GLASGOW CITY COUNCIL
EDUCATION SERVICES

THIS IS A FORMAL
CONSULTATIVE
DOCUMENT

Proposal:
Response to the consultation to align the key-entry criterion across all
30 Glasgow City Council mainstream secondary schools by making all
30 be delineated secondary schools, i.e. the single key-entry criteria for
all secondary schools being a defined geographical catchment area.

School(s)

Ward(s)

Strategic
Planning
Area

Learning Communities

Mainstream
Secondary Schools

City-Wide

City-Wide

All Learning Communities

REPORT BY EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION
This document has been issued by Glasgow City Council for consultation in terms of the
Schools (Consultation) (Scotland) Act 2010.
The Ordnance Survey map data included within this document is provided by Glasgow
City Council under licence from Ordnance Survey in order to fulfil its public function in
relation to this public consultation. Persons viewing this mapping should contact Ordnance
Survey Copyright for advice where they wish to licence Ordnance Survey mapping/data for
their own use.

1.

Background

1.1

The entry criteria for primary and secondary schools are determined by the local authority.
Local authorities throughout Scotland, and other countries, adopt a range of differing entry
criteria. For primary schools in Glasgow, the key entrance criteria for a particular school is
based upon a defined geographical catchment area, and those families living within the
catchment area will have a “right” to expect that their child can be enrolled in that particular
school; provided that there is room to accommodate the child.

1.2

Some primary schools have shared catchment areas whereby parents residing within these
areas may choose between two or more local schools within the same sector (i.e.
denominational or non-denominational). These shared catchment areas exist as a legacy
of many years of demographic changes, school closures, housing developments and other
factors.

1.3

Every address within Glasgow has a catchment area (or shared catchment area) for both a
denominational primary school (or schools), and a non-denominational primary school (or
schools).

1.4

The secondary school estate, however, is slightly different. For 12 of the 30 secondary
schools, the single key-entry criteria is similar to that of the primary schools, i.e. defined
only by a geographical catchment area, this is known as a delineated secondary school.
The 12 delineated secondary schools are:







1.5








Bannerman High School
Eastbank Academy
Hillhead High School
Holyrood Secondary School
John Paul Academy
Knightswood Secondary School

Bellahouston Academy
Hillpark Secondary School
Hyndland Secondary School
King’s Park Secondary School
Rosshall Academy
St Andrew’s Secondary School

The remaining 18 secondary schools have a different entry criteria, which is primarily based
on the primary school the child attends, these primary schools are referred to as associated
primary schools. These secondary schools also have a “notional” catchment area (which is
fundamentally the “sum of” the associated primary schools’ catchment areas), and these
secondary schools are referred to as non-delineated secondary schools.
The 18 non-delineated secondary schools are:










1.6

All Saints Secondary School
Cleveden Secondary School
Govan High School
Lourdes Secondary School
Shawlands Academy
Springburn Academy
St Mungo's Academy
St Roch's Secondary School
Whitehill Secondary School











Castlemilk High School
Drumchapel High School
Lochend Community High School
Notre Dame High School
Smithycroft Secondary School
St Margaret Mary's Secondary School
St Paul's High School
St Thomas Aquinas Secondary School
Glasgow Gaelic School/Sgoil Ghaidhlig
Ghlaschu Secondary

Having two different systems operating within the city can lead to confusion over which
secondary school a young person has an entitlement to attend. Aligning to a single system
will ensure equity, and clarity in relation to the key-entry criteria for Glasgow mainstream
secondary schools.

2.

Proposal

2.1

The purpose of this consultation was to align the mainstream secondary school estate by
establishing one key-entry criteria across all 30 secondary schools; by making all secondary
schools across the city delineated secondary schools, i.e. the single key-entry criteria being
a defined geographical catchment area.

2.2

This consultation directly affected 18 mainstream secondary schools, and indirectly affected
12 other mainstream secondary schools. The proposal document identified that the creation
of a unified single entry criteria was unlikely to have an adverse effect as the current
entitlement for the majority of the families in the city will be unaffected.

2.3

The main purpose of this proposal was to align/unify the entry criteria, it was not to
significantly alter, amend or otherwise change existing catchment areas; albeit very minor
alterations have been required to ensure there were no ‘gaps’ in the catchment areas as a
result of the change.

