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2. Adwce to School Organlsatlon Commlttee [ S

121 To note that the Council has an amalgamatlon pohcy whlch' pro- actively seeks to
\ amalgamate separate infant and gumor schools | |
2.2 . Tonote that the consultatlom was ‘carried out in accordance,wnh the Sohools standards
‘ and Framework Act 1998 and the guidance laid out in the “Proposers Guidance for Local
Authorities and Governing Bodies;. Statutory PrOposals for Changes to Mamstream
r Schools” published by the DfES; N N

123 To note that statutory not:ces were published on 19 November 2003 gn the proposed \

' . amalgamation of the followmg mfant and junior séhools Lancasterian Junior and Infants
Schools, North Harringay Jumor and infants Schools and Woodlands F’ark Jumor and

lnfants Schools; ~ ‘ K

2.4°  To note that there were no representations made against the proposed amalgamation of

‘ Lancasterian Infant and Junior Schools. Therefore, as a result of LEA determination,
these two schools will be amalgamated and a primary school will be established from 1
April 2004.

Report authorised by: Sharon Shoesmith, Director of Education Services

Contact officer: lan Bailey, Assistant Director and Jayesh Amin, Policy Development
Officer
Telephone:. 020-8489 2450 or 3219

3. Executive summary

3.1 This report:

« outlines the Haringey policy on amalgamating Infant and Junior schools;

« summarises the responses received following statutory consultation on the proposed
amalgamation of Woodlands Park Infant and Junior schools; and

» sets out the reasons for the LEA’s conclusion that there are no extraordinary circumstances

which would lead to the Haringey policy on amalgamations not being applicable to these
schools.




5 Background

5.1 A policy on the amalgamation of jUniqr,and infants schools was established in
Haringey in January 1997. In September 2001, the LEA undertook a consultation
with schools on the implementqtion of the policy. At that stage the authority
moved from a neutral position on amalgamations to one where amalgamations
were positively supported. ‘The' pdlicy also had a deadline of 2008 by which all
separate infant and junior schools weré to be amalgamated. In July 2003,
following further consultation, this target date was removed. The revised criteria
that trigger the amalgamation process dre; . } o ‘

. i o A‘ ‘ , ' .
(a) 4\,{\lhez‘re there is a downward trénd in berfprmance of pupils at either the '
infant or junior school; (e ‘ :
/(b)  publication of an OfSTED report which judges that the school requires '
special measures; has seriousweakn“esseg is identified|by Education
- Services' as causing concern; or whgrg ’transition.arrgngem‘ents between |

' the schools are an jssue; . ' o :
(c) . where a deficit exists in the budget of either school, in the order of 5%, or
| mo‘re’, which will haye a ‘significant effect on the ability of a'small school to
o sustain its standards; .+, " . o .
(d)  when the headteacher of either school leaves or retires; _
+(e) ) where capital bids are. made in respect of either school’(\‘f\(hich are
,examined in comparison with a bid'for an all-through primary on the site).

52  The LEA Pé’licy on amalgamations is'based upon the policy and practice that
both infant and junior schools'close and.a new primary school is established. This
procedure follows a statutory process éstablished in the School Standards and
Framework Act 1998 (as.amended). This includes the need, if objections are

lodged, to obtain the approval of the Haringey School Organisation Committee
~ (SOC).before the prop’osals‘j”pan be enacted. o ‘
f : ' , § . ’ ' L X

5.3  There are exceptional circ'unfi,stances, where a separate infant or junior school

has been designated as being a school causing concern, or designated by

OfSTED as in need of special measures or has serious weaknesses where a

different course of action (still within the statutory process) can be taken. In

these circum‘st’ances, only one school is closed and the age range of the other
school is changed to include pupils throughout the primary range. In this case,
the process is accelerated, as the remaining Headteacher is appointed.

54 The council has a policy for establishing all-through primary schools because
they are considered to offer a number of educational advantages over infant and
junior s¢hools. The main advantages are:

» asingle learning and caring ethos throughout the school:

» more effective curriculum planning across all age groups;

e improvements in continuity and progression in terms of whole school

- planning, pupil tracking, record keeping and assessment;

e easier transition for children from infants to juniors. Children will not have to
learn new routines and rules as these would be the same throughout the
child’s primary education;

* agreater breadth of staff experience which will help in the delivery of a broad
and balanced curriculum;
increased opportunities for staff development;
greater flexibility from having a single budget.
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5.10

5.11

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

at this meeting, advertisements can still be placed before the end of January
This will allow the recruitment process.to take place in time for. any successful
candidates, urrently. employed in schools to tender resrgnatlons by the end of the
Spring Term, as is normally requrred

In line wrth good practlce a temporary govermng body has been establlshed and
has held |ts"||ntroductory meetlng If amalgamation is agreed, this body will -
continue until elections for a permanent governing body can be held in the first
term followmg estabhshment ofthe new school from September 2004.

