Gloucester Area Secondary Schools Review

An extraordinary meeting of Gloucester Partnership was held on Friday 1st October to consider the proposals arising from the Gloucester Area Secondary Schools Review below.

Proposals

· A new community co-educational comprehensive school for central areas of Gloucester

· Change the character of Oxtalls to a Church of England Voluntary Aided school

· A federation specifically between Ribston Hall School, The Crypt School and the new community school 

· Promote federations more generally amongst all schools

· Promote curriculum and support arrangements in the new community school to cater for single sex teaching and learning

· Review admission numbers at comprehensive schools outside the city which are affected by the proposals
· Reduce the capacity across the four selective schools by the equivalent of four forms of entry by September 2006

· Collaborative model for 14-19 provision

· Work with the LSC on post-16 provision and location.
There were not enough partners present to prepare a collective LSP response to the County Council, but the presence of two young people with recent experience of being at school in Gloucester gave an opportunity to record their views.

S had experience of both Barnwood (BP) and the High School for Girls (HSG); V had personal experience of Ribston (R) and family experience of Crypt (C).

S felt that expectations on her were lower at BP than at HSG. Before moving, at 6th form level, she had thought HSG girls would be clever and posh, but found them quite normal, though predominantly from well-off backgrounds. She chose HSG more for its quality than because it was a single-sex school (there were a few boys in the sixth form), though she thought it was better off being single-sex – with fewer distractions.

S felt that Muslim families such as her own made various choices about schools and colleges, most preferring single-sex status if possible, some opting for mixed but high-achieving schools, others happy with GlosCAT at A-level. She felt that faith-based schools would be judged on their practice and quality rather than on their faith as such.

In S’s experience, many pupils needed extra support to step up into the hard-working culture of a school like HSG, but that the culture of a school was crucial to the achievement of its pupils.

V agreed that there were work-culture differences between schools – in her experience of joint initiatives pupils tended to associate themselves with others from similar schools, e.g. R with C – but felt that school size was also important. 

Bullying and the fear of bullying were also factors for V: in choosing one school over another in the first place, and in how a school dealt with the issues. A key factor in choosing a school was how well the young person or their parents thought they would fit in and get on socially as well as academically. Family experience of unresolved bullying at Ribston had initially meant that V did not want to go there, but through her own strategies (and possibly better school strategies) she had not been bullied herself. What she noticed, though, was that pupils grouped themselves within classes by ability, and that sometimes the more disaffected or under-achieving group would pick on members of other groups.

V also felt that pupils were not generally well prepared for the ‘gear changes’ from primary to secondary school, or from Year 9 to 10.

Both S & V agreed that factors such as family support and transport issues affected school choices, as well as social perceptions and/or stereotypes. One common perception was that Thomas Rich’s and HSG were in one league, followed by Ribston and Crypt in the next, followed by the other secondary schools.

S & V enjoyed their schooling, felt it was of a good quality, and helped them achieve. They wanted all Gloucester schools to be at least at that same level, and felt that while efforts should be made to raise the quality of under-achieving schools, this should not be at the expense of R & C.