2.4

The minor amendments made to catchment areas, as defined below, have been undertaken
based on an analysis of P7 leavers’ destinations from the primary schools in question. The
proposed changes would formalise the historic trends of P7 leavers from the primary
schools noted in the proposal document. Full details of these are in the original consultation
document.
2.4.1 To amend the catchment area for St Roch’s Secondary School as
follows:
a. Remove, in its entirety, the geographical catchment area for St Philomena’s PS.
b. Remove the small area of shared catchment with All Saints Secondary and
allocate this area exclusively to All Saints Secondary.
c. Allocate the entire St Stephen’s Primary School catchment area to St Roch’s
Secondary.
2.4.2 To amend the catchment area for All Saints Secondary School as
follows:
a. Allocate the entire geographical catchment area for St Philomena’s Primary
School to All Saints Secondary
b. Remove, in its entirety, the geographical catchment area of St Stephen’s
Primary School.
c. Allocate exclusively to All Saints Secondary, the small area of catchment
currently shared with St Roch’s Secondary.
d. Include All Saints Secondary in the small area of catchment currently shared
between St Mungo’s and St Andrew’s to take cognisance of children from this
area who may attend St Philomena’s Primary School.
2.4.3 To amend the catchment area for Springburn Academy to allocate the entire
geographical catchment areas for Barmulloch Primary School and Royston
Primary School to Springburn Academy.
2.4.4 To amend the catchment area for Smithycroft Secondary School to remove, in their
entirety, the geographical catchment areas for both Barmulloch Primary School
and Royston Primary School.
2.4.5 To amend the catchment area of St Stephen’s Primary School to include an area
of land in Sighthill to the north of the M8 which is currently part of the catchment
of St Mungo’s Primary School. There have not been any houses on this land but
there are new houses planned as part of the development of Sighthill.

2.4.6 To create a small area of shared catchment between Bellahouston Academy and
Shawlands Secondary
2.5

It was recognised that there would be a very small number of families who may be adversely
affected due to having a child in one of the 18 non-delineated secondary schools and a
sibling in one of the associated primary schools who attend as a result of a placing request.
Therefore, it is proposed that there would be a right for siblings of those affected by the
change. That is, a child who attends a primary school by means of a placing request, and
has a sibling in the associated secondary school at the time of transition, would be
considered as if they were a catchment area pupil for up to five years; should this proposal
be approved by the City Administration Committee.

2.6

There may be other families who would be affected in terms having made a decision to
place their child at a certain primary school and having a reasonable belief that their child
would automatically transition to the associated secondary school. The consultation
document showed that only 3.7% of the current primary school population fall into this
category. However, in order to afford these families some cognisance of this, it is proposed
that any family who find themselves in this position at the commencement of the new
arrangements in 2020 would have a protection until August 2025 (i.e. when P1 in 2018/19
enters S1) in the form of a priority placing request into the secondary school that was
previously associated with their primary school.

3

Public meetings

3.1

There were six public meetings held at secondary schools across the city. The meetings also
consider the consultation on placing request criteria which was open at the same time. The
total attendance at these meetings was 19. The notes of each of these meetings is included
in the appendices.

3.2

In addition to these six public meetings, the Executive Director of Education met with some
of the Parent Council from Craigton Primary School. The parents at Craigton Primary School
wanted to discuss the challenges of the over-subscription exercise which was taking place at
Rosshall Academy and whether the consultation would address their concerns. There was a
positive discussion on other options, such as the potential of Craigton Primary School
catchment area becoming part of another secondary school’s delineated area. The parents
were advised that any change as significant as this would require another public consultation
and were officers to propose this then we would engage with them prior to any consultation
being taken forward.

4

Responses to the consultation

4.1

856 respondents registered with the survey. 626 (73.1%) identified as parents or carers, 41
(4.8%) identified as school staff, 25 (2.9%) identified as Council staff, 45 (5.3%) identified
as pupils, 114 (13.3%) identified as residents, 5 (0.6%) identified as Glasgow City Council
councillors and 54 (6.3%) identified as ‘other’. Note that some respondents identified in
more than one category, for example, ‘parent or carer’ and ‘resident’.

4.2

796 (93% of the 856 respondents) answered the question ‘Do you agree that all secondary
schools in Glasgow should have the same entry criteria, i.e. be delineated?’





549 (64% of all respondents) said ‘Yes’.
166 (19.4%) said ‘No’.
81 (9.4%) said ‘Don’t know’
60 (7%) skipped the question

The next question asked respondents ‘Do you disagree with any particular secondary
school(s) proposed delineation?’

4.3



4.4

471 (55% of all respondents) said ‘Yes’.
264 (30.8%) said ‘No’.
121 (14.1%) skipped the question
They were then given the option of selecting the particular school and the opportunity to
comment. The table below provides a summary for each school along with a response from
Education Services, where appropriate.
Secondary School
All Saints Secondary
School

Glasgow Gaelic
School
Response from
Education Services

Bannerman High
School
Bellahouston
Academy
Castlemilk High
School
Cleveden Secondary
School

Response from
Education Services

No. of
respondents
4

Commentary

General comments such as: I think that all
secondary schools should be nondelineated; I don’t think that any school
should have a boundary parents should
be allowed to put their child at whatever
school they feel the like best.
3
Two felt that pupils should have to attend
some sort of Gaelic education in order to
attend.
There are no plans to make it compulsory that pupils have
previously attended Gaelic education. Any parents who
wished their child to attend with no or very limited Gaelic
language skills would be advised by the school that the
curriculum on offer may be unlikely to meet their child’s
learning needs.
0
0
0
1

Catchment area is too wide. Contradicts
local schools for local children manifesto.
High travel costs for pupils living in
SIMD1
Due to the location of Cleveden and other secondary
schools. It is not possible to amend the catchment area to
reduce the travel distance for pupils living in some parts of
the catchment area. However, increased efforts will be
made to try to improve the travel options for pupils.
0

Drumchapel High
School
Eastbank Academy
0
Govan High School
0
Hillhead High School 8

One respondent felt that an area of
housing in Partick/Dowanhill should be
amended to allow families the choice of
either Hyndland or Hillhead as the
schools were equidistant. Two
respondents commented on the need for
placing requests if your child had gone to
a denominational primary school.

