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Introduction 

 

The Statutory Consultation Period followed the requirements as laid down by the Department 
for Education in its Guidance Document “Making significant changes (‘prescribed alterations’) 
to maintained schools: statutory guidance for proposers and decision-makers [October 2018]”. 
 
The Consultation ran from Monday 31st January 2022 for five weeks, to allow for the February 
Half-Term, and closed on Friday 4th March 2022. 
 
Notification of the Proposal and Consultation Period was published in The Journal on Monday 
31st January 20221 and the Full Proposal was published on the same day on the website of St 
Paul’s CofE Primary School, where it remains. 
 
Requirements were also met with regards to publication to the local Church of England Diocese 
and the Schools Organisation team. 
 
As a courtesy, the Full Proposal was also shared with all Secondary Schools in the city and all 
local Primary Schools, the Leader of the Council, the Cabinet Lead for Education and Skills, local 
Councillors, the MP for Newcastle Central, and the Regional Schools Commissioner, on 31st 
January or 1st February 2022. 
 
_________________ 
 

Formal Meetings 
 

Two Meetings were held for parents of children currently attending St Paul’s Primary on Tuesday 
8th February 2022.  The Proposal details were shared with all 158 families who have children at 
the school in advance, and 26 families’ representatives came to those meetings to ask further 
questions and seek further clarifications.  
 
At the first of these meetings, as their queries were being addressed, the parents decided to create 
an online Petition to garner parental and community support more formally (see below). 
 
One Public Meeting was held on Thursday 10th February 2022 and there were 27 attendees, in 
addition to the presenters and St Paul’s staff members.  The Attendance Sheet for this meeting 
and Meeting Notes are attached2. 
 
An additional Meeting was held on 2nd February 2022 by Revd. Curry with a broad cross-section 
of Church Ministers serving the Newcastle inner city3, and he spoke at two further meetings at 
the invitation of the Apostolic Church, Newcastle (20th February)3 and virtually with a network 
of Christians interested in education, based on Tyneside, on 1st March3. 
 
 

Formal Responses 

 
1 Appendix 1: the Public Notice announcing the Consultation Period 
2 Appendix 2: the Public Meeting documentation from 10th February 2022  
3 Appendix 3: notes of three separate engagements with Church Leaders and other Christian Interest Groups 
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During the Consultation Period, the Governors received        
 

•     6 responses through the post4, all of which support the Proposal 

•   19 supportive responses by email5 

•   36 hand-delivered letters of support from parents and friends of West Newcastle Primary  

              Academy6 

• 668 identified signatures expressing support on an online Petition7 created by a parent of 

       St Paul’s children; 46 also wrote comments of support on the Petition8 as well as signing. 

729 

 

However, this figure of 729 includes 21 ‘duplicates’ who wrote letters and/or emails as well as 
signing the Petition.  These 21 have therefore been removed from the final total of 708 separate 
individuals who communicated their support for the Proposal to the Governors. 
 
Beyond these communications, there was 1 conditional objection received by email from the 
Principal of Excelsior Academy9, following an earlier objection from the Chair of The Laidlaw Trust10 
which oversees Excelsior.  There was also 1 letter from the CEO of the same Trust11 which formally 
withheld support rather than expressed a formal objection.    
 
The letters from the Principal and CEO required responses and so are attached with those 
responses. 
 
There were similar communications from the Newcastle Council’s Assistant Director of Education 
and Skills12, and the Director of the Newcastle Diocesan Board of Education (Church of 
England)13.  These were neither letters of support nor letters of objection, but posed a number 
of queries which were provided in the replies attached alongside each one. 
 
In total, therefore, there have been 
  

• 708 expressions of support from separate individuals 

•     2 communications which expressed objections and  

•     3 which sought and received answers to queries. 

 
Having examined all of the detail behind and within this information, the Governors of St Paul’s 
have taken time to carefully reflect on the issues and objections raised, and have reviewed our 
statutory Proposal as originally laid out on 31st January 2022. 
 
 

 
4   Appendix 4: postal replies to the Consultation  
5   Appendix 5: email replies to the Consultation 
6   Appendix 6: a group submission received from parents on two days after 2022 Year 7 allocations were published 
7   Appendix 7: the Petition has been open on change.org since 9th February 2022 and remains open.  However,  
                           the data included herewith stops at 4th March, when the Consultation Period officially ended. 
8   Appendix 8: 46 additional comments from Petition signatories 
9   Appendix 9: an email (conditional objection) from James Andriot, Principal of Excelsior Academy and our reply  
10 Appendix 10: an email (objection) from Susanna Kempe, Chair of the Laidlaw Trust Board and our reply  
11 Appendix 11: an email from Ian Simpson, CEO of the Laidlaw Trust and our reply 
12 Appendix 12: two emails from Mark Patton, Assistant Director Education and Skills (NCC), and our replies 
13 Appendix 13: an email from Paul Rickeard, Newcastle Diocesan Director of Education, and our reply 
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In The Report on Issues and Objections raised during Consultation that follows, we do seek to 

clarify a number of key points made in that original document, and to emphasise others, but the 

Proposal as laid out on Page 22 therein remains, namely that  

 
1. The Governing Body of St Paul’s Church of England (Voluntary Aided) Primary School 

hereby applies to the Newcastle upon Tyne City Council, as the Local Authority responsible 
under the terms of the statutory guidance on making significant changes of this sort14, for 
its assent to allow us to enlarge the existing School by adding provision for Years 7-11 
incrementally over a period of five years, commencing in September 2023 or as soon as 
possible thereafter.  
 

Should assent to the above be forthcoming, we also request that 
 

2. Newcastle upon Tyne City Council will give its best endeavours to assist us in the finding of 
appropriate premises so that this enlargement might be actioned in time for the first Year 
7 cohort to start school in September 2023 or as soon as possible thereafter. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Signed on behalf of the Governing Body 
 
                     Revd George Curry  

Ex-officio Foundation Governor and Chairman 

 
 
 
                    

 
 
 
Rob Frame 
Governor and Chairman of the Enlargement 
Working Party  

 
 

 
Date:   Tuesday 16th March 2022 

  
 

 

  

 
14 Making significant changes (‘prescribed alterations’) to maintained schools: statutory guidance for  

    proposers and decision-makers [October 2018] 
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Executive Summary 

 

The Governors of St Paul’s Church of England Primary School strongly believe that this Consultation 
Report and its Appendices give clear and unequivocal support to the case for our school’s 
enlargement into an all-through school. 
 
We believe that this case proves both the need and demand for the new secondary school places 
which we seek to provide, and that St Paul’s is the only credible foundation upon which to establish 
these places, building as it does on the strong trust which our community has in our ability to deliver. 
 
By approving this Proposal, therefore, Newcastle City Council would show its willingness to: 
 

• Correct a glaring and long-standing inequity 
for the families in an around the Inner West 
 
 

• Remove the striking educational disadvantage 
facing those families when it comes to parental choice 

 
 

• Provide an inclusive non-Catholic faith option 
for parents which does not currently exist and which does not favour any faith or religious 
affiliation in its admissions processes 

 
 

• Recognise the community’s existing trust in St Paul’s  
to serve their needs, stand up for their interests and stand with them for the long-term 

 
 

• Support the concept of a smaller Secondary school provision (560)  
as an alternative for parents who do not want to choose schools of more than double and 
sometimes three times that size 

 
 

• Respond to the weight of demand from the community,  
expressed locally, regionally and nationally, and largely on parents’ own initiative 

 
 

• Re-balance the city-wide provision of secondary school places  
which currently favours all local communities in the city other than the city-centre Wards of 
the Inner West 

 
 

• Express confidence in the city’s Primary Schools  
by recognising the ability of one of its number to translate its existing educational, financial 
and governance credibility into the management and gradual growth and development of a 
first-class all-through provision  

 
 

• Challenge the concept that arithmetic is all-sufficient 
when it comes to the meeting of families’ genuine needs and aspirations for their children  

 
 

• Act now  
to demonstrate that the strongest form of ‘levelling up’ for disadvantaged communities is 
achieved by responding swiftly and ‘from the grassroots up’, rather than always ‘from the top 
down’ 
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The Report on Issues and Objections raised during Consultation 

 
There are three fundamental realities which have been borne out by the Consultation. 
 
1 There is clear community need and demand for a school with secondary places to be 

provided within the district around St Paul’s CofE Primary school. 
 

2 There is no voice other than the Governors of St Paul’s which recognises this community 
need and is prepared to speak up and act now to address the social, cultural, spiritual and 
educational disadvantage faced by our community. 

 

3 Therefore, the community is 100% behind the vision that the solution to their genuine 
disadvantage can only lie in the enlargement of St Paul’s which  

 

a) already sits at its heart and has served it consistently and well for many generations; 
b) already has its trust and is inclusive of all its members, regardless of race or creed; and 
c) as an all-through, 3-16 faith15 school, can provide something which does not exist at 

present, and which offers the local choice which it deserves and for which it cries out. 
 
These points deserve to be broken down further, and evidenced further. 
 
1 Community demand 
The response to our Proposal has been two-fold.   

 

Our parents and our community have taken the opportunity to express through petition and 
written means what we have known ‘on the ground’ for years.  Not having a local secondary 
provider creates anxiety, turmoil and disadvantage on multiple levels for our families and those 
in neighbouring Primary schools.  Their cry is clear, unanimous and urgent: “When will someone 
hear us?” 

 

There have been no objections whatsoever to our Proposal from anyone living in our 
community, simply their passionate support.  Nor has there been any objection from any school, 
councillor, official or other representative, except for a conditional objection raised by Excelsior 
Academy.  That objection is predicated on the notion that the Council might deem that there is 
no “validated additional need” for the school enlargement and new secondary places that we 
are proposing.  If that need is accepted by the Council, this objection will fall. 

 

No other school has questioned our Proposal to provide our community with a local secondary 
provision, perhaps because that is exactly what each of them enjoys already.  No other school has 
questioned our use of publicly available data about school standards across the city at secondary 
level, nor the reasons as to why our parents are so deeply disappointed with so many of the 
allocations they are made.   

 

We recognise that all schools work hard to provide their students with the best they can, but also 
assert that every parent should have an equal choice and chance to secure the school place that 
they wish for their child, not just those living outside of the Inner West. 

 
15 Of the largest 15 English cities by population, Newcastle is the only one without a Church of England Secondary  
    provision:  1 London  2 Birmingham  3 Liverpool  4 Sheffield  5 Leeds  6 Manchester  7 Bristol  8 Coventry  9 Leicester 
                        10 Bradford  11 Nottingham  12 NEWCASTLE  13 Stoke  14 Hull  15 Wolverhampton 



7 
 

In its own strategic objectives, Newcastle City Council has set itself the goal of ensuring that all of 
its school places are in schools which are Good or better, as graded through OfSTED 
Inspections16.  At Primary level, the number of schools in Newcastle achieving this goal is 
exceptional at 97% (61 out of the 63 Primary schools) compared to a National figure of 88%.      
St Paul’s CofE Primary school is one such school.   

 
However, at Secondary level, the figures are considerably worse, with only 5 out of the 11 
Newcastle Secondary schools being graded Good or Outstanding (45%) compared to the 
national average of 76%. 

