growth	in	religious	schools	created	heated	
debate	 one	 said	 to	me	 that	 he	 supported	
that	 view	 because	 he	 saw	 his	 religion	 as	
predominantly	a	private	issue,	not	an	issue	
for	state	funding.
Not	withstanding	 the	 sincerity	and	mo-

rality	 of	 many	—	 probably	 most	 —	 reli-
gious	followers,	we	should	not	ignore	that	
throughout	 human	 history	 many	 of	 the	
most	 savage	 confl	icts	 have	 been	 founded	
on	 religious	 difference,	 often	 associated	

with	 undertones	 of	 nationalism.	 In	 some	
cases	the	difference	between	faith	and	na-
tionality	becomes	indistinguishable.
The	 prejudice	 that	 underpins	 the	 po-

tential	 for	 such	 confl	ict	 depends	 —	 like	
all	 prejudice	 —	 on	 ignorance.	 Religious	
segregation	in	schools	inevitably	promotes	
such	ignorance	and	as	such	should	not	be	
supported	from	the	public	purse.
At	 the	 recent	 CASE	 EGM	 I	 polled	 the	

meeting	 for	 a	 view	 on	 whether	 CASE	
should	 take	 an	 active	 position	 on	 oppos-
ing	 the	 growth	 in	 state	 funded	 religious	
schools.	The	view	that	we	should	received	
overwhelming	support,	but	the	quiet	voice	

of	reason	from	seasoned	campaigners	was	
that	 changing	 government	 policy	 on	 this	
was	 going	 to	 be	 impossible	 and	 that	 we	
should	use	 our	 energies	 on	more	 achiev-
able	targets.
At	a	time	when	the	world	community	is	

seeing	increasing	acts	of	savagery	between	
different	 religious	 groups	 I	 pause	 to	 con-
sider	whether	we	can	afford	not	to	take	a	
stand	on	this	issue.
I	 believe	 we	 should	 state	 our	 position	

and	be	prepared	 to	offer	 some	assistance	
—	however	 limited	—	to	 those	who	wish	
to	 be	 pro-active	 in	 lobbying	 for	 all	 state	
funded	education	to	be	secular.

Alan	Carter	is	a	member	of	the	CASE	NEC.

State funded religious schools
Cz Bmbo Dbsufs

I am aware that all religions teach tolerance in varying 
degrees but all inevitably present their own beliefs to 

their followers as being of clear primacy.

ïBmm joejdbujpot bsf uibu uif spmf 
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20:10 Vision?
The Government’s Five Year Plan

for Education and Skills
CASE Annual Conference and AGM

10.30 am Saturday 20th November 2004
Room 3E, University of London Union

Malet Street, London  WC1E 7HY

Details,	including	speakers,	will	be	given	in	the	next	issue	of	CASEnotes
Nominations	for	Chair,	Vice	Chair,	Secretary	and	Treasurer	and	NEC	members,	
along	with	resolutions,	and	amendments	to	the	constitution	should	be	sent	
to	CASE,	98	Erlanger	Road,	London	SE14	5TH	by	October	9th	2004.	They	
should	have	a	proposer	and	seconder.
Nominations	 should	 be	 accompanied	 by	 a	 signed	 personal	 statement	 by	
the	nominee.	Offi	cers	serve	four	years,	NEC	members	six	years.	All	current	
offi	cers	are	eligible	to	continue	for	2004-2005.

Time for a fairer 
system for 
starting school

Cz Qbu Ojdipmbt

Anne Jarvis’s piece on league tables 
in the June issue of DBTFopuft 

demonstrates that it is surely time that 
we in England pressed the Government 
to stop cheating children by rescinding 
the present statute which decrees that 
compulsory primary education must 
begin in the term after a child’s fi fth 
birthday.

This has a damaging knock-back effect 
on the early years of the Foundation 
Stage, especially for those born between 
April and August. Although the DfES 
repeatedly asserts that all children will 
be entitled to six terms of pre-school 
education from this September, it is just 
not true because of the effect of this 
statute.

Would it not be better to introduce 
a fairer and more fl exible system which 
caters for the needs of the individual 
child and not the need to fi ll in tick-
boxes and publish league tables?

As a starter, I suggest that the 
academic year would start in September, 
as at present, but that those children 
eligible to start in the reception year 
would be all those born in the relevant 
calendar year — so no more “just fours”.

To ensure fairness and fl exibility, 
certain caveats would be needed and 
could be agreed between the provider 
and parents. For instance, some in 
the year group might be ready to skip 
reception and move directly to Year 1. 
Others, at the younger end of the cohort, 
might need extra terms in the pre-school 
setting.

The paramount concern should be 
what is in the best interests of the child.