Response from
Education Services

Hillpark Secondary
School
Holyrood Secondary
School

Response from
Education Services
Hyndland Secondary
School

Response from
Education Services

John Paul Academy
King’s Park
Secondary School

Response from
Education Services

Knightswood
Secondary School
Lochend Community
High School
Lourdes Secondary
School
Notre Dame High
School

The first suggestion would require a new statutory
consultation. Officers do not recommend more shared
catchment areas as this makes planning for future capacity
more challenging.
0
2

Two respondents put the same comments
on each denominational school. They
were ‘faith school’ and ‘Denominational
schools should give priority to those of
that denomination.’
The latter comment is covered by the consultation on
placing requests.
6
The comments referred to the number of
placing requests which were used every
year. The same proposal was included as
that made in Hillhead High School above.
One suggested that the Scotstoun area
should be included and another
suggested that Scotstoun Conservation
area should be included.
Officers agree that the relatively small size of the
catchment area results in a high proportion of placing
requests. There would be a reduced administrative burden
if there were fewer placing requests. To change the
catchment area would require a new statutory consultation
under the Schools (Consultation) Scotland Act 2010.
Officers recommend that consideration is given to scoping
out a consultation to amend the catchment area of
Hyndland Secondary School which would have the effect
of reducing the number of placing requests.
2
See Holyrood Secondary School
comments above.
1
The respondent suggested that Toryglen
Primary School catchment area should be
included in the delineated catchment area
for King’s Park Secondary School.
Officers recommend that King’s Park Secondary School’s
catchment area is changed to include the whole of
Toryglen Primary School catchment area. See Appendix
22.
0
0
2
284

See Holyrood Secondary School
comments above.
Comments were varied and polarised. A
notable number proposed that the High
School should have a wider catchment
area and some stated this was to allow
more girls entry. Others took the
opportunity to state their support for
single-sex education. A notable number
also took the opportunity to propose that
boys are allowed to attend the school.

Response from
Education Services

Rosshall Academy

Response from
Education Services

Shawlands
Academy

Response from
Education Services

Smithycroft
Secondary School

Response from
Education Services

Springburn
Academy
St Andrew’s
Secondary School
St Margaret Mary’s
Secondary School
St Mungo’s
Academy

The City Administration have committed to undertaking a
consultation on the entry criteria for Notre Dame High
School. This will take place once this consultation is
concluded.
3
The respondents expressed concerns
about catchment children not being able
to attend their local secondary school.
In session 17/18, an oversubscription exercise was run for
entry into Rosshall Academy because there were too
many catchment children registered for available places.
However, by August 2018, all catchment children who
wished a place at Rosshall Academy were offered a place
due to the impact of placing requests to other schools. It is
anticipated that this issue will not arise for August 2019.
Education Services will continue to monitor carefully the
numbers of pupils in the catchment area and will work with
parents to discuss longer term solutions through potential
future statutory consultations should concerns arise.
5
The respondents’ comments mainly
referred to placing requests they had
made into the local primary school and
they, therefore did not want Shawlands to
become delineated.
Officers acknowledge that changing the status of the
school from non-delineated to delineated may cause
anxiety as some parents may feel that their child would not
be able to access the secondary school. We have taken
these concerns into consideration as noted in 2.5 and 2.6.
5
The small number of respondents
expressed concerns about the distance
some pupils have to travel to attend this
school. One was concerned about the
lack of public transport to Smithycroft for
those families who live close to
Wallacewell Primary School.
Officers are aware of the concerns of some families who
attend Wallacewell Primary School. There is a secondary
school in East Dunbartonshire which is notably closer to
the housing in Robroyston and there are better public
transport links to Springburn Academy than Smithycroft
Secondary School. However, children attend Wallacewell
Primary School from a wide catchment area and for some
children Smithycroft Secondary School is nearby. Parent
should be assured that transport is also provided where
children have to travel more than 2.2 miles or where there
is not a safe walking route.
1
Comment referred to pupils from
Wallacewell having to use a placing
request to attend Springburn Academy
despite it being walking distance.
2
See Holyrood Secondary School
comments above.
2
See Holyrood Secondary School
comments above.
3
See Holyrood Secondary School
comments above.

5

St Paul’s High
School
St Roch’s
Secondary School
St Thomas Aquinas

2

Whitehill Secondary
School
St Mungo’s Primary
School
St Stephen’s
Primary School

0

3
9

2
2

See Holyrood Secondary School
comments above.
See Holyrood Secondary School
comments above.
A number of respondents took the
opportunity to comment on the school’s
relationship with Notre Dame High
School.

See Holyrood Secondary School
comments above.
See Holyrood Secondary School
comments above.