 
There is therefore a real hunger in Year 6 parents for improved provision at Secondary level and 
there is real trust in the Inner West community that St Paul’s can achieve this for them.   

 
In consultations of this type, where additional places are proposed may cause a fear of over-
supply for some, this St Paul’s Consultation has evoked no objection other than the conditional 
objection from Excelsior Academy/Laidlaw Trust noted above.   

 
Their concern appears to be that they may not be able to fill their Year 7 places if St Paul’s is to 
enlarge.  However, according to the PANs17 of the Feeder Primaries cited in its Admissions Policy 
for 2022-202318, the total number of Year 6 children in those schools is 605.  Excelsior has only 
240 Year 7 places on offer and so who is capable of providing for the other 365? 

 
St Paul’s proposes to offer 112 Year 7 places, leaving a surplus of over 250, even before taking 
into consideration the ongoing growth of housing in the Inner West.  It is not difficult to imagine 
that 112 of those 365 might choose to stay in their own locality by coming to St Paul’s for their 
Secondary schooling, rather than having to travel across the city to wherever there may be 
spaces left over. 

 
2 No other voice 
Throughout almost two years of discussion, debate and activity on our part, we have sought in 
earnest to explain to the City’s officials with the disadvantage and despair experienced by the 
people living in our community, and how an enlarged St Paul’s can resolve this need.   

 

Early in our three-way conversations with the Council and Diocese, it was stated in the Minutes 
of the Meeting on 7th January 2021 that “it is clear from [our] conversations that there is a 
demand for new secondary school paces in Newcastle”19.  Now, the Council Officers are now of 
the opinion that there is no current need for new places, because the ‘numbers needed’ are 
matched by the ‘numbers provided’.  Somehow, this arithmetic only approach within the 
Council’s analysis seems to have precluded any consideration of the deep personal issues which 
families face in relation to  

 

• where these places are located; 

• how inequitably they are allocated, in relation to parental preference; and  

• how a community feels to see new schools being planned for other communities in 
the city but not theirs. 

 
16 Newcastle City Council Education and Skills Priorities 2021/22  No. 4    
             “[to] move closer towards our goal of every Newcastle school being rated as GOOD or OUTSTANDING 
               by Ofsted (no school left behind)” 
17 Planned Admissions Numbers 
18 Admissions Policy Appendix A    (https://excelsior.laidlawschoolstrust.co.uk/key-information/admissions/) 
19 Minutes recorded and distributed by Liane Atkin, Diocesan Deputy Director of Education, on 15th January 2021 
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Perhaps the Council feels its hands are tied by this arithmetic, but as Christians seeking to serve 
our community, we have to cry out that numbers alone cannot and will not solve an issue such 
as this without sensing the exceptional circumstances facing the very people whom these 
systems are supposed to serve and safeguard. 

 
Sadly, as a result, we have not able to advance any discussions around the financing of the 
enlarged school, its potential accommodation, or our offer to incorporate Special Learning Needs 
provision within our Proposal.   
 
We did discuss the Discovery School site although we knew it was not in the Council’s gift; the 
Council’s offer of a meeting with their SEND team during the Consultation Period did not 
materialise.   
 
All-in-all, we have found dealing with the Council Officers complex and sadly misaligned; much of 
the time we have found ourselves debating the minutiae of process and certain statistics and not 
enough time, in our view, finding common ground as to how best to work together with the 
Council to serve and enable the community in question.  

 
For that same two-year period, we have also engaged with our own Diocesan Officers.  During 
those discussions, the question as to how a small Primary school such as ours might take on such 
an ambitious project was asked.  We have assured the Diocese that our long-standing 
competence at running an inclusive inner-city Primary school indicates an ability to competently 
find and secure the additional governors, advisers and staff with the required experience and 
knowledge that we need.   

 
Indeed, the team that we have already assembled20, with experience in school enlargement, 
secondary academic standards, all-through school leadership, and excellence in pastoral care 
and community development, bears witness to this competence.   

 
Recent Church school ventures in West Denton and Ashington have brought their own unique 
and particular challenges to the Diocesan Board of Education.  However, we have consistently 
reassured all concerned that we can do what we have laid out, not least because a ‘gradual 
growth’ model, in which a Primary School adds one Year Group at a time, is recognised as the 
easiest of all the ways in which to add new school places.   

 
Without doubt, St Paul’s and the Diocese share a common desire and commitment to see the 
Church respond to such a genuine community need.  It has been good to have further 
constructive conversations during the Consultation Period.  We are grateful also for the 
conversation with the Pele Trust which the Diocesan Officers arranged for us with regard to 
potential future support and partnership.  

 
Given that we are so close to the ground, we accept that those responsible for structures, 
processes and strategies are one-step-removed from the human emotion connected to 
secondary school place allocation.  Because of that, it falls to us to be relentlessly optimistic for 
our community, to advocate strongly on its behalf, and to remain resolutely determined to build 
this vision and argument through to realisation. 

 

 
20 See also Page 10 for detail on the addition of Mrs Claire Tao BSc, MSc, Grad.IPD, PGCE to our Governance Team 
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It is interesting to note that there is, and has been, no interest shown by any other provider in 
meeting this need, most likely because no-one else appears to know that it exists.  We fear that 
if it was not for us, no-one would have even noticed the stark realities which the maps and 
parental preference statistics in our Proposal make clear. 

 
Those who attended our Parent and Public Meetings certainly know those realities first-hand 
and the data simply showed them the statistics behind their lived experience.  Saddest of all, one 
attendee commented during the Consultation’s Public Meeting that family turmoil around 
secondary education has been commonplace for over a decade, with another adding after the 
Meeting that “we have just got used to the fact that this is how things are, if you live in the 
inner-city”. 

 
In some places, other providers may be attracted to show an interest in an area without a school 
if a competition is opened up for ‘bids’.  That is not what our community wants; they want 
people who know them, have proved their commitment to them, and who ache with them.  The 
Consultation Period has shown us this ‘in spades’. 

 
It has been suggested to us that, if the Council were to accept that there is an exceptional level 
of need and demand which overwhelms the simple argument of arithmetic, then it may seek to 
run such a ‘competition’ under a so-called ‘presumptive route’.  As far as we understand, that 
route is predicated upon a Free School bid or some other Academy solution, as opposed to the 
voluntary-aided maintained status which we enjoy at present and have enjoyed across our long 
history.   

 
How long such a process would take is another thing, given that the Free School route is 
currently in abeyance, with no clear re-start in sight.   

 
And more importantly, what passion, drive, local knowledge and community trust could an 
‘outside interest’ hope to bring in comparison to that which St Paul’s already has? 

 
3 Community support 
Our vision has caught our parents’ imagination.  They trust our team; they are attracted to the 
small school, family school model, building upon strong Primary provision across the West End.  
Those with children already in St Paul’s are keen to see them continue within that ethos, with 
their friends and with the established home-school partnerships already in place.  Our 
community also values the faith ethos within St Paul’s, where all faiths, nationalities, 
backgrounds and abilities are already working harmoniously, underpinned by Christian teachings 
and values, and ultimately by the example and words of Christ Himself. 

 
Many in our community are also new arrivals, and they value security, stability and good 
neighbourliness more than most.  This is what they do not have now, as their teenagers have 
inevitably to take school places outside of their known home environment, because there are 
not secondary places where they live.   

 
Many parents are not always secure in allowing their children to take public transport beyond 
the A1 to the west or across the Central Motorway to the east.  Transport links north-to-south 
are also difficult, meaning that many working mothers and fathers have to juggle the school run 
with work, sometimes even having children in different Secondary schools. Such stories 
dominated the Public Meeting and the discussions thereafter. 
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The community have therefore coalesced around a formal Proposal to actually do something 
about all of this.  This is not ‘pie in the sky’ for them, or something which need take further years 
of discussion and planning.  Every year lost means another year of children travelling to 
wherever a place can be found, too often in a school which the parents have not chosen.   

 
Maybe in the past, efforts to solve this longstanding disadvantage have foundered on a lack of 
imagination or a can’t do mindset; this time, our determination and persistence has made our 
community feel differently.  They can see us trying to push through on their behalf because, as 
many correspondents recognise, they see St Paul’s “acting on its values, prioritising admission on 
proximity to the school, welcoming children of all faiths or none, and reflecting the diversity of 
our community”21.   

 
In all honesty, it has not been hard to convince them of our Proposal when the evidence of human 
need is so demonstrable and so keenly felt already.  The challenge is whether or not the Council can 
move sufficiently beyond arithmetic alone to see this Proposal as a win-win for everyone, and, by 
standing alongside us in this initiative, show the community around St Paul’s that this really can be 
their time. 

 
This community trust in St Paul’s ability to deliver has become more evident as they have met 
those whom our Governing Body has engaged to support this vision and carry it through the next 
six years at least.  This commitment comes from experienced and successful school leaders, 
including those who have 

 

• founded new schools from scratch; 

• grown secondary schools gradually, over time, from Year 7 only;  

• run successful all-through schools; 

• inspected schools; and/or  

• been consistently awarded ‘Outstanding’ OfSTED judgements for both their 
personal leadership and their overall school Grade. 

 
As well as those cited within the Proposal, we are delighted that the Executive Head of the 
Merchant Taylors’ Schools in Liverpool will join us as a Governor, should an all-through St Paul’s 
School materialise.  Mrs Claire Tao BSc, MSc, Grad.IPD, PGCE will hold governance oversight of 
the Academic Standards/Quality of Education focus of the school.  She is ideally suited to such a 
role, given that Merchant Taylors’ caters for children from Reception through to A Level and is 
consistently applauded by the Independent Schools Inspectorate for its high standards of 
academic performance and pastoral care. 
 
And finally, the demand for a solution that only St Paul’s can offer is also driven by the 
community’s growing appreciation of the intentions of Section 14 (3A) in the Education Act 1996 
which requires local authorities in England to  

 
“…exercise their functions under this section with a view to 

(a) securing diversity in the provision of schools, and 

(b) increasing opportunities for parental choice.”   [our underlinings]  

 
 

 
21 See Pages 48-58 
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In terms of diversity in provision, both the community and our Governing Body believe that,  
 

• amidst a city where all other Secondary provision is made through Independent 
Academies and Academy Trusts, there should be provision of a voluntary-aided 
maintained school with direct links into the City Council and with Council 
representation on its Governing Body; 

• when all other Secondary schools in the city have large student populations of 
between 1000 and 1750 students, with the exception of the special case at Studio 
West, there should be the choice of sending children to a smaller, more intimate 
school of 560 children; and 

• when there is no faith school option in the city other than for Catholics, and when 
even those places are awarded in deference to a specific religious affiliation, there 
should be a Church of England option available in which there is no preference given 
to a child seeking admission on the basis of their religious affiliation or otherwise. 

 
In terms of increasing opportunities for parental choice, the data regarding the outcomes for 
Inner West parents securing such a choice of school speaks for itself.  There is a clear and 
inequitable disadvantage for these parents in being able to secure an equal choice and chance of 
the Secondary school place they prefer, largely because of the location and availability of 
secondary places across the city.   

