Dear Sirs

I am writing in response to your letters and articles from the last two weeks in relation to the review of School Structure in Bedfordshire. I notice that the emphasis remains on Structure not on Standards, which I understood was the whole purpose of the review and that the Councillor quoted in your article on page 8 continues to roll out the same arguments about funding and everybody else. I am a chair of governors at a local Middle School and have also been chair of governors at a local Lower School. I have attended meetings in all areas of the County.

To correct some of the bias in your article

1. The government have confirmed that the funding available £200 million of loan money, note the word loan, is available to Bedfordshire.

2. There is no evidence that a 2 tier structure produces better results, in fact anecdotal evidence for Northampton and Milton Keynes would suggest the opposite

I would also make the following points:

3. Why because others have changed should we?

4. We are judging this on 3 subjects, Maths English and Science

5. The DFES evidence for Key Stage 3 results in Bedfordshire show that in all other subjects except Modern Foreign Languages the County results are above the National Average or those of our Statistical Neighbours. We are broadly in line with the National Average and our Statistical Neighbours at Key Stage 2 and the rate of improvement at Key Stage 2 in Bedfordshire is above that of all schools nationally. Our GCES results are poor, even one of the better Upper Schools in the county has admitted that they should be doing better with the pupils that come to them. Our A level results are again in line with the National Average. A shame then that as part of a structural change we are likely to loose our current 6th form set-up.

6. Currently all Schools have 2 years to teach GCSE’s, yet proposals put forward to improve standards would give Upper Schools 3 years. A Sparrow please note. 

7. The latest 4S report makes no mention of the criticism of the Education Department at County Hall. The new head of Children’s Services Mr Malcolm Newsam has admitted to this failure. A recent report has deemed the leadership and support function of the education department at County Hall inadequate. Mr Newsam has said that he needs to fix the centre, yet this is the same Department that is pushing for change, the same department that has presided over the debacle in Bedfordshire in the last few years, the same department that has failed to support failing Schools even when the evidence was available, the same department that has been providing our County Councillors with the data on which to make their decision. We are told that a decision has not been made, why is it then that county officers have been assuming that change for some time now?

8. Parents are overwhelmingly in favour of retaining the current structure. Yes we want our children to aspire to achieve, yes we want them to fulfil those aspirations, but we also want them to have opportunity, to develop emotionally in safe small environments with the early introduction to specialist teachers. Again A Sparrow please note. 

It’s about the quality of leadership and the delivery of teaching with real support, vision and strategy from the County. It is not, nor has it ever been about the Structure. Poor leadership, poor local authority support, and admittedly poor delivery of teaching will never raise standards. The truth is the authority have failed our children and instead of supporting the uniqueness of the current structure and the massive benefits that can bring they appear to be about to vote for a change and like sheep just follow the crowd. They will then be able to blame the chaos of structural change for the next few years as the reason for continued results. So why not let Mr Newsam “fix the centre”, allow him to have measurable outcomes for his changes and save our schools.

Donald Brown 