Education Scotland Report
5.1

The full response from Education Scotland has been attached as an appendix to this report.
Overall, inspectors felt that the proposal has clear educational benefits and that it should
assist the council to make effective use of its resources.

5.2

Education Scotland
Concerns raised at the public meeting, in written responses from those against the proposal
and from parents who met with HM Inspectors, predominantly related to Notre Dame High
School. From a total of 300 comments in response to the online questionnaire, 237
comments related to Notre Dame High School.
Response from Education Services
The City Administration have committed to undertaking a consultation on the entry criteria
for Notre Dame High School. This will take place once this consultation is concluded.

5.3

Education Scotland
A few stakeholders were of the view that the council had not fully considered the needs of
families living in particular parts of a number of existing catchment areas across the city. In
taking forward the proposal, the council should respond to individual local school
communities regarding concerns around specific areas in the proposed realignment of the
catchment areas.
Response from Education Services
In the above table responses have been provided to each of the issues raised in the
responses to the consultation.

5.4

Education Scotland
A few respondents to the online questionnaire and a few parents who met with HM
Inspectors stated that it is not clear from the proposal paper exactly how many families will
be affected by the changes. They have requested that there is effective communication to
parents and families directly affected, particularly where there may be younger siblings who
have not yet started at primary school.
Response from Education Services
In the consultation document and in this response, it is confirmed that there would be
protection until August 2025, for children currently in primary school who would be affected,

in the form of a priority placing request into the secondary school that was previously
associated with their primary school if there were changes.
5.5

Education Scotland
In taking forward the plans, the council should share how communication of any relevant
changes to families affected would be undertaken.
Response from Education Services
Each year, Education Services communicates with headteachers on the details of enrolments
from nursery to primary and primary to secondary. This includes letters to parents.
Communication in future years will include detail on the changes to draw parents’ attention
to the changes. Information on the Council web-site will also be updated to include more
detail on the changes.

6

Secondary Delineated Areas and other changes

6.1

Having taken into consideration the views of respondents, the Education Scotland report
and those who attended the meetings. It is proposed that all secondary schools in the city
become delineated as set out in the consultation document. It is also proposed that the
changes as set out in sections 2.4, 2.5 and 2.6 are approved.

6.2

In addition, it is proposed that the whole of Toryglen Primary School catchment area is
included as part of the delineated catchment of King’s Park Secondary School.

6.3

The final maps of the proposed catchment areas are included as Appendices.

7

Other consultations

7.1

In line with the City Administration’s commitment to undertake a public consultation under
the Schools (Consultation) Scotland Act 2010 to consider the entry criteria for Notre Dame
High School, officers have been engaging with Parent Councils and campaign groups
between October and December 2018 with a view to carrying out a consultation. A paper
will be brought to the City Administration Committee by mid-February 2019 seeking
permission for this consultation to be carried out.

7.2

During 2019, officers will meet with Parent Councils in the Hyndland Learning Community
to discuss whether there should be a public consultation under the Schools (Consultation)
Scotland Act 2010 to change the delineated catchment area of Hyndland Secondary
School.

8.

Date of implementation

8.1

It is proposed that the catchment areas as proposed would take effect immediately
following the decision being made by the City Administration Committee.

9.

Equality Impact Assessment

9.1

The quality improvement officer with responsibility for Equalities carried out an
Equality Impact Assessment screening for this response. The screening process did
not identify issues which would require a full Equality Impact Assessment being
carried out. The full screening is available as an Appendix.
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Appendix 1
Report by Education Scotland addressing educational aspects of the proposal by Glasgow
City Council to align the entry criteria across all 30 Glasgow City Council mainstream
secondary schools.
1.

Introduction

1.1
This report from Education Scotland has been prepared by Her Majesty’s Inspectors of
Education (HM Inspectors) in accordance with the terms of the Schools (Consultation) (Scotland)
Act 2010 (“the 2010 Act”). The purpose of the report is to provide an independent and impartial
consideration of Glasgow City Council’s proposal to align the entry criteria across all 30 Glasgow
City Council mainstream secondary schools. Section 2 of the report sets out brief details of the
consultation process. Section 3 of the report sets out HM Inspectors’ consideration of the
educational aspects of the proposal, including significant views expressed by consultees.
Section 4 summarises HM Inspectors’ overall view of the proposal. Upon receipt of this report, the
Act requires the council to consider it and then prepare its final consultation report. The council’s
final consultation report should include a copy of this report and must contain an explanation of
how, in finalising the proposal, it has reviewed the initial proposal, including a summary of points
raised during the consultation process and the council’s response to them. The council has to
publish its final consultation report three weeks before it takes its final decision.
1.2

HM Inspectors considered:



the likely effects of the proposal for children and young people of the schools; any other
users; children likely to become pupils within two years of the date of publication of the
proposal paper; and other children and young people in the council area;



any other likely effects of the proposal;



how the council intends to minimise or avoid any adverse effects that may arise from the
proposal; and



the educational benefits the council believes will result from implementation of the proposal,
and the council’s reasons for coming to these beliefs.