In the followmg section of thls report wé address specrfrcally the objectlons
received in relation to each proposed amalgamatton (copies of all objections
recerved are attached). It'is for the SOC to decnde if these objections raise .
concerns which over-ride the Councnl $ policy in these specific cases.

Woodfands Park Schools. occupy twd separate buildings on the same site
situated on the corner of Black Boy, Lane and St. Ann’s Road. Both schools serve
a.very diverse community and expenence hlgh levels of pupil mobility. The
number of pupils on roll in the Infant School is 174 and in the Junior is 234 giving
a combined,total of 405 (PLASC Jan 2003) The Infant Headteacher has a long

' service tWIth the school and i is well regarded by the school communlty The

Jumor schoot head retired and there is now a vacancy |

The lndlcated admission number of the mfant school is 60 and for the junior
school is 60. The combined ptanned admission number for an amalgamated
primary school would be 60 !

[

fThe lnfant school was: Iast rnspected by OfSTED in November 2001 and the
' Juhlor Schoohm November 1998 L

i

‘Four writtert representatrons were recelved by the authonty from mterested

parties who oppose the proposed amalgamation of Woodlands Park Infants and

Junior Schools. In addition, a petition with 64 signatories was handed in asking

the LEA to reconsider the current proposal and adopt a different route to

amalgamatlng the two schools (all documents attached). This suggestion,
addressed, below, is also a central point in two of the written representations.

The other main concerns raised in the objections by interested parties are as

follows. Objectors:

+ are concerned about amalgamating the infant school with a “failing’ Junior
school and losing the ethos of the Infant school, rather than addressing
concerns about the Junior school;.

« are concerned that the Infant school has a considerable body of community
support, and that this could be endangered in the transition to a new school:

- are concerned about the disruption which could be caused by building works

There are also a number of comments on the overall policy of the Council on
amalgamating Infant and Junior Schools, on the consultation process and on the
conduct of initial consultations by the existing governing bodies.

Our legal advice is that the alternative route to amalgamation - closing the Junior
school and extending the age range of the Infant school - cannot be pursued at
this late stage. The statutory consultation that was carried out was based on the
closure of both schools and establishing a new primary school. The LEA would
have to re-start a fresh consultation process under the “change of age range”
route and this would delay the recruitment of the head designate by another 4 to
6 months. This would further introduce uncertainties in both the schools. In any
case, the LEA's policy is that this alternative route should only be pursued in
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Williams Ceri

From: Bolt Deborah

Sent: 29 December 2003 14:53

To: Williams Ceri

Subject: FW: FAO Sharon Shoesmith: Formal objection to amalgamtion

----- Original Message-----

From: Phil Ramsden [mailto:p.ramsden@imperial.ac.uk]

Sent: 29, Dec, 2003 13:37

To: deborah.bolt@haringey.gov.uk

Cc: philramsden@onetel.net.uk

Subject: FAO Sharon Shoesmith: Formal objection to amalgamtion

The following is for the attention of Sharon Shoesmith, Director of
Education, London Borough of Haringey

L Jear Ms Shoesmith,

s you know, | am Vice-Chair of Governors at Woodlands Park Infant School
and a parent of a child in Year 2. | am writing to lodge a formal objection

to the proposed amalgamation of Woodlands Park Infant School and Woodlands
Park Junior School.

The substance of my objection is twofold. First, there are concerns about
the effect on the valued ethos of the Infant School of (a) the summary
replacement of an excellent manager and (b) amalgamation with a Junior
School lacking such a manager, with a sharply different ethos and currently
in a state of some disarray. Secondly, and in my view just as seriously,
there is the Governors' and LEA's alienation of the community of parents,
which would make proceeding with the amalgamation at this stage deeply
corrosive of trust and good will. This would constitute a crisis which

would not soon, or easily, be resolved.