 
By placing secondary places in an enlarged St Paul’s School, not only would this choice be 
increased, but it would give families in the Wards of Arthur’s Hill, Monument and Elswick a 
school close to home for which to opt.  As our petition makes clear, this is a choice which parents 
not only need and deserve, but it is also the choice which significant numbers of them would 
make. 
 
 

Corrections to the original Proposal Document submitted on 31st January 2022: 
 
1. (Page 7) The last OfSTED Inspection Grade awarded to Sacred Heart Catholic High School 

was dated as December 2022.  This should read December 2013.  
 

The last OfSTED Inspection Grade awarded to Heaton Manor School, the predecessor to 
Jesmond Park Academy, was dated as November 2019.  This should read January 2017. 

 

Comment was also made that the original Page 7 was unclear, in that the Grades shown for 
Walbottle Academy and Jesmond Park Academy relate to the schools before they were 
brokered into the Northern Education Trust and The Gosforth Federated Academies Limited 
respectively.  Although this is stated in the section at the bottom right of the page, we have 
added this detail in red for each school and given its previous name, to make the point 
doubly clear. 

 

For clarity’s sake, therefore, this original Page 7 is now reproduced herein as Appendix 1422 
 

2. (Page 2) We incorrectly state that “there is no local Secondary school in the Inner West” 
when Excelsior Academy is located within this planning district.  Our maps make the point 
that there is no school in our part of the Inner West but that is not how it is stated in the 
original Proposal and we are happy to put that right.  

 
22 Appendix 14: the corrected Page 7 from the original Proposal submitted for Consultation on 31st January 2022 
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Appendix 1 

The Public Notice 

 

The statutory Notice was published on Monday 31st January 2022 in The Journal, Newcastle’s 

main daily newspaper, under the title PROPOSAL FOR SCHOOL CHANGE. 

 

 

The wording reads 

 

PROPOSAL FOR SCHOOL CHANGE 

 

St Paul’s C of E Primary School, Newcastle upon Tyne 

proposes to become a 3-16 school from Sept 2023. 

 

The consultation runs from 31st Jan to 4th March 2022. 

 

Full details of the Proposal are on the school website 

www.stpauls.newcastle.sch.uk 

or can be obtained by calling 0191 273 3667. 

 

Comments are requested. 

 

  

http://www.stpauls.newcastle.sch.uk/


13 
 

Appendix 2 

The Public Consultation Meeting 
Thursday 10th February 2022  
 

Powerpoint Presentation Slides 
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Appendix 2 (continued) 

Public Consultation Meeting Notes  

Thursday 10th February 2022 
 

Presenters: Revd George Curry Chair of Governors 

Judith Sword  Headteacher 

Rob Frame  Governor; Chair of Governors’ Enlargement Working Group 

Julie Roberts  Education Adviser 

Nigel McQuoid General Adviser 

 

1. George welcomed everyone (27 not including presenters and members of St Paul’s staff) and 

introduced himself and the other presenters. 

 

2. George and then Judith spoke to slides 1-3, specifically about parental anxieties regarding 

Secondary School allocations, children being separated from friendship groups and sent to 

schools right across the city, and St Paul’s parents’ disappointment at often not getting a 

school from their list of preferences. 

 

3. Nigel spoke of his role in reviewing the St Paul’s Governors’ data analysis and supporting them 

in making sure that the final submission to the Council is in full and proper order once the 

feedback to Consultation is considered.  He then looked at the data regarding the location of 

secondary schools, the new housing sites (planned and in progress) and how Inner West 

parents get on with their stated Preferences, compared with England, the NE region and 

within Newcastle (slides 4-7). 

 

4. Julie spoke about the strengths of an enlarged St Paul’s being a small, all-through, non-

Catholic faith school, something which would be unique in the city and add to the diversity of 

choice being made available to parents (slide 8). 

 

5. George then summarised the Proposal (slide 9), explaining that the Discovery site was clear 

possibility but not a certainty. 

 

6. Rob went over the Consultation period timeframe (slide 10) and the importance of people 

writing in with comments, questions or objections so all of these can be considered and any 

amendments made to the Proposal before formal submission as soon as possible after the 

Consultation period closes on 4th March 2022 (slide 11) 

 

 

(Copies of the flyer and full Proposal were available for everyone at the Meeting and both of 

these also have this deadline clearly marked) 
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George then opened the meeting for comments, clarifications and questions: 

i. INFO  An online Petition has been started by parents in support of the Proposal.  

 The location of that Petition is confirmed as https://chng.it/r95Bhf7k 
 
 

ii. QUESTION What if another proposer comes in to offer a school with secondary places instead? 
 

ANSWER This is not possible for a new Free School or Academy proposal to be submitted at 
present, as the scheme is currently suspended.  The current timeframe would not 
accommodate a standard alternative bid which is not already in Consultation and 
any alternative scheme would be highly unlikely to be ready for opening for 
September 2023.   

 
 

iii. QUESTION Is the Council aware of the Proposal? 
 

ANSWER George has been in detailed conversation with the Council’s Assistant Director 
Education and Skills for 18 months and he was given a detailed first draft of the 
plan in January 2021, together with a video presenting the case as it was then.  
Meetings and correspondence with him have continued throughout 2021 and in 
none of those conversations has the Council indicated any knowledge of another 
provider offering to meet the need which we have identified.   
 
Nor is the Council aware of any other potential use for the Discovery Building 
beyond 2023, although it is a DfE building and not theirs.  All of that said, the 
Council Officer with whom we have been meeting does not currently accept that 
there is a need for any new secondary places to be provided in the city, let alone 
in the inner city around St Paul’s. 

 
 

iv. INFO  The school’s Community Worker spoke of the serious difficulties that vulnerable 

 children faced every year when being sent to distant schools.  She confirmed that 

the general upset has been true for many years across all of the Inner West 

schools where she has worked, and when she worked directly for the City Council. 
 
 

v. QUESTION Why would the Council say No to this Proposal? 
 

ANSWER That is for the Council to decide. 
 
 

vi. QUESTION Will teachers want to apply for jobs in such a small school? 
 

ANSWER Many teachers prefer to work in small all-through schools because of the family 
atmosphere where everyone knows everyone else, and they see stronger 
parental links and educational transition for those who move through from Year 
6 into Year 7 in the same all-through school. 

 
vii. INFO  One parent from another school said that the problem of travel faced her as a 

  working mother given a place for her eldest daughter at the other side of the 
city.  She did not want her child travelling on public transport and this was a 
major issue for many parents from that Primary School.  Her second child was 
allocated a secondary pace at a different school.  Now she wants this Proposal to 
succeed because then her younger child can come to Year 7 in St Paul’s.  

https://chng.it/r95Bhf7k
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viii. INFO  Another parent from a different school spoke of many parents who are looking 
to move out of the city to get nearer to their preferred schools but that those 
who cannot afford to move need this Proposal to succeed. 

 
ix. INFO  Another parent said how difficult it was for him and similar migrant families to 

be given school places far away from the Inner West on their arrival.  Not only 
are they faced with travel, but they do not know their own district well, never 
mind the area to which they are sent.  He appealed for more consideration to 
such families who are placed in housing so far from their school allocation. 

 
x. QUESTION Did the local Councillors know of the Proposal?  And if so, why were none of them  

  present? 
 

ANSWER Local Councillors do have copies of the Proposal and have been kept updated 
since as far back at January 2021, but they may have other commitments which 
clashed with this Meeting. 

 

 

There being no other comments, George closed the meeting but remained behind with others to 

have further conversations, one-to-one, with concerned parents and with the Principal of 

Excelsior Academy and the CEO of The Laidlaw Trust (please see Appendices 9, 10 and 11). 
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Appendix 2 (continued) 

Attendees at the Public Consultation Meeting  
in addition to the presenters and St Paul’s staff. 
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Appendix 3a 

Meeting with Newcastle Christian Leaders and Groups 
 
Church Leaders 
2nd February 2022 

 
 
Attendees 

Christine Chan -   Newcastle Christian Church, Bewick Street 
Rudolf Chan -   Newcastle Chinese Church, Bewick Street 
Richard Deadman -  St Matthew’s CofE Church, Big Lamp 
Aidan Evans -   St Matthew’s CofE Church, Big Lamp 
Julius Fashanu -   Life Transformation Church, St Paul’s Place, Elswick 
Clive Harding -   International Harvest Church, Stanhope Street 
Jonathan Pryke -   Jesmond Parish Church 
Ryan Sirmons -   West End URC Church 
Eddie Tang -   Chinese Church meeting in Westgate Baptist Church, Westgate Road 

 
George Curry-  St Stephen’s and St Paul’s CofE Church, Elswick 

 
 
The Proposal for the Enlarged St Paul’s School was presented to the Group by George Curry, 
Chair of Governors at St Paul’s CofE Primary School and Vicar of St Stephens and St Paul’s Parish, 
Elswick. 
 

  
Questions asked and answered 
 
1. Does the Church of England Diocesan Board of Education (DBE) support the proposal? 

  
Answer: We have requested a meeting (virtual or in person) with the DBE at which we 

would answer questions about the proposal. A paper on the draft proposal was 
discussed by DBE on    15th March 2021. George Curry (a member of the board) 
was asked to inform the DBE of developments. The Diocesan Director of 
Education and the chairman of the DBE have the Proposal and have been asked 
to share it with the board. 

 
2. How will St Paul’s, a Primary School, ensure it provides a good education to secondary 

pupils? 
  
Answer: The governors are working closely with three consultants in particular, all of 

whom have been head teachers, two of whom of All-through schools. We shall in 
appoint a leader who is appropriately gifted and able to ensure that the school is 
successful. We have done work on the curriculum to be offered but obviously 
final details will have to be decided by those who duty it is to implement a brand, 
balanced and engaging curriculum, in the context of a caring and inclusive 
Christian ethos, which will provide pupils with what they need to thrive in a 
pluralist world. 
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3. Why an All-through school? 
  
Answer: The aim is to enable the St Paul’s Primary pupils who choose to stay in the school 

at Year 7 to thrive in the same ethos in their secondary years, and welcome into 
the school another 80 or so pupils, growing one year at a time. 

 
Being all-through the curriculum provision across all key stages (1-4) would be 
fully integrated to enable pupils to thrive. 

 
Being all-through would enable issues at times of transition (for example from 
primary to secondary, Year 6 to Year 7) to be comprehensively addressed. 

 
 And being all-through the staff team would work together, recognising that they 

are part of a combined effort to deliver a good or better education from the 
Early Years to Year 11. 

 
4 Where would the secondary pupils be based? 

  
Answer: Ideally we would like a new all-through school on a new site but we believe the 

monies needed are not available and not likely to be available for some time due 
to the costs incurred during the Covid pandemic.  

 
 A school building near St Paul’s (the former Discovery School, opened in 2014 

and closed in 2018) was vacant from 2018 -2021. Part of the building is being 
used by Callerton Academy which opened two years early. Callerton have told 
their parents that they will relocate to Newbiggin Hall in 2023. We would like to 
enter into discussions with the DfE with a view to St Paul’s opening with perhaps 
Years 6 and 7 being based there in September 2023. 

 
5 How inclusive will the school be? 

  
Answer: The school will be inclusive welcoming pupils from all cultural and creedal 

communities as well as those who do not have a religious affiliation. The school 
is in the community for the community. The proposal is to provide secondary 
education with an inclusive Christian ethos in the community, for the 
community. 