1.3

In preparing this report, HM Inspectors undertook the following activities:



attendance at the public meetings held on 5 June, 19 June, 16 August, and 21 August
2018, in connection with the council’s proposals;



consideration of all relevant documentation provided by the council in relation to the
proposal, specifically the educational benefits statement and related consultation
documents, written and oral submissions from parents and others; and



visits to the site of Cleveden Secondary School, Hillpark Secondary School, St Roch’s
Secondary School and Whitehill Secondary School, including discussion with relevant
consultees.

2.

Consultation Process

2.1
Glasgow City Council undertook the consultation on its proposal(s) with reference to the
Schools (Consultation) (Scotland) Act 2010.

2.2
The statutory consultation period ran from 14 May to 24 September 2018. Communication
was issued to stakeholders across schools, parent councils, professional associations, community
councils, area partnerships and the Archdiocese of Glasgow and Motherwell. Adverts were placed
in the press. Copies of the proposal document were made available in council libraries and a
dedicated page was set up on the council website for the consultation. The council held six public
meetings on 5 June, 12 June, 19 June, 16 August, 21 August and 4 September 2018. An
additional meeting was held at the request of a group of Parent Councils. Overall, there were 19
attendees at the public meetings.
2.3
An online questionnaire was created for the consultation, to which there were 856
responses. Out of 796 respondees who answered the question, “do you agree that all secondary
schools in Glasgow should have the same entry criteria, i.e. be delineated?” overall 64% (549) of
respondees agreed, 19% (166) disagreed and 9% (81) neither agreed nor disagreed with the
question.

3.

Educational Aspects of Proposal

3.1
The proposal aims to ensure that children, young people and families would be provided
with a greater level of certainty as to which secondary school children would be transferring to.
The proposal has the potential to enable secondary schools to better predict the S1 intake and
plan more effectively to meet the needs of the children moving from primary schools. Overall, the
proposal has clear educational benefits. The proposal should assist the council to make effective
use of its resources.
3.2
Concerns raised at the public meeting, in written responses from those against the proposal
and from parents who met with HM Inspectors, predominantly related to Notre Dame High School.
From a total of 300 comments in response to the online questionnaire, 237 comments related to
Notre Dame High School. The education authority have stated that they are committed to holding
a consultation on entry criteria for Notre Dame High School in 2019.
3.3
A few stakeholders were of the view that the council had not fully considered the needs of
families living in particular parts of a number of existing catchment areas across the city. In taking
forward the proposal, the council should respond to individual local school communities regarding
concerns around specific areas in the proposed realignment of the catchment areas.
3.4
Almost all staff and young people from Cleveden Secondary School, Hillpark Secondary
School, St Roch’s Secondary School and Whitehill Secondary School who spoke with HM
Inspectors fully supported the proposal to redefine the catchment areas, sharing that the proposal
made sense and it would be helpful and move away from uncertainty for families and for schools.
3.5
Most parents at Hillpark Secondary School and Whitehill Secondary School who spoke with
HM Inspectors supported the proposal to redefine the catchment areas.
3.6
A few respondees to the online questionnaire and a few parents who met with HM
Inspectors stated that it is not clear from the proposal paper exactly how many families will be
affected by the changes. They have requested that there is effective communication to parents
and families directly affected, particularly where there may be younger siblings who have not yet
started at primary school. The council have stated that there would be protection until August
2025, for children currently in primary school who would be affected, in the form of a priority
placing request into the secondary school that was previously associated with their primary school.
In taking forward the plans, the council should share how communication of any relevant changes
to families affected would be undertaken.
3.7
The Archdiocese of Glasgow and Motherwell are supportive of the proposal to align the
entry criteria across all 30 Glasgow City Council mainstream secondary schools.

4.

Summary

Overall, Glasgow City Council’s proposal to align the entry criteria across all 30 Glasgow City
Council mainstream secondary schools has clear educational benefits. The proposal aims to
ensure that children, young people and families would be provided with a greater level of certainty
as to which secondary school children would be transferring to. The proposal has the potential to
enable secondary schools to better predict the S1 intake and plan more effectively to meet the
needs of the children moving from primary schools. In taking forward the proposal, the council
should respond to individual local school communities regarding concerns around specific areas in
the proposed realignment of the catchments. The council should also share how communication of
any relevant changes to families affected would be undertaken.
In order to take cognisance of the many responses in relation to Notre Dame High School, the
education authority should, as stated, take forward their consultation on entry criteria for Notre
Dame High School in 2019.

HM Inspectors
Education Scotland
October 2018

Appendix 23
MEETING FOR:

Secondary School Entry Criteria/Placing Request
Criteria

DATE OF MEETING

Tuesday 5 June 2018

VENUE

Drumchapel High School

NAME OF OFFICER

Jim Wilson

NAME OF SUPPORT OFFICER

Maureen McKenna

HEAD TEACHER(s)
APPROX No IN ATTENDANCE

2

COUNCIL REPRESENTATIVES IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

NA

EDUCATION SCOTLAND
REPRESENTATIVES (if known)

Shona Hunter

ELECTED MEMBERS IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

RELIGIOUS REPRESENTATIVES IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

RECORD

Mandie Running

Jim Wilson introduced himself and other representatives of Education Services, Glasgow City
Council.
Jim Wilson explained the background to the proposals and the consultation process. He stressed
the importance of people responding to the consultation and encouraged alternative proposals and
ideas.
The meeting was then opened to those present for any comments/areas of concern to be raised.
No specific concerns or questions were raised.