Let me enlarge on the latter first. Thanks, | am afraid, to problems with

all three phases of consultation (that carried out by the Governors'
Working Party, and both the informal and formal phases of Statutory
“onsultation), staff and parents have been left with the impression that

eir concerns are of no account: that these concerns have been noted but
st taken with due seriousness. | hope and trust that this is not in fact

the case, but it must, in my view, be admitted that there is a certain
amount of evidence for this opinion.

The problems began, I think, at the first consultation meeting, organised

by the Governors' Working Party. Sadly | was not able to be present at this
meeting, but it seems to have set a pattern that has been repeated since:
parents’ concerns were solicited, but then not properly dealt with. It was
made clear at this meeting, quite correctly, that the decision about

whether to recommend amalgamation rested with the Governors alone. It was
also decided that a vote would not be taken, on the above grounds and also
on the grounds that the meeting, though exceptionally well attended, was
not representative. It would seem appropriate, then, that what should come
out of such a meeting ought to be the *substance® of parents' concerns,
questions, and points for and against. In fact, though, | do not believe

that minutes were even kept; all that was taken from this preliminary
meeting was its chairman's impression of a mood generally sceptical of the
proposal. This fell some way short, as | hope you would agree, of a genuine
consultation, and left those present with the impression that amalgamation
was, in effect, already a *fait accompli*.

This was the Governors' failure, and one for which | must bear part of the

responsibility. Sadly, however, subsequent actions by the LEA have followed

much the same pattern, and this impression has persisted and sirengthenad.
1



With regret, | must point, as an example, to your own recent circular to
parents, in which, yet again, the bulk of the substance of parents’

concerns has been glossed over or inaccurately summarised, and in which
(and | must say | find this extraodinary) no mention was made of a petition
with some eighty signatures which | know had been passed to your office.

| did not sign this petition, and | am part of no "No" campaign. Indeed, |
have at times found some of the more committed "oppositional documents”
unnecessarily strident and unhelpfully confrontational. In my view, too,

this has served to further foster cynicism and to cast honourable people,

to some extent, as the villains of-the piece. Yet the initial fauli lies

with the deeply flawed consultation process. You have failed, collectively,

to carry the community with you, and you have given the impression that you
have failed because you have not tried. You have further given the
impression that you have not tried because you do not take the views of the
community seriously.

Knowing you personally as | do, | believe that this cannot, in fact, be the
explanation, at least for any role you yourself may have played. However

you should be aware, | think, of the impression that you, your colleagues

and we the Governors have succeeded in creating. And you *must* now act in
such a way as to give a clear and unambiguous message to the community that
'ou value its point of view. To proceed with the amalgamation without

oroperly answering the community's concerns would, | now believe, be to

< urt disaster, and this is the main reason why | do not find myself able

to support such a course of action, and why | hereby formally object.

As | say, | am not a "No" campaigner. And indeed, it is not my impression
that the most vocal opponents of amalgamation oppose the idea in principle
(though I must not speak for them). But in addition to the above, there are

a number of substantive concerns that have never, in my view, been properly
addressed by amalgamation's proponents. The first, as | mention above,
concerns the enforced departure, with no guarantee whatsoever of return, of
an exceptional Infant School Head Teacher. In my experience of working in
education, even the best senior administrators sometimes fall into the trap

of overstressing *structures™; in fact, in education as in most areas (but
especially in education) it is *people* that make the difference.

This would be an issue at any time, and whatever the circumstances in the
Junior School. In fact, though, as you are well aware, the view of OFSTED
and others is that *even in stable circumstances* the Junior School has
not, on the whole, succeeded in creating the kind of ethos that Ms Saoul
and her staff have brought about in the Infants. And circumstances,

cently, have been far from stable (as a direct result of the LEA's
nkly inexplicable policy of using the departure of a Head as a trigger
«or the amalgamation process, thus guaranteeing a long and disruptive
interregnum). | therefore share with other parents a deep concern that the
LEA is poised to squander something precious for something whose value is
uncertain, and dependent on future circumstances we cannot know in advance.
This mismatch in ethos and achievement between the two parts of the school
constitutes, | submit, a special set of circumstances. The concerns | have
here expressed have been voiced many times and from many sources, but have
never been satisfactorily answered.