A	new	 report,	 prepared	 for	 the	 public	service	 union	 UNISON,	 has	 con-
cluded	 that	 the	cost	 effectiveness	of	most	
Public	 Finance	 Initiative	 schemes	 cannot	
be	evaluated	because	of	the	Government’s	
failure	to	collect	adequate	data.
The	report	is	based	on	a	study	of	PFI	deals	

worth	almost	£36	billion,	which	have	been	
signed	over	 the	past	12	years	 for	projects	
across	the	public	sector,	including	building	
and	refurbishing	schools	and	hospitals.
Its	 authors,	 Allyson	 Pollock	 and	 David	

Price	 of	 the	 School	 of	 Public	 Policy	 at	
University	College,	London,	point	out	that	
private	 fi	nance	 costs	 more	 than	 public	
fi	nance.
PFI	schemes	can	only	claim	to	offer	bet-

ter	 value	 for	 money	 than	 conventionally	
fi	nanced	projects	when	a	benefi	t	for	trans-
ferring	 risk	 from	 the	public	 to	 the	 private	
sector	is	built	into	the	comparison.
To	 establish	 whether	 PFI	 deals	 really	

offer	 better	 value	 for	money,	 the	 risk	 that	
would	have	been	borne	by	the	public	sec-
tor	needs	to	be	accurately	costed	and	com-
pared	with	the	risk	premium	that	 is	being	

charged	by	the	private	contractor.
The	report	points	out	concerns	expressed	

by	the	Public	Accounts	Committee	in	2003	
about	the	premiums	charged	for	such	risk	
transfer:	“We	have	sought	on	a	number	of	
occasions	to	gain	an	understanding	of	the	
relationship	 between	 the	 returns	 which	
contractors	earn	from	PFI	projects	and	the	
risks	they	actually	bear,”	said	the	commit-
tee.	“At	present	the	available	information	is	
limited	and	rather	mixed	.	.	.”
Allyson	 Pollock	 and	 David	 Price	 echo	

those	 remarks	 in	 their	 own	 conclusions:	
“Our	study	confi	rms	that,	with	the	excep-
tion	 of	 a	 partial	 analysis	 of	 refi	nancing,	
there	has	been	no	systematic	evaluation	of	
the	relationship	between	risk	and	the	cost	
of	private	fi	nance	to	the	taxpayer,	either	be-
fore	or	after	contract	revision	and	fi	nancial	
restructuring.”
They	 suggest	 that	 “systematic	 examina-

tion	 of	 the	 rationale	 for	 and	 costs	 of	 PFI	
policy	 are	 long	 overdue”	 and	 conclude	
that	 failure	 to	 evaluate	 the	 Government’s	
case	undermines	parliamentary	scrutiny	of	
public	spending.

Government fails to 
prove value of PFI

Ofsted suggests a 
new relationship 

Confused by the Big Conversation or 
the Single Conversation? Not sure 

what your school improvement partner 
will do?

Unfortunately, that confusion is not 
helped by the DfES and Ofsted, which on 
June 15th announced the publications of 
B Ofx Sfmbujpotijq xjui Tdippmt.

This foreshadows many of the ideas, 
which will have more consultation soon, 
about streamlined inspections, an end to 
Annual Reports and Annual Meetings, an 
HMI at every inspection and so on. Many 
are mentioned in the Five Year Strategy.

Despite its importance, the report 
is not available in printed form and can 
only be obtained from the Internet. 
The PDF fi le is a 430K download from 
www.ofsted.gov.uk/publications

Tony	Blair	 insisted	 that	 there	would	be	
“no	return	to	selection”	in	a	speech	to	a	

hand-picked	audience	at	a	meeting	organ-
ised	by	the	Fabian	Society	on	the	eve	of	the	
publication	of	the	Five	Year	Strategy.
There	 was	 much	 to	 welcome	 in	 it	 for	

supporters	 of	 comprehensive	 education,	
despite	 the	 message	 in	 briefi	ngs	 from	
Number	10.	He	made	clear	that	selection	
represents	 a	 “fundamental	 political	 divid-
ing	line”.
Parents,	 he	 said,	 should	 be	 able	 to	

choose	 schools,	 not	 schools	 to	 choose	
parents.	There	will	 be	no	 “free	 for	 all”	 in	
admissions.	Although	unable	to	speak	the	

word	“comprehensive”,	in	a	section	of	his	
speech	 he	 even	 endorsed	what	we	 know	
such	schools	have	achieved:
“The	 unambiguous	 evidence	 from	 our	

best	all-ability	schools	today	is	that,	where	
the	schools	are	good,	the	aspirations	high,	
the	parental	support	strong,	then	the	great	
majority	 of	 young	 people	 can	 and	 do	
achieve	in	terms	of	good	GCSEs	at	16	and	
progression	 to	 further	 qualifi	cations	 be-
yond,	whether	vocational	or	academic.”

The	 speech	 can	 be	 found	 on	 the	 Labour	
Party	web	site	at	www.labour.org.uk/news/
tbeducation04

No return to selection, says Blair
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Contributions to DBTFopuft are
always welcome.
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More fi eld trips
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Uifz xbou uif Hpwfsonfou up qsp.
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buf npsf sftpvsdft boe qspwjef cfuufs 
usbjojoh boe tvqqpsu gps ufbdifst/

Qipof tvqqpsu
THE ADVISORY CENTRE for Education 
is expanding its telephone advice service 
for parents with the aid of a £200,000 
grant from the Government’s Parenting 
Fund.

From September, callers who ring the 
helpline run by the charity Parentline 
Plus and need advice on their children’s 
education will be referred to a new 
freephone number for ACE’s respected 
advice line.