 
  
 

Warm support for the proposal was expressed with no contrary opinion voiced.  Some, speaking 
from personal experience as residents, and one as a former secondary teacher, recognised the 
need for a small school in the inner-city that would enable the community to cohere and flourish. 
The attendees also recognised the need for a school in the city with a Christian (non-Catholic) 
ethos. 
 
 
  



20 
 

Appendix 3b 

Meeting with Newcastle Christian Leaders and Groups 
 
Church Meeting 
20th February 2022 
 
Attendees 
There were 164 people were in attendance. The majority were adults and included some parents 
of former as well current pupils at St Paul’s School. 
 
The Proposal for the Enlarged St Paul’s School was presented by George Curry, Chair of Governors 
at St Paul’s CofE Primary School and Vicar of St Stephen’s and St Paul’s CofE Church, Elswick 

  
 

Questions asked and answered 
 
1. Would the school be a free or fee-paying school? 

  

Answer: We are not proposing the creation of a new secondary school. Our Proposal is for 
our existing maintained school (which charges no fees for the education 
provided) to be allowed to enlarge to include secondary provision up to the age 
of 16. No fees for would be charged. The school would remain a DfE funded 
voluntary aided school. 

 
2. Where would the secondary school be located? Do you have a building? 

  

Answer: We do not have a premises at present. 
 

 It would be good to secure a new all-through school on a new site but to be 
realistic there is no prospect of this happening in the foreseeable future. 

  

 However, we know that a school building near St Paul’s School (the former 
Discovery School, which was opened in 2014 and closed in 2018) was vacant 
from 2018 -2021. We made an initial enquiry about that building in 2019. 

 
 In 2021 an agreement was made with the DfE and the Gosforth Academy that 

the Callerton Academy could use it from September that year (for a Year 7) until 
their new premises is opened in Newbiggin Hall in September 2023. Callerton 
Academy have informed the parents of their pupils that they will relocate to 
Newbiggin Hall in 2023. 

 
 We have sought to have discussions with the DfE about its use from September 

2023 since our belief is that, if the building is suitable for Callerton Academy 
pupils, we can see no reason why it could not be suitable for our proposed Year 7 
pupils from September 2023. 

 
Warm support for the proposal was expressed with no contrary opinion voiced.  The 
attendees recognised the need for a school specifically in the area around Elswick and the 
need for such a school to have a Church of England/Christian ethos, in addition to the 
Catholic options currently available. 
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Appendix 3c 

Meeting with a Tyneside Christian Teachers’ Group 
 
Online Meeting 
3rd March 2022 
 
Attendees 
There were 14 people were online.  
 
The Proposal for the Enlarged St Paul’s School was presented through ‘share screen’ by George 
Curry, Chair of Governors at St Paul’s CofE Primary School and Vicar of St Stephens and St Paul’s 
Parish, Elswick 

  
The meeting developed as a conversation and ranged across a number of topics in general as 
well as directly linked to the St Paul’s Proposal, namely: 
 

1. There is a need for parents in Newcastle to be given the choice of a faith-based,            
non-Catholic option for their secondary-age children.  At present these children have 
to leave the city for such provision; 
 

2. There are clear and distinct challenges around distinctiveness, autonomy, identity and 
ethos which are likely to face Voluntary Aided schools if the upcoming White Paper 
continues to push towards all schools becoming obliged to become Academies and 
members of Multi-Academy Trusts; and 

 
3. Voluntary-aided schools, Catholic and non-Catholic, may have to be given ongoing 

protection if parents are going to continue to be able to access a school which upholds 
their beliefs amidst an increasingly pluralistic and secular culture in England and in non-
faith schools.  

 
Summary 
The attendees were very interested in and supportive of the goal that the St Paul’s Proposal 
would offer, if endorsed, to the parents and pupils residing in area that has been recognised for 
many years as being amongst the most socially deprived in England.   
 
There is also a recognition that the combination of the three observations above may well create 
a ‘perfect storm’ which results in the marginalization of Christian parents when it comes to 
school choices in the state sector. 
 
In the light of all the above, the importance of Newcastle enabling the provision of secondary 
places in a Church of England school such as St Paul’s is especially important now.  If a non-CofE 
school is established to meet the current need and demand in the Inner West, then it is hard to 
conceive of any other secondary school being founded in Newcastle in the foreseeable future, 
once Great Park and Callerton Academies are opened in 2023. That would leave Newcastle 
without provision for such families for decades and decades to come, and that would surely not 
be either fair or equitable within a society which speaks much of its commitment to diversity, 
tolerance and the importance of safeguarding ‘protected characteristics’ such as religious 
conviction.   
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Appendix 4 

Postal responses to the Consultation 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

These letters are copies of the originals 

 

A. Kim Anderson 

B. Anonymous 

C. Mrs V Eccleston 

D. Eddie Stringer 

E. Mrs Carol Taylor 

F. Sarah Taylor 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Home addresses and other personal data are screened out but can be made available, 

subject to the consent of the individual concerned 
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Appendix 5 

Email responses to the Consultation 

 

 

 

 

These are copies of the originals 

 

Email responses to the Consultation 

 

A. Saeid Dehghan 

B. Grace Fashanu 

C. Winifred Fashanu 

D. David Gray 

E. Lynne Hyde 

F. Agbo John Joseph 

G. Ceri Keates 

H. Dr Paul and Mrs Fungying Koshy 

I. Sarah McCann 

J. Maryam Mohsenian 

K. Peter Morris 

L. Med Mosad 

M. Nat Ogborn 

N. Ruth Ogborn 

O. Charlene Pratt 

P. Catie Raikes 

Q. Miah Shahan 

R. Jared Vidrine 

S. Rebekah Walker 

 
 

 

 
Email addresses and other personal data are screened out but can be made available, 

subject to the consent of the individual concerned 
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Appendix 6 

A Group response from parents associated with West Newcastle Academy 

 

 

 

 

These are copies of the originals 

 

 

A. Michael Adebayo   S. Melissa Kilpatrick 
B. Rabia Ahmed   T. Hannah Mackay-Christie 
C. Grace Barker   U.    Denisa Novakova 
D. Emma Blackburn   V.    Natasha Parker 
E. Victoria Brook   W.  Kelly Patcha 
F. Angela Burton   X. Lee Phillips 
G. Gemma Calvert   Y. Eva-Marie Simpson 
H. Denisa Conkova   Z. Kim & Catherine Simpson 
I. Lauren Cullen   AA. Ryan & Irish Sirmons 
J. Jessica Cunningham   AB. Georgia Sloan 
K. Jonathan Cunningham   AC. Nicole Thompson 
L. Michael Cunningham   AD. Mike Williams 
M. Kira Davis   AE. Rachel Williams 
N. Eva Demiro   AF. Dean Wilson 
O. Jo Ellis   AG. Gemma Wilson (1) 
P. Sarah Gardner   AH. Gemma Wilson (2) 
Q. Leanne Homatash   AI. Abdul Zaman 
R. Bethan Hudson   AJ. Salma Zaman 

 

 

 

Personal addresses, phone numbers and other personal data are screened out but can be 

made available, subject to the consent of the individual concerned. 
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Appendix 7 

Online Petition 
 

The Petition was created and managed by Kim Anderson, a parent of past and present pupils at St Paul’s.  

The pages that follow have been created from the data provided to Kim by change.org 
 

 

 

We the undersigned, are fully supportive to the proposal of St Paul’s 
CofE Primary school to grow into an all-through 3-16 school in the 
heart of Newcastle Upon Tyne. 

St Paul’s CofE was an all-through school from 1862 to 1962 in the 
West End of Newcastle. Given that the demand for high-quality 
secondary school places in the inner city of Newcastle has now 
outstripped supply, we believe that there is a clear need to increase the 
number of such places in the heart of the city. 

The children of the inner west community deserve to attend a 
secondary school in their own community that will give them a high 
standard of education. For too long the children in this area are forced 
to leave behind their friends from primary school to attend different 
schools scattered across the city. 

The time has come for this to change, a change that is very much 
wanted and needed in this community. 

To read the full proposal for the all through school please visit the 
website: www.stpauls.newcastle.sch.uk 
 

 

http://www.stpauls.newcastle.sch.uk/
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Appendix 8 

Online Petition Comments 
 

Those signing the Petition were also able to add free-text comments if they so wished.  These are the comments that 46 signatories added.  These pages have been 

formatted from the data provided by change.org.  We have created the categories on the right-hand-side in order to capture the main focus of each comment. 
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Appendix 9: James Andriot 

 

From: James Andriot <james.andriot@excelsiornewcastle.org.uk> 

Sent: Thursday, March 3, 2022 5:27 PM 

To: St Paul's C.E. Primary, Admin <Admin@stpauls.newcastle.sch.uk> 

Cc: Ian Simpson <ian.simpson@laidlawschoolstrust.com> 

Subject: Excelsior Academy response to St Paul's proposal 

 

Dear Mr Curry 

Proposal/Consultation published 31 January 2022 – Excelsior Academy response 

Many thanks to you and the team for taking the time to have a conversation at the end of the consultation 
event at St Paul’s on the evening of Thursday 10th February 2022.  As you know from the conversation with 
me and Ian Simpson, CEO of Laidlaw Schools Trust, there were two main areas of concern in terms of your 
proposal / the tone of your proposal. 

Firstly, as I indicated in our conversation, I do not think it is appropriate to partly base your proposal on an 
inaccurate and selective picture of current school standards in the city.  It is my view that the tone of the 
proposal paper seems to disparage the majority of neighbouring schools.  Both Section 5 and Section 8 
Ofsted letters are published in the public domain and Excelsior was inspected in both March 2021 and 
December 2021 (subsequent to the Section 5 inspection in March 2020); both of these inspections clearly 
indicate that “Leaders and those responsible for governance are taking effective action in order for the 
school to become a good school”.  It is my understanding that Kenton School was also inspected during a 
similar time period and received similar judgements.  Writing on behalf of Excelsior, it would be subjective 
to say that parents/carers are only interested in Section 5 outcomes; like all schools on an improvement 
journey, we share the Ofsted information with our community so that they have an accurate and fair 
picture of the academy and the direction of travel.  As St Paul’s knows (having recovered from a Section 5 
‘Inadequate’ judgement in October 2011), schools must be allowed the opportunity to evolve and improve 
and the support of the whole city is important in that relationship.  It would be preferable for you to 
update your proposal so that an accurate picture of school standards is clarified and factually correct.  

Secondly, factual clarity around the scope of the building work in the locality and the impact on pupil size 
and demographic was discussed at a superficial level during the consultation meeting and there is not 
enough detail in the written proposal.  As a comparator, Great Park (as a housing development) has been 
underway for a number of years and, only now, is a new school being implemented.  I question whether St 
Paul’s have gathered enough factual information from the various building companies and developers (type 
of housing, projected family numbers etc) on the potential growth in numbers attributed to the building 
developments in the inner West area.  Detailed clarity on this area would be welcomed in order to 
understand whether the need to expand St Paul’s is valid.  If there proves to be no validated additional 
need, Excelsior is strongly opposed to the proposal.    