In the circumstances, | hope you will agree with me that it is imperative

that the SOC meet, and further that their deliberations be utterly
transparent and as public as possible. It may be that there are answers to
the above concerns, and others, that would be satisfactory to me and to the
wider community of parents (and indeed staff). If so, those answers need to
be found and disseminated, as they have not been so far. If not, then this
particular amalgamation process must, in my opinion, cease now.

Yours faithfully,

Phil Ramsden



Williams Ceri

From: Williams Ceri

Sent: 30 December 2003 17:01

To: ‘p.ramsden@imperial.ac.uk’'

Subject: Proposed Amalgamation of Woodlands Park Infant and Junior Schools

Dear Mr Ramsden

Thank you for your e-mail dated 29 December objecting to the amalgamation of Woodlands Park Infant and Junior
Schools. | acknowledge receipt on behalf of the Director of Education and confirm that because of this and other
objections, we will put the matter to the Schools Organisation Committee (SOC) on 22nd January 2004. | have
confirmed with the Chair of the SOC that they will take submissions from interested parties in public at that meeting.
We will provide further details early in the New Year.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you require further details of the process.

Whatever the decision of the SOC, the school or schools will receive the full support of Haringey Council Education
Services in laying the grounds for future success.

i urs sincerely

Bailey
Assistant Director
Quality and Development
48 Station Road
Wood Green
London N22 7TY

(020) 8489 2450




Jane Dibblin
32 Cranleigh Rd
London W15 3AD

020 8802 1705

Director of Education
Haringey

21 December 03 Aﬁgf\ Q b /‘;j /—H SN

I am writing to object to the proposed amalgamation of Woodlands Park Fnfant and
Junior Schools.

Given the extraordinarily non-consultative way in which this so-called consultation has
been conducted, 1 am fully convinced that you will not take the slightest notice of
parents’views. This is clearly a done deal, and the consultation has been nothing more
than an expensive waste of tax payers’ money and a drain on the precious time of parents.
It has left the local community feeling disillusioned, disrespected and disenfranchised. It
would have been more truthful to tell us that you had simply made a decision regardless
of the wishes of those people whose lives would be directly affected.

My objection to the amalgamation is on the following grounds:

1 Amalgamation is yet another fad in education, which in 12 years time will be
reversed, when researchers discover that bigger is not, after all, beiter, and —
shock revelation! ~ children learn better in smaller-scale environments,

2 Whatever the arguments in favour of amalgamation, it is ridiculous to have a
blanket policy rather than decide on 2 school by school basis,

3 Woodlands Park Juniors has had problems for many years. It is a great shams that
the governors of the Juniors and the LEA did not tackle the problems earlier, as
there has been a huge flood of parents whose children were at the Infants taking
them away before entering the Juniors. For example, three of the most able
children in Year 2 have just lefs, in order to avoid joining Woodlands® Juniors. In
year 3, now Juniors, around 10 children lsf one class. As a result, numbers are
down in the Juniors and there must be a looming problem with its budget.

The departure of Ian Muir should have led to the governors eppointing & new
head, who would quickly improve the school aad bring some much-nesded



stability. The LEA’s policy of having this trigger amalgamation is a ridiculous
piece of bad management. “instead of tackling the real and evident problem in the
Junior school, let’s create a much bigger and more drawn out problem and at the
same time endanger the Infants school, which is currently stable and successfull! ¥

4 Parents’ views have been caricatured by “oh, parents of children in the Infants
always worry’. In this case, there is very good reason, when there is a popular and
successful Infants and unpopular and unsuccessfil Juniors. There is a great deal
of faith in this area in the Infants’ school. We have precious few resources in this
part of the borough, and Woodlands Park Nursery and Infants are two of the very
few excellent services we enjoy. We would like you to first improve the Juniors
and only then consider amalgamation, rather than throwing out the management
team in the Infants, thereby endangering the better school.

5 Given the amount of temporary housing in this area, social mobility is very high —
around 40 per cent. The last thing we need is more volatility, due to other parents
leaving in search of better education for their children. However, the proposed
amalgamation and the anger that the mis-managed consultation process has
provoked has led to an increase in mobility and a decrease in social cohesion,

6 There is no guarantee of capital funds to carry out the proposed building works.
Will Woodlands be another Downbhills, with a disastrous and botched
amalgamation?

7 Not a single parent governor of the Infants school voted in favour of
amalgamation. The chair, Simon Stillwell, voted twice in order to carty the vote.
He also voted for a third time on the Juniors’ governing body. His family will not
be affected as he moved them away from this area before his son was due to enter
the Juniors. On the Infanis’governing body no-one who is actually a stakeholder
in the situation was in favour.