Appendix 24

MEETING FOR:

Secondary School Entry Criteria/Placing Request
Criteria

DATE OF MEETING

Tuesday 12 June 2018

VENUE

Springburn Academy

NAME OF OFFICER

Jim Wilson

NAME OF SUPPORT OFFICER

Maureen McKenna, David McEwan

HEAD TEACHER(s)
APPROX No IN ATTENDANCE

0

COUNCIL REPRESENTATIVES IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

NA

EDUCATION SCOTLAND
REPRESENTATIVES (if known)

Nil

ELECTED MEMBERS IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

RELIGIOUS REPRESENTATIVES IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

RECORD

Mandie Running

Appendix 25

MEETING FOR:

Secondary School Entry Criteria/Placing Request
Criteria

DATE OF MEETING

Tuesday 19 June 2018

VENUE

St Paul’s High School

NAME OF OFFICER

Jim Wilson

NAME OF SUPPORT OFFICER

David McEwan

HEAD TEACHER(s)
APPROX No IN ATTENDANCE

9

COUNCIL REPRESENTATIVES IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

EDUCATION SCOTLAND
REPRESENTATIVES (if known)

Sally Stewart

ELECTED MEMBERS IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

RELIGIOUS REPRESENTATIVES IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

RECORD

Mandie Running

Jim Wilson introduced himself and other representatives of Education Services, Glasgow City
Council.
Jim Wilson explained the background to the proposals and the consultation process. He stressed
the importance of people responding to the consultations and encouraged alternative proposals
and ideas.
Jim Wilson talked in more detail around the changes to the placing request criteria for mainstream
schools, whilst David McEwan followed on with information on the amendments to the entry criteria
to mainstream secondary schools.
Both were accompanied by an electronic presentation.
The meeting was then opened to those present for any comments/areas of concern to be raised.
Below are the main concerns that were raised.
QUESTIONS ASKED / AREAS OF CONCERN RAISED : -

1

If the proposals go ahead and are accepted, when will this be implemented?

A

It will be implemented for the session 2020/21. JW explained the consultation process and
timescales involved.

2

If you are in an area that is delineated, does this affect you directly?

A

No – there is no change to schools who are currently delineated.

3

Are you going to look at reviewing the catchment areas for all schools?

A

There is no plan to review the catchment areas across the city at present but if we do in the
future, these proposals will make that process simpler.

4

Do catchment areas get changed as part of review or is it currently ad hoc?

A

No. Presently, this is only conducted where necessary.

These are notes from the meeting rather than minutes. The questions above represent themes of
many questions asked.

Appendix 26

MEETING FOR:

Secondary School Entry Criteria/Placing Request
Criteria

DATE OF MEETING

Thursday 16 August 2018

VENUE

St Thomas Aquinas Secondary School

NAME OF OFFICER

Jim WIlson

NAME OF SUPPORT OFFICER

Julie Steel

HEAD TEACHER(s)
APPROX No IN ATTENDANCE

8

COUNCIL REPRESENTATIVES IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

EDUCATION SCOTLAND
REPRESENTATIVES (if known)

Sally Stewart

ELECTED MEMBERS IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

RELIGIOUS REPRESENTATIVES IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

RECORD

Mandie Running

Jim Wilson introduced himself and other representatives of Education Services, Glasgow City
Council.
Jim Wilson explained the background to the proposals and the consultation process. He stressed
the importance of people responding to the consultations and encouraged alternative proposals
and ideas.
Jim Wilson talked in more detail around the changes to the placing request criteria for mainstream
schools and on the amendments to the entry criteria to mainstream secondary schools. Both were
accompanied by an electronic presentation.
The meeting was then opened to those present for any comments/areas of concern to be raised.
Below are the main concerns that were raised.
QUESTIONS ASKED / AREAS OF CONCERN RAISED : -

1

If the proposals go ahead and are accepted, when will this be implemented?

A

It will be implemented for the session 2020/21. JW explained the consultation process and
timescales involved.

2

If you are in an area that is delineated, does this affect you directly?

A

No – there is no change to schools who are currently delineated.

3

Are you going to look at reviewing the catchment areas for Notre Dame to include the
existing catchment for St Thomas Aquinas Secondary?

A

There is no plan to review the catchment areas across the city at present but if we do in the
future, these proposals will make that process simpler.

4

Do catchment areas get changed as part of review or is it currently ad hoc?

A

No. Presently, this is only conducted where necessary.

P

Parents raised concerns about the placing request process stating that there should be a
definite waiting list rather than expecting parents to continually submit new requests.

A

JW urged those present to raise these concerns in their responses.

