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Review of Schools organisation in Melton Mowbray and the Vale of Belvoir – Results of Consultation on the future of King Edward VII School
8th March 2010
This report to Cabinet regarding KE V11 Melton fails to give adequate consideration to two vital aspects of the matter. These are: the deeply flawed process of consultation with parents and the breakdown of the Melton schools partnership under the pressure of debate and protest. Additionally there are a number of matters to do with transitional and other costs and the unresolved accompanying issue of the governance of the Post-16 Centre.
The report makes clear that a majority of Melton parents do not wish to see King Edward V11 closed. It also shows very clearly that of the six educational establishments in the Melton area four of them are against closure and two in favour, though the latter, of course, are the two schools that have most to gain by the elimination of a rival. 

The process of consultation began using one set of data for pupil numbers. During the process it became apparent that the data was seriously inaccurate, since 390 pupils who had been anticipated to need provision did not in fact materialise. Yet at no time was this fact made clear to Melton parents. The difference in the data made a three-school model in Melton almost impossible to achieve. 

We do not believe that Melton parents realised when they chose the secondary schools for their children that a likely outcome of their choice was the closure of one of the three schools. That belief is backed up by the figures in the final round of consultation given in the report. To close KE V11 on the basis of flawed data in a situation of such confused understanding is grossly unfair. In Appendix D of this report, even the Governors of Long Field School are moved to say, we regret that more accurate numbers were not used in the previous consultations, leading to unachievable expectations by parents in Melton. Furthermore, no body has yet satisfactorily explained why this information was not available at the time the three school model was approved in 2007.
Both John Ferneley and Long Field schools enjoyed a clear advantage over KE V11 in that they had had rebuild or considerable extension underway or completed whereas the latter had not seen any of its projected £5 million upgrade undertaken. This is a significant second factor in the unfairness of the process. 
We are also concerned that the pupils of King Edward VII will now be forced to change secondary school twice, when the entire purpose of the reorganisation was to remove such a need and minimise the disruption to pupil progress. In the short term, the use of temporary mobiles could also have a detrimental on transferring pupils. The political administration bears some responsibility for this situation and we find disappointing that nothing has been said about this to date or an apology made. 
Sadly the whole concept of reorganisation within a partnership has collapsed into individual rivalries between the schools, reflected in the difficulties in coming to agreement on the governance of the Post-16 Centre.
The Cabinet should consider the postponement of reorganisation for one year and a further consultation on accurate data with the full implications of parental choice made crystal clear. 
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