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Numbering links to the consultation questionnaire (www.brent.gov.uk/consultation)
 

1. We recognise the need for the provision of more school places in Brent because of the current lack of places in the south of the borough and the new build happening in the Wembley area. We think that schools should be community based. This enables schools to have an active role in building community cohesion and reduces the need for air-polluting cross-borough travel. 
 

2. We agree that expansion of existing schools should be considered in some circumstances but not at the cost of losing a school's community character or increasing the amount of travel. We are concerned that schools may become too big and impersonal and support the concept of small-schools within large schools. Where new schools are built, they should be planned on a zero-carbon sustainable basis, incorporating solar and wind-turbine power, water saving/recycling, and green roofs. 
 

3 and 4. A blanket policy of expanding 'successful' or 'popular' schools presents difficulties. The recent Evening Standard survey of popular London primary schools, as measured by the number of applications for each available place, showed a preponderance of one-form entry schools. Expanding them into two or three form entry schools would not cater for parental preference for the intimate family atmosphere of one-form entry schools. The building of new schools within regeneration zones is an issue that raises concerns over planning and the demands made on developers. It appears that the planning of new schools lags well behind completion of new building such as that on the General Electric site in North Wembley. We are also concerned that developers are not held to early pledges about community infrastructure in projects such as Quaintain Estate's development around Wembley Stadium. The Council needs to extract concrete commitments to provision of health and childcare facilities; new schools and children's play areas from developers and ensure that these are delivered.
 

5. See 1. We are aware that some local communities are geographically disadvantaged because they live on the outer borders of school catchment areas and this reduces their chance of being offered places because of the preference given to those who live nearest the school. This is particularly distressing for parents of first-born or only children who cannot make use of the sibling connection preference criterion. It also gives school and council admissions officers problems as parents often feel that if they live in a school's catchment area this automatically gives them the right to a place.
 

6. The impact of out-of-hours school activities varies across the borough and the range offered is affected by school size to some extent. When services are well planned in response to pupil and parent preferences and offered by a consortium of neighbouring schools they are likely to be more comprehensive. 
 

7. We believe that this question is flawed because it merely gives the opportunity to agree or disagree with a school size of 315 per year group in secondary schools or 120 in primary. The question does not give the opportunity to express a preference for a smaller or larger intake, or to provide further explanation.  Our view is that schools should be on a human-scale where children and their families are well-known to staff and the school can provide a safe and secure environment catering for the child's social and emotional needs as well as the academic. Where schools are already large, we are in favour of a form of organisation that splits them into smaller units, often known as small schools or mini-schools, within the larger institution. These smaller units would have their own staffing and classrooms but would also be able to share facilities such as gymnasium, libraries and playing fields with other units. It is a great pity that some primary schools in the borough are already so large that the whole school cannot meet together in an assembly hall.
 

8. We firmly believe that all schools should be non-selective, democratically controlled and accountable to the local community. We are therefore against the current proposals for a Wembley City Academy and any future such proposals for academies sponsored by faith groups, private sponsors, charities or parent groups.  In addition, we would note that the recent consultation by the LEA/ARK on the Wembley Academy was flawed because it consulted only over detail (name, admissions) rather than the concept of City Academies or even where it should be built. We still await details of the Environmental Impact Study and Traffic Impact Study that were promised during the consultation.
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