These are notes from the meeting rather than minutes. The questions above represent themes of
many questions asked

Appendix 27

MEETING FOR:

Entry and Placing Request Criteria Consultation

DATE OF MEETING

Tuesday 21 August 2018

VENUE

Whitehill Secondary School

NAME OF OFFICER

Jim Wilson

NAME OF SUPPORT OFFICER

David McEwan

HEAD TEACHER(s)
APPROX No IN ATTENDANCE

Nil

COUNCIL REPRESENTATIVES IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

EDUCATION SCOTLAND
REPRESENTATIVES (if known)

Anna Boni

ELECTED MEMBERS IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

RELIGIOUS REPRESENTATIVES IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

RECORD

Mandie Running

Appendix 28

MEETING FOR:

Entry and Placing Request Criteria Consultation

DATE OF MEETING

Tuesday 4 September 2018

VENUE

St Margaret Mary’s Secondary School

NAME OF OFFICER

Jim Wilson

NAME OF SUPPORT OFFICER
HEAD TEACHER(s)
APPROX No IN ATTENDANCE

Nil

COUNCIL REPRESENTATIVES IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

EDUCATION SCOTLAND
REPRESENTATIVES (if known)

Nil

ELECTED MEMBERS IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)

Nil

RELIGIOUS REPRESENTATIVES IN
ATTENDANCE (if known)
RECORD

Mandie Running

Appendix 29

EQUALITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT (EQIA): SCREENING FORM

Introduction to the EQIA screening process
A successful EQIA screening will look at 5 key areas:
1. Identify the Policy, Project, Service Reform or Budget Option to be assessed
A clear definition of what is being screened and its aims
2. Gathering Evidence & Stakeholder Engagement
Collect data to evidence the type of barriers people face to accessing services (research,
consultations, complaints and/or consult with equality groups)
3. Assessment & Differential Impacts
Reaching an informed decision on whether or not there is a differential impact on equality
groups, and at what level
4. Outcomes, Action & Public Reporting
Develop an action plan to make changes where a negative impact has been assessed.
Ensure that both the assessment outcomes and the actions taken to address negative
impacts are publically reported
5. Monitoring, Evaluation & Review
Stating how you will monitor and evaluate the Policy, Project, Service Reform or Budget
Option to ensure that you are continuing to achieve the expected outcomes for all groups.

1. IDENTIFY THE POLICY, PROJECT, SERVICE REFORM OR BUDGET OPTION:
a) Name of the Policy, Project, Service Reform or Budget Option to be screened

To align the key-entry criterion across all 30 Glasgow City Council mainstream secondary schools by making all 30 be delineated secondary
schools, i.e. the single key-entry criteria for all secondary schools being a defined geographical catchment area.

b) List main outcome focus and supporting activities of the Policy, Project, Service Reform or Budget Option
To align the mainstream secondary school estate by establishing one key-entry criteria across all 30 secondary schools; by making
all secondary schools across the city delineated secondary schools, i.e. the single key-entry criteria being a defined geographical
catchment area.
The proposal document identified that the creation of a unified single entry criteria was unlikely to have an adverse effect as the
current entitlement for the majority of the families in the city will be unaffected.
The main purpose of this proposal is to align/unify the entry criteria, it is not to significantly alter, amend or otherwise change
existing catchment areas; albeit very minor alterations have been required to ensure there are no ‘gaps’ in the catchment areas as
a result of the change.
Minor amendments made to catchment areas, have been undertaken based on an analysis of P7 leavers’ destinations from
a number of primary schools. The proposed changes will formalise the historic trends of P7 leavers from the primary schools
noted in the proposal document. Full details of these are in the original consultation document.

c) Name of officer completing assessment (signed and date)
Samir Sharma

d) Assessment Verified by (signed and date)
Maureen McKenna

2. GATHERING EVIDENCE & STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT
The best approach to find out if a policy, etc is likely to impact positively or negatively on equality groups is to look at existing research, previous
consultation recommendations, studies or consult with representatives of those groups. You should list below any data, consultations (previous
relevant or future planned), or any relevant research or analysis that supports the Policy, Project, Service Reform or Budget Option being
undertaken.

Please name any research, data, consultation or
studies referred to for this assessment:

Please state if this reference refers to one
or more of the protected characteristics:
 disability,
 race and/or ethnicity,
 religion or belief (including lack of
belief),
 gender,
 gender reassignment,
 sexual orientation
 marriage and civil partnership,
 pregnancy and maternity,

There were six public meetings held at
secondary schools across the city.
The notes of each of these meetings is included
in the appendices.
In addition to these six public meetings, the
Executive Director of Education met parent
council representatives
856 respondents registered with an online survey. A fuller
analysis as per the paper is available.

Do you intend to set up your own
consultation? If so, please list the main
issues that you wish to address if the
consultation is planned; or if consultation
has been completed, please note the
outcome(s) of consultation.

3. ASSESSMENT & DIFFERENTIAL IMPACTS
Use the table below to provide some narrative where you think the Policy, Project, Service Reform or Budget Option has either a positive
impact (contributes to promoting equality or improving relations within an equality group) or a negative impact (could disadvantage them) and note
the reason for the change in policy or the reason for policy development, based on the evidence you have collated.
Protected
Characteristic

Specific
Characteristics

SEX/ GENDER

Women
Men
Transgender

RACE*

White

Further information
on the breakdown
below each of these
headings, as per
census, is available
here.