ACE is recruiting new advice workers 
to cope with an expected 50% increase 
in calls.

Alternatives fair
IVNBO TDBMF FEVDBUJPO jt ipmejoh 
jut û gui Alternatives in Education Fair jo 
Csjtupm po Tbuvsebz Tfqufncfs 29ui/

B xjef wbsjfuz pg tdippmt- mfbsojoh 
dfousft- fevdbujpobm pshbojtbujpot boe 
qvcmjtifst bsf fyqfdufe up ibwf tubmmt boe 
benjttjpo up uif gbjs xjmm cf cz b wpmvoubsz 
epobujpo pg Ä4/11/

Uifsf xjmm bmtp cf b qsphsbnnf pg 
tfnjobst bu Ä6/11 fbdi/

Gps npsf jogpsnbujpo ps up cppl 
tfnjobs qmbdft- dbmm 12386 443627 ps wjtju 
xxx/itf/psh/vl

Difdljoh gps cvht
THE FIELD STUDIES Council has 
produced a fascinating, fold-out Hvjef 
up Tijfmecvht pg uif Csjujti Jtmft, which no 
self-respecting nature sleuth will want to 
be without.

The guide contains colour pictures of 
45 of the most commonly found shield-
bugs, along with information to help 
locate and identify them.

It can be obtained by sending a cheque 
for £3.50, payable to Field Studies Coun-
cil, to FSC Publications, Preston Mont-
ford, Shrewsbury, Shropshire SY4 1HW

What	 do	 you	 make	 of	 the	 fi	ve	 year	
strategy?

Opposite	 are	 some	 of	 the	 proposals	 in	
the	 Government’s	 Five	 Year	 Strategy	 for	
education,	 published	 on	 July	 8th.	 This	
document	was	much	hyped,	either	as	 the	
end	of	comprehensive	education	(Indepen-
dent)	 or,	 perhaps	 more	 accurately,	 as	 of-
fering	very	little	that	had	not	already	been	
reported	(TES).
Although	 it	 is	 not	 a	 consultation	 docu-

ment,	 it	 needs	 a	 detailed	 response.	CASE	
will	 be	 writing	 to	 Charles	 Clarke	 with	 a	
series	of	questions	about	 the	proposals	 in	
the	110	pages	of	the	Five	Year	Strategy.	We	
will	produce	the	letter	for	the	next	issue	of	
CASEnotes.
We	 would	 like	 to	 invite	 members	 to	

write	with	their	comments	or	questions	by	
September	10th	to	the	CASE	address	or	by	
email	to	case@casenet.org.uk

On	July	8th,	Stephen	Crowne,	DfES	Di-
rector	of	Resources,	Infrastructure	and	

Governance	Group,	wrote	to	education	or-
ganisations	outlining	proposed	changes	to	
school	 organisation	 legislation	 “aimed	 at	

Qbsfout upme up cvz ofx tdippm tjuf 
Parents in the south London borough of Lambeth, who have been campaigning to raise 

sponsorship to set up two new secondary schools under the City Academies pro-
gramme, have now been told that they must buy the sites for the schools themselves.

The campaigners have already set up the Nelson Mandela School Foundation, a not-for-
profi t company, to build a new 11-18 school in Brixton where 600 children leave primary 
school each year without a local secondary school to go to.

But the Government has refused them City Academy funding because they do not have 
a site available. Lambeth council says it has neither the sites nor the money to buy them, 
but the campaigners have continued to press for a change of approach, handing the council 
leader a petition signed by 3,000 local people.

Parents have also written an angry response to schools minister David Miliband after he 
and planning minister Keith Hill both wrote confi rming that the Government would not help 
buy sites and suggesting they buy the land themselves.

“The Government has totally lost the plot,” said Ray Perrotte, chair of the Nelson Man-
dela School Foundation. “They think they can take our tax money, give local kids nothing 
back and then tell us that Brixton parents should buy sites for schools. If they won’t pay for 
the schools we need, they should give us back our money. Then maybe we could go out and 
buy land for schools.”

• All secondary schools to be encouraged 
to be foundation schools as specialist 
independent schools.
• Personalised education for all.
• New providers encouraged.
• Three-year budgets for every school 
from 2006.
• “Popular” schools allowed to expand.
• 200 Academies by 2010.
• LEAs to be pupil and parent champions.

Department	 for	Education	and	Skills:	Five	
Year	 Strategy	 for	 Children	 and	 Learners,	
costs	 £22.00	 and	 can	 be	 ordered	 from	
The	 Stationery	Offi	ce	 on	 0870	 600	 5522	
or	 online	 at	 www.tso.co.uk/bookshop	
It	 is	 also	 available	 as	 a	 free	 download	
from	 www.dfes.gov.uk/publications/
5yearstrategy

Is there another Schools Bill on the way?
increasing	 further	 the	diversity	of	 second-
ary	education”.
The	 letter	promised	 further	consultation	

on	 relevant	 school	organisation	proposals	
in	the	Five	Year	Strategy	“in	due	course”.

New fi ve year strategy 
demands a response