Other reasons have been laid out in the amalgamation working party minority report,
prepared by the parent governors, which I refer you to, and in the many letters you
received from parents in the “informal’ part of the consultation, which we now
discover had absolutely no possibility of changing the course of events. As the
outcome of your discussion has been decided in advance I see no point in wasting my
time further,

Jane Dibblin



37 Abbotsford Avenus
London

N15 38T

23 December 2003

Director of Edusgﬁsn
Haringey Council’

To whom it may concermn

Please accept this letter as my formal objection to the proposal to amalgamate
Woodlands Park Infants School and Woodlands Park Junior School.

Tn my view the key issue is preserving and further developing the excellence of the
Infant School while addressing the serious, long term problems of the Junior School.
The core problem with the current proposal for amalgamation is that there is
absolutely no sign of this.

From the recent mesting at the Infant School I understand that the outcome of this can
now only either be amalgamation or separate schools. It is greatly to the detriment of
children, staff and the local community that proper consideration has not been given
to the third option variously referred to as subsumation or special measures. This
would allow the excellent ethos, team working and community involvement in the
Tnfant School could be extended to the Junior School, where these specific qualities
are sorely absent.

Insufficient consideration has been given to the importance of building stability in the
neighbourhood. The community have lost faith in the Junior School over a period of
at least ten years. When I was Head of Govemors at Woodlands Park Nursery we
looked at why a significant number of families were not sending their children to
Woodlands Park Infants. The majority said they would like to send their children to
Woodlands Park Infants but were did not want their children to go to Weodlands Park
Junior School.

I am deeply concerned by the lack of apparent engagement with the need to build a
core of children going right through early years and primary as a group.

The Y3 class my son is now in started September 2003 with ten less children than
September 2002. Of these, at least 6 children who had come through from reception
or longer, were moved to various other local schools to avoid Woodlands Park
Juniors.

Nothing was done by the Junior School last year to address this problem. So far it has
not been addressed this year. Many Y2 parents are actively seeking altemative Junior
schools, and moving their children now to ensure places in September 2004.

1 am baffled by the total lack of action by the Junior School or the Education
Authority, when there is an evident dramatic loss of the stable core of children who



have attended long term through from reception, or through from Woodlands Park
Nursery, because parents have no trust in the Junior School. However the two schools
are to move forward — joined or separate — I do not understand why there has been no
active management of the current situation. No plans have been explained for how

the school, staff or children are to be supporied through this period of successive
temporary heads. No expectations have been set for development. No basis has been
1aid out explaining why anyone should, in the light of the past failing record of the
Junior School and the current turmoil, send their children to Woodlands Park Junior
School.

Amalgamation would at best mean the appointment of a new Head in summer 2004
to start September 2004. Presumably subsumation would provide for appointment of
a new Head much more quickly, allowing work to begin on building the ethos which

is currently lacking in the Junior School, and building the confidence of parents.

1 am very happy with the quality of classroom teaching my son is currently receiving
and have no reason to doubt that there are many fine staff in the Junior School, as 1
know there are in the Infant School. However, there is little sign in the Junior School
of community, cohesion, team work or vision. Playground behaviour in particular is
troubling.

Looking through Early Years and Primary, Woodlands Park Nursery also lost an
established Head this summer. The Infant School Head is now the point of stability in
this group of schools.

It appears that rather than build on what there is, a decision has been made to drive
through a long term view at the expense of the current community. While the future
of the current local residents and primary school children may be of little concern in
some particular overall view of things, it is a matter of deep and bitter regret that a
neighbourhood striving so hard for community against multiple difficulties, should be
dealt with with such indifference.

The consultation process for the amalgamation has been extremely problematic and
deeply flawed. I recall reading there were 46 home languages in the Infant School. I
do not foresee it would be easy to get individual written responses from a high
proportion of families. This was compounded by the requirement from the LEA that
valid educational arguments only would be considered in the comments on the
questionnaire disiributed in the informal consultation. I do not feel that measures were
taken to engage with the community. Rather, we were required to jump through
successive pointless hoops, getting more cynical and despondent at each stage. It has
recently become apparent that only this last formal stage of consultation is capable in
any way of changing the outcome of the proposal. It therefore seems pointless and
vindictive to have dragged this out over almost a year already. A great many families
attended the first ‘consultation’ meeting in the summer term of 2003. Many signed
the petition which was ignored by the governors and apparently ruled inadmissible by

the LEA at the informal consultation stage. Most parents now believe their views
were never going to be taken into account — in which case, we would all have been
better served by the appointment of a new Head in whatever form the LEA is set on,
as quickly as possible after the departure of the former Head of the Junior School.