Mixed or Multiple
Ethnic Groups

For example Asian
includes Chinese,
Pakistani and Indian
etc

Asian
African
Caribbean or Black
Other Ethnic Group

DISABILITY

Physical disability

A definition of
disability under the
Equality Act 2010 is
available here.

Sensory Impairment
(sight, hearing, )
Mental Health
Learning Disability

LGBT

Lesbians

Positive Impact – it
could benefit an
equality group

Good Practice/
Promotes Equality or
improved relations

Negative Impact –
it could disadvantage an
equality group

Reason for Change
in Policy or Policy
Development

Gay Men
Bisexual
AGE

Older People (60 +)
Younger People
(16-25)
Children (0-16)

MARRIAGE
& CIVIL
PARTNERSHIP

Women
Men
Lesbians
Gay Men

PREGNANCY &
MATERNITY

Women

RELIGION &
BELIEF**
A list of religions
used in the census is
available here.

See note

* For reasons of brevity race is not an exhaustive list, and therefore please feel free to augment the list above where appropriate; to reflect the complexity of other racial identities.
** There are too many faith groups to provide a list, therefore, please input the faith group e.g. Muslims, Buddhists, Jews, Christians, Hindus, etc. Consider the different faith
groups individually when considering positive or negative impacts. A list of religions used in the census is available here.

4. OUTCOMES, ACTION & PUBLIC REPORTING
SCREENING ASSESSMENT OUTCOME ACTIONS

Screening Outcome

Yes /No
Or /Not At This Stage

Further Action Required/
Action To Be Undertaken

Lead Officer and/or
Lead Strategic
Group

Was a significant level of
negative impact arising
from the project, policy or
strategy identified?

Views specifically around entry
criteria for Notre Dame High
School which was not part of
this consultation

An additional consultation will
be planned in order to take
cognisance of the many
responses in relation to Notre
Dame High School, the
education authority will take
forward consultation on entry
criteria for Notre Dame High
School in 2019.

Maureen McKenna

Does the project, policy or
strategy require to be
amended to have a
positive impact?
Does a Full Impact
Assessment need to be
undertaken?
If none of the above is
required, please
recommend the next
steps to be taken.

No

(i.e. is there a strategic group
that can monitor any future
impacts as part of
implementation?)

No

Additional Note
In the consultation document and
response, it is confirmed that there
would be protection until August
2025, for children currently in
primary school who would be
affected, in the form of a priority
placing request into the secondary
school that was previously
associated with their primary school
if there were changes.

Timescale for
Resolution of
Negative Impact/
Delivery of Positive
Impact

6/12 months

PUBLIC REPORTING OF SCREENING ASSESSMENT
All completed EQIA Screenings are required to be publically available on the Council website once they have been signed off by the relevant
manager, and/or Strategic, Policy, or Operational Group. (See EQIA Guidance: Pgs. 11-12.)

5. MONITORING OUTCOMES, EVALUATION & REVIEW
The Equalities Impact Assessment (EQIA) screening is not an end in itself but the start of a continuous monitoring and review process. The
relevant Strategic, Policy, or Operational Group responsible for the delivery of the Policy, Project, Service Reform or Budget Option, is also
responsible for monitoring and reviewing the EQIA Screening and any actions that may have been take to mitigate impacts.
Individual services are responsible for conducting the impact assessment for their area, staff from Corporate Strategic Policy and Planning
will be available to provide support and guidance.

Legislation
Equality Act (2010) - the Equality Act 2010 (Specific Duties) Scotland Regulations 2012
The 2010 Act consolidated previous equalities legislation to protect people from
discrimination on grounds of:










race
sex
being a transsexual person (transsexuality is where someone has changed, is
changing or has proposed changing their sex – called ‘gender reassignment’ in law)
sexual orientation (whether being lesbian, gay, bisexual or heterosexual)
disability (or because of something connected with their disability)
religion or belief
having just had a baby or being pregnant
being married or in a civil partnership, and
age.

Further information: Equality Act Guidance
As noted the Equality Act 2010 simplifies the current laws and puts them all together in one
piece of legislation. In addition the Specific Duties (Scotland Regulations 2012) require
local authorities to do the following to enable better performance of the general equality duty:






report progress on mainstreaming the general equality duty
publish equality outcomes and report progress in meeting those
impact assess new or revised policies and practices as well as making
arrangements to review existing policies and practices
gather, use and publish employee information
publish gender pay gap information and an equal pay statement
consider adding equality award criteria and contract conditions in public
procurement exercises.

Further information: Understanding Scottish Specific Public Sector Equality Duties
Enforcement
Judicial review of an authority can be taken by any person, including the Equality and
Human Rights Commission (EHRC) or a group of people, with an interest, in respect of
alleged failure to comply with the general equality duty. Only the EHRC can enforce the
specific duties. A failure to comply with the specific duties may however be used as
evidence of a failure to comply with the general duty.