 
Yours sincerely 
 
James Andriot 
 
Principal 
Excelsior Academy 
Tel:0191 2288400 
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Appendix 9: James Andriot 

Reply  14th March 2022 

 

Dear James 

Thank you for your correspondence regarding our enlargement Proposal.  It will be presented to 

the Council alongside this reply, as part of our Consultation Report. 

Nigel did contact your offices on the morning after the Public Consultation Meeting on 10th 

February 2022 to follow up the offer of a face-to-face conversation, but having left a message 

with one of your team, we did not hear anything further. 

Nevertheless, we did appreciate you coming to the Meeting and the conversation which we had 

with you and the Laidlaw Trust CEO, with whom we are also corresponding on the same two 

points which you raise. 

Let me deal with your points as best I can. 

Firstly, we must agree to differ on your judgement that our Proposal is “inaccurate” in relation to 

school standards, and is “[disparaging of] the majority of neighbouring schools”. The OfSTED 

grades are taken from the public record and dated accordingly.  We are not aware of any 

inaccuracy in this data.  You also describe our data as “selective” and cite the absence of any 

reference to Section 8 Monitoring Visits.  We took this decision after taking advice that it is not 

appropriate to use such letters to infer anything about the outcome of any future Section 5 

Inspection, good, bad or indifferent. We do agree, however, that you are right to be encouraged 

by what your Section 8 inspectors have written. 

Secondly, we do not know which schools you refer to in the “majority” whom you feel we have 

disparaged. We have had no comment from any school other than yourselves that they feel 

disparaged or otherwise, although all received the Proposal.  Indeed, the Headteacher of Kenton 

School, which you cite, was in attendance at the same Public Meeting that you attended, and she 

has made no comment about anything we have either said or written, directly or by implication, 

about her school.  

As we explained to you and your CEO after that Meeting, there are many reasons why our 

parents are distressed by the schools to which their children are being sent, and the public 

records are an understandable source of information to which they look. 

And yes, we all have our stories about Inspection outcomes and each of us face challenges to 

respond.  The Inspection outcome for St Paul’s in 2011 did indeed carry the potential to erode 

parental confidence and impact our popularity, and we did seek to respond positively and 

effectively, as the public have the right to expect. In such a context, you will also note that the 

Inspections of St Paul’s before and since were all Good, in 2000, 2006, 2009 and in 2012 and 2017. 

On your point in relation to housing development, you will know that precise detail on the 

speed, nature and purchasers of new homes being built in the Inner West is difficult to pin down. 

We need only look at the progress on The Rise between your school and ours to know that there 

are many new houses on the way but when and in what numbers children come to live in them 

is not clear. The same might be said of the Quayside West development and the future of the 

Forth Yards and others, closer to our part of the Inner West.   
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However, this is not the fundamental basis upon which our Proposal is built, and would not 

remove our community’s greatest anguish, whether there were 10,000 homes coming our way 

or none. Our parents are suffering from the impact of geography, the resultant effect on their 

ability to secure their school preferences, their inability to remain in a Church of England school 

after Year 6, and the development of new schools in every part of the city over the past 20 years 

except theirs. 

Our Proposal is a call for equity and fairness to all of the communities in the city. Our priority is 

to see appropriate places for our community, in our community. We believe that this is a right 

and reasonable expectation for families in every part of the city. At present there is a clear 

imbalance in this regard and, as a small 4-form-entry secondary provision, housed potentially in 

a building already built to educate school students, close to our Primary site, and vacant next 

year, we believe that our Proposal embodies a worthy and whole realistic aspiration to resolve 

this imbalance.  

It is by no means clear to us how, if at all, our aspiration would impact negatively on student 

numbers at Excelsior.  From a simple calculation of the PANs at your Feeder Schools as listed on 

your Admissions Policy for 2022-2023 [Appendix A], there are a total of 575 prospective children 

in those Feeder Schools’ Year 6 classes, not including your own 30 Primary Phase students. With 

you currently offering only 240 places in your Year 7, it appears clear to us that there is a far 

larger pool of Inner West children seeking secondary places every year than you and we could 

hope to accommodate together, given that we only plan for a further 112. 

The reality is that Inner West children are being sent across the city to where other places 

cannot be filled locally and if the new homes in our respective part of the Inner West materialise, 

this situation is only going to worsen, even if an enlarged St Paul’s comes on stream.  At present, 

the only way to make the arithmetic work is for Inner West children to be obliged to travel 

elsewhere, unless they can access one of the two Catholic schools nearby, and I can only assume 

that you share our belief that children should be educated as close to their home community as 

possible. 

Such strategic planning responsibilities are, of course, for authorities above us to address, but a 

fundamental argument of the St Paul’s Governors is that arithmetic does not work for our 

people when those places being offered are so demonstrably not in the right parts of the city.   

Our Proposal is focussed directly, therefore, upon the relief of the continuing educational 

disadvantage being suffered by our community, when it already has so many other pressures to 

face. 

When all is said and done, both Excelsior and St Paul’s share a deep heart for the same inner-city 

community which lies across the Inner West. We are not seeking to engineer a threat to any 

other school, and if we are successful in our attempt to show the City Council that there is 

indeed a deep, genuine and “validated additional need” for our Proposal, then perhaps we might 

together find a way of turning your strong objection into good reason for us to work more 

closely together in the future. 

Thanks again for your communication. 

Yours 

George 

  



86 
 

Appendix 10: Susanna Kempe 

 
From: Susanna Kempe <susanna.kempe@laidlawfoundation.com> 
Subject: Re: FAO Susanna V Kempe Chairman of the Laidlaw Schools Trust 
Date: 9 February 2022 at 17:38:04 GMT 
To: <info@laidlawschoolstrust.com>, <ian.simpson@laidlawschoolstrust.com>, <g.r.curry@btinternet.com> 
 
Dear George, 
  

Thank you very much for your letter and the attached proposal. 
  

I am sure that you will not be surprised to hear that we have serious concerns about your proposal and 
feel strongly that it would not be in the interests of the city or its communities. Despite the very short 
notice, we will have someone attend the public meeting to express our concerns. We will also send you a 
formal objection to your proposal explaining and substantiating our position in detail before the March 
deadline. 
  

If you would like to discuss this at all, please do contact me directly. I would welcome a discussion of how 
we could help you achieve your vision in a more collaborative, and less damaging, manner. 
  
Kind regards,  

Susanna 

Susanna V. Kempe 
Chair of Laidlaw Schools Trust 

 
Appendix 10: Susanna Kempe 

Reply  10th March 2022 
 

Dear Susanna 
 

Please forgive the lateness of this reply to your e-mail of 9th February 2022. 
 

I wanted to wait until your colleagues had attended our Public Meeting, as you indicated they 
would, and followed up on the indication they gave after the meeting on 10th February that they 
would provide us with written responses to our proposal. 
 

I received on Friday 5th March 2002 separate correspondence from both the Principal of Excelsior 
Academy and the CEO of your Trust.  I presume you are aware of the contents of both letters. 
 

I hope it will be acceptable to you, therefore, that I copy you into my replies to Ian and James. 
We have reflected carefully on the points they raise. I hope to be in a position to forward our 
replies to them later today. 
 

I do hope you that will sense in both of my responses that the governors of St Paul’s School are 

driven by a desire to provide local secondary places for our local children.  Sadly, the evidence 

points to the fact that they continue to get a rather raw deal from the current system.  
 

Should our Proposal be successful, we would hope that we will find ways of working more 

closely with the Laidlaw Trust and its schools as we continue to serve the students in whose 

home districts we both have the privilege of serving. 
 

With warmest greetings 

George  
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Appendix 11: Ian Simpson 
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Appendix 11: Ian Simpson 

Reply  14th March 2022 
 

 

Dear Ian 

Thank you for your correspondence regarding our enlargement Proposal.  It will be presented to the 

Council alongside this reply, as part of our Consultation Report. 

Let me respond to your points and assure you that the need for any corrections will be met by notes 

within our final Consultation Report.  

1. You are right, of course, that Excelsior Academy is in the Inner West district.  Our maps sought to 
show that the gap in provision is at the inner-city end of the district, meaning that children living 
around St Paul’s have no secondary school within walking or safe cycling distance of their homes.  
Inner West statistics relating to Parental Preference do, of course, pertain also to the 
neighbourhoods near to Excelsior, and deprivation information makes it clear where the areas of 
greatest need are, in the LSOAs in which we are located.  

  
2. Although we have requested information from relevant authorities, we have been unable to secure 

up-to-date population statistics and projections in order to identity any objective assessment on the 
arithmetic impact of our Proposal.  For example, we were unable to secure the information on how 
many city residents travel outside the city for secondary places because they cannot find suitable 
places within the city.  Informal sources put this figure between 50 and 100 annually; it may be 
more. 

  
Subjectively, one might consider the geographic re-distribution of places more evenly across the city 
as being a positive impact of our Proposal, just as one might take a view that any down-sizing of 
large schools is not necessarily ‘negative’.   

  
However, as a Council official said to one of our team, place allocation is not an exact science, and it 
is widely accepted that any system offering true choice can only operate when an appropriate 
number of surplus places are available.  
 
What we can say is that the total number of places nominally accommodated in the Primary Schools 
listed as Excelsior Feeders in your current Admissions Policy for 2022-2023 is over 600.  Your own 
PAN for Year 7 is 240, including up to 30 internal applicants in your own Primary Phase who are 
promised places if they wish to remain into Year 7.  
 
Clearly you cannot accommodate all of these 600+ children, and we are only offering a further 112 
places.  The stark reality is that many of these children, who do not come to you or to the two Catholic 
Schools in the Inner West, have to travel significant distances, often across the Central Motorway or 
the A1, to take up the places allocated to them.  We do not believe this is right, fair or equitable for 
these families and young people, and it leaves them with the last and least choice of school, when 
compared to children who live much closer to their local secondary school than any of our children do. 

  
3. Without the full statistical information noted above, we are unable to comment any more precisely 

on the arithmetic detail around secondary places.  We do, however, note the various public 
comments made by Council officials and carried in the Press, the PAN variations in many schools 
recently, the temporary new-place provisions currently in place, and the new, growing and planned 
housing developments in the Inner West.   
 
All of these realities reflect a degree of uncertainty and instability in secondary provision, but no-one 
other than us appears to have a concern as to where all of this leaves the children whom we serve. 
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The point which appears to be going unnoticed is that, whatever the accurate arithmetic tells us, we 
believe that Councils are required to operate to a higher standard than simply showing that there 
are X places available and X children needing to be placed.  The specific requirement upon Councils is 
that the places available are ‘appropriate’.  The definition of ‘appropriate’ in that context is fully 
moot, and we strongly contend that it must embrace considerations of where and in what types of 
schools those places are being made available, not simply whether the numbers can be shown to 
‘work’.   
 
It is our strong view that the establishment of ‘need’ must also consider the strains and anxieties 
within our community, created by failure of parents to secure places for their children in their 
schools of preference. When considered across the city, there is clear disadvantage for our families 
regarding choice, in comparison to families living elsewhere in the city.  

  
We also believe that there is a ‘need’ for a faith school option in the city, other than through Roman 
Catholic provision.  Many children must leave the city to secure places in Church of England schools 
elsewhere or at Emmanuel College in Gateshead, because there is no no-Catholic faith option here. 

  
Finally, we believe there is a ‘need’ for parents to have the choice of a voluntary-aided maintained 
Secondary school in a city where only Academies currently exist. 

  
NB I would also note that we are not seeking to establish a new secondary school; we are seeking to 

enlarge an existing school, in a way not dissimilar to a Middle School extending to Year 11, or an 
11-16 school adding a Sixth Form.  
  

4. You are correct that housing development data is uncertain.  One can never be sure if a new house 
will be bought by a retired couple or a family with two school-age children. One can, however, 
consider the size and range of homes being built and being planned.  The Rise, for example, is far 
from complete, and the Quayside West development is not even started. 

  
That said, our Proposal is based largely upon the current needs of our community. 

  
5. We do not feel it is unreasonable to note the First Preference outcomes for families and schools.  

This, after all, tells us where parents want their children to attend.  You are right that children were 
allocated their parents’ 2nd, 3rd or 4th preferences, and they may well have been happy with such 
an alternative.  However, by stating the number of children who were offered a place in a school 
which their parents did not include as any of their preferences does help explain something of the 
anguish felt by parents in our community.  That is how we view (and how we explained on Page 11) 
the term ‘under-subscription’. 

  
Your calculation of ‘under-subscription’, I assume, would prefer to count only the number of places 
which a school cannot fill through any of the 4 preferences expressed by parents. If that is the case, 
then that is what we have also provided on Page 11.  I am interested to know if there is a better way 
of calculating it, using figures in the public domain? 

  
6. That is good news for you, I am sure.  Our argument is different.  Our argument is that the parents in 

our community do not have the same choice as everyone else in the city, because they do not have a 
school within walking distance and everyone else does.  Furthermore, those of our parents who do 
not secure a place in Excelsior are being sent to every other secondary school in the city, wherever 
there are places left. 

  
7. We are, and always have been, a community school.  As such, an enlarged St Paul’s would prioritise 

local children above any other consideration except SEND, LAC and siblings.  Of course, that would 
mean that children living at the ‘east end’ of the Inner West would have priority if applying to St Paul’s.  
They would then, at least, have an almost guaranteed place in their nearest secondary school, 
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something which everyone else in Newcastle has, although they would be free to apply elsewhere if 
they did not want St Paul’s.  

  
If you are making this point to indicate that Excelsior may lose out on these children, I cannot make 
that choice for parents.  However, housing developments in the Inner West are bringing more 
families into the area served by both Excelsior and an enlarged St Paul’s.  Without us, Excelsior will 
undoubtedly have significant numbers of new Inner West families, on top of the 500+ noted above.   

  
We should also note that we are not proposing preferential access to children from West End 
Schools Trust Primaries, simply because they attend there.     

  
8. We have taken advice on how we may refer to OfSTED Inspections, especially Section 8 Monitoring 

Visits. As you say, these are in the public domain for parents to consider.  However, we believe that it 
is not appropriate to infer that an ‘effective action’ judgement in a Section 8 visit is an indication of 
the outcome of a school’s next Section 5 Inspection, one way or another.  
 
Indeed, where a school is considered to be in a position for upgrading during a Section 8, the 
inspector can move that Monitoring Visit into a Section 5 at the end of the first day in order to allow 
for a potential upgrade (or downgrade) on Day Two.  Without any such action having been taken in 
Excelsior or any other Newcastle school, to our knowledge, we only feel able to refer to the last 
Inspection Grade and to the other pre-Covid data available. 
 
That said, I can understand that your team at Excelsior are encouraged by what their recent Section 8s 
have said. 

  
9. We have not concerned ourselves with the impact of the Great Park or Callerton Academies when 

they reach their new sites, as The Gosforth Group informed us that they expect their intakes to be 
fully taken up with children from those areas.  We note, however, that 50% (60 children) of those 
attending Callerton Academy in its temporary buildings close to St Paul’s are Inner West residents 
who would have had a St Paul’s option in their vicinity if we had already been an all-through school.  
When Callerton can indeed only meet the needs of those living close to it, there will be another 
addition to the number of Inner West children forced to travel out of their home area. 

  
10. The DFE Guidance under which we are operating allows for our Proposal to run in parallel with an 

exceptional and later admissions deadline, should we be successful.  And so, YES, it is our intention 
to open 112 Year 7 places only in September 2023.  

  
Thanks again for your engagement. I am sure that we share much of the same sense in seeking to serve 
those living in the inner city; it is a particular calling which I have been involved in for 40 years and I trust 
that our Proposal will enable St Paul’s and The Laidlaw Trust to share this work at Secondary level too.  
 
I do believe that there is a role for both of us in this regard and, if our vision is realised, I look forward to 
finding some way of working positively with you in the future. 
 
 
Yours 

George 
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Appendix 12: Mark Patton/NCC 
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Appendix 12: Mark Patton/NCC 

Reply  26th February 2022 
 

Dear Mark 
 

Thank you for your initial response to our Proposal for an enlarged St Paul’s.  We look forward to 
receiving your final response in due course, and hope that our answers to your queries assist you in that 
regard. We would also be delighted to speak with you ‘face-to-face’ before our Consultation Period 
ends on 4th March 2022 if that would be of further assistance to you. 
 
At this point, I am pleased to respond to the numbered points in your response as follows.  For the sake 
of clarity, where I refer to ‘you’ in the following, I mean Mark, as opposed to the Council as a whole.  
Thank you. 
 
Point 2.  Whilst the final document was indeed provided to you on Thursday 27th January 2022, its 

basis had been presented to you on 8th December 2020 in the form of a 14-page Discussion 
Paper and Proposal.  This document formed the start of the extensive three-way 
conversations to which you refer, involving yourself, the Diocesan Director of Education and 
ourselves.  As you know, in listening to the points made around certain aspects of the bid, 
essentially concerning the timing (to open in September 2021), the sharing of 
accommodation (with Callerton Academy) and our Primary and Sixth Form propositions, we 
did not submit that Proposal formally. 

 

However, our conversations continued and, on 15th December 2021, I alerted both you and 
the Diocese that our formal statutory Proposal would be coming out before the end of 
January 2022; you both asked for sight of the document in advance of publication, and I 
readily agreed.  I also indicated that it would be essentially the same proposition as the 2020 
version, although we had removed many elements in response to concerns raised by yourself 
and the many others with whom we have been consulting during 2021 (for example, the 
removal of any increase in the Primary PAN and the inclusion of a Sixth Form offer).   

 

By providing you with early sight of the Proposal in January 2022, we were not asking for, nor 
expecting, any suggestions that we change it further.  However, it would appear that you 
may have thought differently, and so we apologise for any misunderstanding on that point. 

 

We are not aware of any errors in the Proposal, other than our omission to make clear that 
Excelsior Academy is also in the Inner West, albeit at the opposite end of the district when 
compared to St Paul’s, and two dates on Page 7 (the Heaton Manor judgement was 
published in January 2017, not November 2019, and Sacred Heart’s OfSTED should read 
December 2013 not December 2022).   

 

The inclusion of the City logo was an indication of our hope to continue working in 
partnership with the Council as a voluntary-aided CofE school, and to note the Council’s role 
in determining our Proposal – as clearly stated at the foot of the Proposal Cover.  However, 
as the request was made to remove the logo before the final print run, we were able to 
implement the Leader of the Council’s request that it be removed. 

 

I must stress that we have never implied, in any medium, that the Council supports our 
Proposal in advance of its publication, but I would assert that the Council has been ‘aware of’ 
our vision and our plan for enlargement for over a year.  In addition to our own 
conversations with you, we have kept the Leader of the Council, the Councillors local to the 
St Paul’s community, and the Cabinet Member for Education and Skills, very much aware of 
our vision and intent. 
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Point 3.  Our submission is a “statutory Proposal” and we have indeed carried out extensive 
consultation on the initial Discussion Paper and Proposal which was distributed widely at the 
end of 2020.  The Proposal as tabled also shows how we have adapted our plan in the light of 
those pre-publication consultations.  As also required in the Making Significant Changes 
Guidance 2018, a five-week period of formal Consultation on this Proposal is currently 
underway.  After that period closes on 4th March 2022, we will submit to yourselves a full 
account of each and every piece of feedback received, together with any impact that 
feedback may have made upon the Proposal as published. 

 

With regards to consent, we are content that we have all of the required consents in place.  
The passage to which I believe you are referring requires consent from the site trustees and 
“the trustees of the school, the diocese or relevant diocesan board, or any other relevant faith 
body” (P.26).  We have the consent of the site trustees and the trustees of the school.  With 
those consents in place, we are required to provide a copy of the Proposal to the local 
diocesan board “within one week of the date of publication on the [school] website” (P.28); 
we actually met that requirement ahead of publication.  

 

That said, we have been actively engaged with the diocesan board, directly and through Paul 
Rickeard, the Diocesan Director of Education, and we continue to be so engaged.  Their 
current input to the Consultation process is proving particularly valuable.  

 

Point 4.   Our submission is not a pre-publication consultation; it is our “statutory Proposal”.  If any 
document were to represent a pre-publication consultation, it was the initial Discussion 
Paper and Proposal which we gave to you in December 2020 and around which you, Paul 
Rickeard and we have had our extensive three-way conversations ever since. 

 

Point 5.   Further to these many three-way conversations, you know that it is impossible for us to 
secure items ii, iii, and iv because you have not indicated your support for our argument that 
there is a serious and urgent need for secondary school places in our part of the city.  This is 
the essence of our Proposal; to seek Council agreement that the enlargement of   St Paul’s 
CofE Primary School into an 11-16 all-through school is a credible and timely response to this 
deep need.  Should that be forthcoming, then we will be able to pursue these subsequent 
points. 

 
 We should perhaps re-iterate at this point, that our argument is focussed on the lived 

experience of the families in our community, and the real and relentless strains which the 
current lack of provision exert upon them; it is not simply a matter of adding up school 
places and balancing them with school children, especially when those places are clearly in 
the wrong parts of the city.  

 

Point 6.   We trust that you can now see why our Proposal is posed in two ‘linked’ steps, seeking firstly 
to affirm need, demand and St Paul’s ‘plan to provide’, and then seeking the Council’s 
support as we seek the practical necessities to achieve that end. 

 
Point 7. We know, of course, that the former Discovery School buildings are not owned by the 

Council and that they are under a lease held by the DfE.  Indeed, you will also know that our 
only access to speak with the relevant DfE Department has been through yourself and Paul 
Rickeard. 

 

At present, we are told that the DfE are not in a position to discuss any future use of the 
buildings until Callerton Academy finish their temporary use, which is cited publicly as being 
in time for them to move into their new premises in Newbiggin Hall in September 2023.  
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That is why we include these buildings in Blandford Street as one of the possibilities for an 
enlarged St Paul’s, along with the existing St Paul’s buildings in Victoria Street, given that we 
propose to open in September 2023 or as soon as possible thereafter.  

 

In direct answer to your question, however, the DfE has given no indication of their view on 
our Proposal, and so we have not been able to reference ‘it’ in our Proposal.  That said, 
perhaps we can clarify the absence of a DfE view in our Consultation Report, if that helps 
you. 

 

We are also looking at other possible sites and premises within the vicinity of St Paul’s but, as 
is the case with engaging the DfE and ESFA, we are somewhat hamstrung in moving such 
discussions without confirmation that our case for the all-through school is accepted (see also 
Your Points 5. and 6. above). 

 

Point 8. We have no doubt that the Council has followed all of its due processes in relation to 
presenting its view on school places.  We also accept that this is no easy task with bulge 
years, new housing developments, and the variety of independent Admissions Authorities 
operating across the piece.   

 

We respectfully suggest that a place might be found in those deliberations for the especial 
strains and disappointments faced by parents and children living in the Inner West, even 
though the arithmetic of place planning appears balanced in principle.  Our Proposal, as you 
will surely know, makes the case that geography and parental choice are worthy of 
exceptional consideration and provision, especially when it has such a proportionate impact 
on those who live in some of the most socially and economically deprived districts in 
England.   

 
We applaud the fact that the communities living in the vicinity of Great Park and Newbiggin 
Hall are to have new schools to serve them; we appeal that the same privilege be afforded 
for those who choose to live in the Inner West, or who cannot afford to move to live close to 
where these new and existing secondary schools are. 

 
Point 9. Should this analysis embrace the issues around geography and parental choice, rather than 

arithmetic alone, we would be glad to consider it further; it would certainly run counter to 
our data and the experience of our parents, if it does.  Please do point us to the specific 
Paper to which you refer. Thank you. 

 

However, if you refer simply to there being no need to build any additional mainstream 
secondary schools, we would agree, especially as we hope to be able to secure the use of a 
building that has already been built, and which will sit vacant in September 2023 when 
Callerton Academy leaves. 

 

This is a building which was built specifically to increase and improve the city-centre 
educational opportunities for 700 young people, sited in the heart of the St Paul’s 
community.  Now that provision is no more, and yet those places have not been replaced; if 
anything, they appear to have been relocated elsewhere in the city through the creation and 
expansion of secondary places in other schools. 

 

Point 10. We accept that Excelsior is also situated in the Inner West district.  That said, as the maps in 
our Proposal show, its position at the opposite end of the district compared to St Paul’s, 
leaves a clear and obvious ‘empty space’ in our local area.  Nevertheless, we shall correct any 
error in this regard within our Consultation Report.  Thank you. 
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Point 11. We agree with your assertion that OfSTED Inspection Grades influence parents, carers and 
children’s choices of school provision.  This is indeed one of the fundamental reasons for 
Inspection, to give parents as much information as possible alongside academic outcomes, 
behaviour and attendance, all of which is made available in the public domain.   

 

Of course, any piece of data is a snapshot taken at a particular moment but, alongside 
geography, all of it combines to create a picture of school standards which, in turn, drive 
parental choice and preference. 

 

We have severally pointed out the caveats around the data provided on Pages 6    and 7 of 
our Proposal, citing covid impact, schools “working hard to improve progress and 
attainment”, the different OfSTED Frameworks being applied over time, and the re-brokering 
of two schools after Inadequate judgements “achieved before their takeovers”.  We believe 
that is accurate and contextualised information which broadens the public’s perception than 
had we simply published OfSTED Grades alone.  We note, however, that the Heaton Manor 
judgement was published in January 2017, not November 2019, and on reflection, we could 
have strengthened the reference to re-brokered schools by providing the former school 
names alongside the current ones (Walbottle Campus/ Walbottle Academy and Heaton 
Manor School/ Jesmond Park Academy) on Page 7.   

 

Other than this, however, we are not sure why you are “saddened and disappointed by 
governors’ choices in giving accurate and transparent information in the document”.   This is 
the information available to the public which, however one would wish to interpret it, is 
what all parents are entitled to consider for themselves.   

 

The data also bears consideration alongside the Council’s own aspirations to see every 
school in the city graded as Good or better. 

 

Let us therefore respond also to your point about recording progress since Inspection, as you 
develop it further in Point 12. 

 

Point 12. We note the publication of Monitoring Visits (MV) at Excelsior and Kenton in mid-late 
January 2022.  The information therein is, of course, now in the public domain and the 
references to ‘effective action’ can be noted in our Consultation Report.  This can also be 
seen in the context of what we have already said in terms of all schools “working hard to 
improve”, which we have no doubt they all are. 

 
We also note that no MV has yet been carried out in either Walbottle or Jesmond Park since 
the predecessor schools were closed in 2020 and 2019 respectively. We would, however, 
make two simple points about Monitoring Visits: 

 

1. As you know, MV are Section 8 Inspections and not Section 5 Inspections.  As such, 
they are not designed to provide an OfSTED Grading, except in exceptional 
circumstances (see 2. immediately below).  We therefore consider it a moot point as 
to whether or not MV Letters should be used to infer either how close a school is to an 
upgraded judgement or what the outcome of a school’s next Section 5 Inspection is 
likely to be.  

 

After an MV, schools therefore remain at the OfSTED Grade “as stated” in the public 
domain before the MV took place, except as follows: 

 

2. If it is judged by the inspector(s) during an MV that the school is clearly in a position to 
be given a formal regrading, that Section 8 MV can be immediately changed into a 
Section 5 Inspection at the end of the first day, and a regrade provided at the end of 
the second.   
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There are examples of such action being taken both to downgrade schools and to upgrade 
them, where the evidence is clear to the inspection team, especially in MVs conducted since 
March 2021. However, this action was not taken to upgrade the Section 8 MV at either 
Excelsior or Kenton. 

 

Nor are we aware of any request made by any Newcastle school for an early Section 5 
Inspection, which is generally recognised as an indication of a school’s confidence that it is 
likely to be upgraded.  As this information is not generally available to the public, we stand to 
be corrected on that point. 

 

We therefore believe that it is not unfair for the OfSTED Grades at Excelsior and Kenton to be 
recorded as they are in our Proposal.   

 

And so, thank you again for your response.  We are grateful to note the points which you wish to clarify, 
and where you feel we could have achieved a difference in tone.  We note that you have not yet made 
comment regarding our points about geography or parental choice, housing plans or new school 
locations, deprivation data or the opening of Callerton Academy in 2023 at Newbiggin Hall; we therefore 
assume that there is no further detail you require from us on those points. 

 

Do let us know if our answers above need any further clarification; otherwise, I look forward to possible 
further communications in the coming week (please see separate email).   
 
We shall, of course, complete our Consultation Period this coming Friday, 4th March and will prepare 
our Consultation Report, including details of all feedback received, for submission to you as soon as 
possible thereafter, so that the Council’s two-month consideration period might begin. 

 

With warmest Christian greetings 

 

George 

 
 
 
 
cc Councillor Nick Forbes, Leader Newcastle City Council [via email] 
 Councillor Paula Holland, Cabinet Member Education and Skills [via email] 
 Canon Paul Rickeard, Director of Education, CE Diocese of Newcastle [via email] 
 
 

Mark, please would you forward this email to Judith Hay, Director Children, Education and Skills and 
Deb Tyler, School Organisation and Infrastructure, as I do not have their email addresses.  Similarly, 
please could you also forward it to the Headteachers/Principals to which your cc list refers.  I do not 
want to miss anyone out of this reply.  Thank you. 
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Appendix 12: Mark Patton/NCC 

Further correspondence 
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Appendix 12: Mark Patton/NCC 

Further reply  15th March 2022 
 

Dear Mark 

Thanks for your emailed letter of Friday 4th March 2022.  We appreciate you taking the time to 
correspond during our Proposal’s Consultation Period.  Many of your comments have helped clarify 
several points, hopefully for you as well as for us. 

There remain, however, a number of points over which we disagree.  I have numbered them to relate to 
your letter’s points. 

 

3. I fail to understand how you did not perceive that our original Discussion Paper and Proposal of 
December 2020 was a key part of the wide and varied consultations we have had with you and 
others prior to that date and since.  The video which we went to great lengths to prepare, your 
release to us of Parental Preference Data for 2021-22, and the various three-way communications 
involving you, me and the Diocesan Director of Education (DDE) further compound my surprise that, 
in some way, you feel all of this effort was not leading up to a Proposal.   
 

On a further point, you will note that the Guidance says that “there is no longer a statutory ‘pre-
publication’ consultation period...[for Section 5. Statutory proposals but that]..there is a strong 
expectation that schools and LAs will consult interested parties in developing their proposal prior to 
publication" (Page 26 of the Managing Significant Changes [MSC] Guidance).   
 

I am therefore unclear why you seem to believe that there is such a thing as a ‘formal pre-
publication phase’ - your words -  and in what sense you we not clear in your mind that our 
communications were indeed following the Guidance’s “strong expectations”.  Furthermore, during 
those conversations with Paul Rickeard (DDE), you and me, you will recall me asking for help from 
both of you to help us deepen our thoughts around finance and accommodation with the RSC, DfE, 
ESFA and The Gosforth Group. 
 

4. I cannot tell what part of the pre-publication process remains unclear to you.  However, I trust that, 
at least, we are both now clear that our Proposal and Consultation are indeed both formal and 
submitted under the statutory Guidance. 
 

5. It seems to us that we have not been able to persuade you of a case for the new secondary provision 
we propose.  Without that acceptance, it has not been possible to secure conversations with DfE 
over the Discovery site.  The nature of the MSC Guidance is such that the Council has both to decide 
upon our Proposal and yet also to work with us in order to secure the premises for the enlargement 
to be realised. As with the famous chicken and egg, we are not able to secure a premises without 
Council approval of the Proposal, and we cannot gain the approval of the Council if that depends on 
us having accommodation secured in advance. 
 

This is why we have purposely couched out two-part Proposal as we have; first to seek agreement 
that there is indeed both a need and the demand for St Paul’s to enlarge and then, secondly, to seek 
Council support as we seek to bring that to pass.   
 

In our view, there is no other reasonable way to progress.  We trust that the Council and others will 
appreciate that point.   
 

The same is true of the financial plan and the surety of funding which, as you know, are inextricably 
linked with Council funding streams, given that we are a voluntary-aided maintained school, and 
would continue to be so. 
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6. I am sorry if there has ever been any doubt over the ownership of the Discovery site.  Since 
September 2020, when you told me of the Discovery lease, we have always recognised that the 
rights over the Discovery site are currently held by the DfE; hence our frequent conversations with 
you and Paul about how we might open conversations regarding that lease.   

 

It was our understanding that you had links with that part of the DfE because the Discovery site 
solution for Callerton Academy was needed to enable the Council to provide sufficient secondary 
places from September 2021.  Perhaps that is not so, but let us be clear now; we know that the 
Council does not own the Discovery site and its buildings on Blandford Street. 
 

7. Our parents are not satisfied with the quality of some of the schools to which they are allocated 
secondary places.  They refer to documents in the public domain, as well as other factors, to 
determine their preferences.   
 

We have not shared anything that is not available to the public, nor any subjective comment, about 
any other school.   
 

We have said in several places in our Proposal that schools are working hard to improve, and that 
OfSTED Inspections are a ‘moving feast’ when it comes to the date and Framework against which a 
school is judged.   
 

We do not refer to Section 8 Monitoring Visits as we were advised not to use them to infer anything 
about the potential outcome of any school’s future OfSTED Inspection. 
 

I can assure you that this point was not raised in any public consultation meeting nor by any other 
school in any form, other than by Excelsior Academy/The Laidlaw Trust.   
 

Every other Secondary school in the city, including the Catholic Academies, were given our original 
Discussion Paper and Proposal (December 2020) and our Full Proposal (January 2022).  Not only have 
none of them objected to any reference made by us to their OfSTED Grades or other measures, but 
nor have they objected to anything raised in either document. 
 

We address the observations from Excelsior/Laidlaw in Appendices 9, 10 and 11 of our Consultation 
Report, which the Council will soon receive and of which this reply also forms a part.   
 

8. As I say above, we have indeed appreciated your communications with us since July 2019.  Our 
impression is that you feel that there is now no need for the proposition which we are submitting; 
however, clearly we do.  Perhaps an arithmetic-only solution to place allocation appears to be a 
reasonable was to address the issue to some. Sadly, our experience over many years indicates that a 
solution that does not also address the vital factors of geography (including locality and distance) 
and community cohesion invariably leads to anguish for parents and pupils. We have a passionate 
concern about the human pain which the current system creates and we believe that our 
proposal offers a wholly reasonable way of bringing it to an end. 

 

We now await to see where the elected representatives on the Council wish to take us.  In the meantime, 
I assure you that, if we are given their approval, I look forward to working closely with you to help you 
secure the very best outcomes for all parents, children and communities across the city. 

 

Yours sincerely  

George 
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Appendix 13: Paul Rickeard/NDBE 

On 21st February 2022, Paul Rickeard, Diocesan Director of Education for Newcastle, sent the following 

document in response to the consultation to expand the age range of St Paul’s. 
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Appendix 13: Paul Rickeard/NDBE 

Reply  25th February 2022 
 

From: G R Curry <g.r.curry@btinternet.com> 
Subject: Response to your questions 
Date: 25 February 2022 at 12:40:06 GMT 
To: Bishop of Berwick <bishopofberwick@newcastle.anglican.org>, g.alexander@btinternet.com, Paul 
Rickeard <paul.rickeard@drmnewcanglican.org> 
Cc: G R Curry <g.r.curry@btinternet.com> 
 

 
 
Dear Bishop, Gill and Mark, 
 
Please find attached a copy of our answers to the questions you recently raised in 
respect of our desire to see St Paul’s School incrementally enlarged. 
 
We cordially request that (a) you forgive us for any typographical errors included 
therein and (2) that our document be forwarded to the members pf the DBE who 
were asked, as we understand it, to comment on the first draft of your paper to us. 
Thank you. It should at least provide them with more information about what has 
been happening over the last two years and the way our proposal has taken shape. 
 
Again I stress that our desire is to work openly with the diocese, to secure diocesan 
endorsement for what we seek (a more equitable and enhanced educational 
provision in the City), and to work together to further the provision of education 
within a Christian ethos. 
 
With warmest Christian greetings and the assurance of our prayers, 
 

George 

 
 

(attached:   Response to NDBE letter of 21st February 2022) 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:g.r.curry@btinternet.com
mailto:bishopofberwick@newcastle.anglican.org
mailto:g.alexander@btinternet.com
mailto:paul.rickeard@drmnewcanglican.org
mailto:g.r.curry@btinternet.com
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 W Walbottle Academy 

Not yet inspected under its new Trust  
Inadequate February 2019  

 when it was Walbottle Campus 
 

SW Studio West 

 Good June 2019 
 

  E Excelsior Academy 

Requires Improvement March 2020 
 

  K Kenton School 

Requires Improvement February 2019 
 

  G Gosforth Academy 

Outstanding May 2008 
 

 JP Jesmond Park Academy 

Not yet inspected under its new Trust 
Inadequate January 2017  
when it was Heaton Manor School 

 

  B Benfield School  

Requires Improvement June 2020 
 

WR Walker Riverside Academy 

 Good June 2014     
 

Appendix 14 

Corrected Page 7 from original Proposal 

 

       

 sc    St Cuthbert’s Catholic High School – boys 

      Requires Improvement June 2021 
 

 

 sh    Sacred Heart Catholic High School – girls 

      Outstanding December 2013 
 

 

 sm   St Mary’s Catholic School - boys and girls 

      Outstanding June 2009 

     
OfSTED Grades for 
Secondary Schools 

 

Schools are awarded one of four distinct Grades: 
 

1 Outstanding 
2 Good 
3 Requires Improvement (RI) 
4 Inadequate 

  
 

Schools whose Grades are noted in           have not 

been inspected since being taken over by new 

Academy Trusts.  The Grade given is therefore the 

latest one available to parents, even though it 

was achieved before their takeovers. 

Comparisons 

between schools 

is not possible as 

the OfSTED 

Framework has 

changed several 

times since 

2008, and not all 

schools are 

inspected in the 

same year. 

[…] 

W 
SW 

E 

K 

G 

JP 
B 

WR 
sc 

sh 

sm 

Page

7 
revised 

     
 



 

Appendix 15 

Original Proposal Video (December 2020) 
 

https://youtu.be/NjTmSi1Deb4 
There have been a number of questions raised through the Consultation Period as to how 
long and with what level of seriousness St Paul’s has been engaging with the Council, the 
Diocese and others about the vision behind our Enlargement Proposal. 
 
The original Discussion Paper and Proposal of December 2020 has been referenced on 
several occasions within this Report, having been circulated to the Council, Diocese, local 
elected representatives, city schools and others. 
 
In addition to that Document, an information video was also created by parents and friends 
of St Paul’s, at no expense other than their time and goodwill.  This was shared with the 
Officers of both the Council and the Diocese at the discussion phase in December 2020 but 
was not released more widely at the time. 
 
At that time, we were framing a Proposal to open in 2021, sharing the Discovery School with 
Callerton Academy in the knowledge that they would be moving to their new site in 2023.  
We were also considering including a Sixth Form and an enlarged Primary.  All of these ideas 
are incorporated in this video but we were informed that sharing the Discovery School with 
Callerton Academy would not be feasible, and so our plans had to be re-scheduled.   
 
As consultations with the Council, Diocese and others continued through 2021, we changed 
our view on the Sixth Form and on Primary expansion too, with Primary and Sixth Form 
options already well-covered elsewhere.  It became resoundingly clear to us that the key 
need among our Inner West families is for a local faith school provision for their children 
when they are between the ages of 11 and 16. 
 

However, we would strongly encourage every reader of this document to 
please view the video as well.   
 
Whilst some of its contents are out of date, the tone, aspiration and enthusiasm of the team 
who created it remain the same.  This is the determination and commitment which we have 
seen maintained throughout 2021 as we have continued to work on bringing our vision to 
fruition.  Indeed, within three short months of the video being completed, the 2021 
Allocation of Secondary School places was published, and so upsetting were the 
implications for our children and the Inner West figures on parental preference as a whole, 
we re-doubled our efforts to see this Proposal through. 
 
We have not been able to re-make the video to accompany our final formal Proposal, but 
we wish to honour those who made it as a further indication of their passion for this 
Proposal and our belief in them.  Thank you.  
 

https://youtu.be/NjTmSi1Deb4  
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Appendix 16 

Press Release 
 

In order not to seek to unduly influence the Consultation process in any way, we have not 

contacted the Press until after the Consultation Period is closed and until after this 

Consultation Report has been submitted to the Council. 

PRESS STATEMENT for immediate release 
Wednesday 16th March 2022 

 

700+ join parents’ call to urgently expand 

inner city school 
A primary school’s plan to bring “levelling up” to Newcastle upon Tyne’s inner city is being 
backed by hundreds of local residents. 
 
Parents recently launched a petition <https://chng.it/r95Bhf7k> backing proposals for the 
enlargement of St Paul’s CofE Primary School in Elswick into an all-through school for 
children aged 3 to 16.  More than 700 others have now added their support to the plans 
put forward by St Paul’s governors. 
 
Kim Anderson, one of the parents behind the online petition, spoke of why she felt 
compelled to act: 
 

“For more than a generation, our children have been left with the last and least 

choice of secondary schools in the city, meaning they have been split up from 

their friends and have had to travel to all parts of the city. After having such a 

good education at St Paul’s and the other Primary Schools in the area, we are 

absolutely behind this plan to see Secondary places created in our community, for 

our community. If the Council and Church get fully behind a St Paul’s all-through 

school, we will all breathe a huge sigh of relief.” 

 

Whilst the City Council is facilitating the building of two new Secondary schools on the 
outskirts of the city, the inner-city Wards of Arthur’s Hill, Monument and Elswick have been 
without a mainstream secondary provision nearby since Westgate College was closed and 
Excelsior Academy opened in 2008. 
 

The result has been over a decade of these inner-city children having to travel far and wide 
across the city to find Secondary places wherever there are spaces left, after those living 
closest to those schools have made their choice. The Inner West of Newcastle is amongst 
the most deprived districts in the country, and yet the Wards closest to the city centre are 
the only ones without a community secondary school of their own.  
 
With an ideal school building becoming available in 2023, just 300 yards from the St Paul’s 
existing Primary School site, Elswick’s long-standing vicar and Chair of the school’s 
Governing Body says that the time for action is now.  Revd. George Curry, who submitted 
the Proposal to the City Council today, thanks those who are supporting the venture: 
 
 

https://chng.it/r95Bhf7k
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“At a time when the Government have put all new Free School bids ‘on hold’, and 

when children are again facing up to the annual anguish of not getting the 

secondary school places they have set their hearts on, the governors of St Paul’s 

here in Elswick believe that the only way of achieving such “levelling up” is by 

doing it ourselves. 

“We are greatly encouraged by the response from our parents and the 

community across Newcastle and the North-East.  The lack of choice, provision 

and parental preference for our parents has become a recurring source of 

genuine stress and anxiety, and adding educational disadvantage to the other 

pressures they face has become intolerable.  

“As a Christian school which has served and welcomed everyone from within our 

community for over 160 years, we believe that enlarging St Paul’s into an all-

through school provides the City Council with a ready-made solution to bring 

secondary school places to a community where none exist at present and for 

families who arguably need it the most.” 

Julie Roberts, the school’s designated Improvement Partner and the former Principal of a 
similar all-through school on Tyneside, added 
 

“It is great to see such a courageous initiative coming forward at a time like 

this.  The plan to extend the current Primary School finally offers an answer to 

the ongoing agonies which face over 800 Inner West 11-year-olds every year.  It 

is tremendous to see a local Primary school seize this idea, given the in-depth 

knowledge it has of its community and the deep generational relationships which 

they have fostered over many years.   

“To see parents and grandparents who went to St Paul’s themselves, now 

pushing hard for their children to have the chance of an all-through education in 

that same school is truly inspiring.  Why wait for someone else to ‘level up’ the 

playing field of Secondary school places across Newcastle, if the local school and 

its community can do it themselves? This is a plan worthy of everyone’s support 

and I can only hope that the Council agrees.”     

 

For further information, please contact:    
 

Revd. George Curry, Chairman of the Governing Body,             
St Paul’s CofE Primary School, Victoria Street, Newcastle-upon-Tyne     
0191.273.3367 
[END] 

 
 
Notes for editors 

Full details of Multiple Deprivation statistics and the St Paul’s Proposal can be found on the 
school website at www.stpauls.newcastle.sch.uk      
            

http://www.stpauls.newcastle.sch.uk/