I request that the two schools are joined through the subsumation or special measures
route, with the current Infant School Head becoming Head of the amalgamated
school.

Failing this, I would strongly urge that the LEA become involved in addressing the
matters raised above.

I believe the history of making Headship appointments in the Junior School has been

troubled, and I urge the LEA to iake steps to ensure good practice and to raise the
confidence of the community in the appointments process this time.

Yours faithfully

Helen Dibblin
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18 Rowley Road
South Tottenham
London N15 3AX

31 December 2003

Sharon Shoesmith

Director of Education Services
48 Station Road

Wood Green

London N22 7TY

Dear Sharon Shoesmith,

| am writing as part of the formal consultation process to protest at the current
amalgamation plans for Woodlands Park Infants and Junior schools.

My objection relates to the nature of social stability in the local area. As | am
sure you know, the area is characterised by a high transient population, and a
higher than average proportion of children with special educational needs.
Nevertheless, the excellent Woodlands Park Nursery Centre and the very
positive ethos of the Infants School have for many years provided a good basis
for early years and infant education in the area. It has only been at the point of
entry to the Junior school that a significant proportion of parents have chosen to
send their children elsewhere, and yet more have been withdrawn from the
Juniors following experiences of bullying and other issues.

There is a real danger that a mis-managed amalgamation will result in a serious
escalation of this trend, with parenis chosing not to send their children to the
future school at all. At this moment | know of 10 children who have been
withdrawn/are being withdrawn from the Infants school because of parents’ fears
of a disastrous amalgamation process. Unfortunately these are the very children
that the school will badly need if it wishes to improve its SATs resulis.

The LEA’'s own policy for governors now recommends that the ‘significant
change of character' route be considered where one school is deemed to be
‘failing’. This can be strongly argued to be the case with the Woodlands Park
Juniors, which is well known as having many years of problems.




Keeping the existing management team of the existing Infants’ school Head and
the Deputy Heads of both schools would make an immense difference to parents’
trust and support for the new amalgamated primary.

There is a counter argument that the current Infants school Head and both
Deputy Heads are welcome to apply for the new posts, and would stand a good
chance. But given the situation as outlined above, surely a transition with a safe
pair of hands is of greater importance to the future stability of the school and area
than parachuting in an unknown head who may struggle to allay parents’ fears?

The current Infants school management team know the children in both schools,
and have many years worth of knowledge of the area. They are strongly
supported by the Infants school staff, parents, newly formed parents group, and
the local residents group and the Friends of Chestnuts Park.

I hope you will give this suggestion the very serious consideration it merits.

Yours sincerely,

;}? J . ;f ) /

Carla Mitchell
Parent Governor
Woodlands Park Infants School




18 Rowley Road
South Tottenham
London N153AX

31 December 2003

Sharon Shoesmith
Director of Education Services
48 Station Road

Wood Green 2 @Q@\j Qci Of:%' @CQ ’3;\9

London N22 7TY o >
~ 9 1AN 2604 | dec @‘3

Dear Sharon Shoesmith,

Petition to Haringey LEA as part of the formal consultation process regarding the
proposed amalgamation of Weodlands Park Infants & Junior schools

Please find enclosed a petition from parents and carers of children at Woodlands Park
Infants and Junior schools, regarding the current amalgamation proposals. We urge the
LEA to listen to parents and carers concerns and consider the significant change of
character route for the amalgamation process.

Yours truly,

h¢ el

Michael Berlin

Parent

For and on behalf of parents and carers at
Woodlands Park Infants & Junior schools

Enc.



PETITION TO HARINGEY LEA REGARDING PROPOSED AMALGAMATION OF WOODLANDS PARK
INFANTS & JUNIOR SCHOOLS

We the undersigned, parents and carers of children at Woodlands Park Infants & Junior schools, call
upon the LEA not to go ahead with the amalgamation of the above schools as currently proposed. We
demand that an aliernative amaslgamation plan be considered, where the existing Infants' school Head
and Deputy Heads of both schools remain in post to become the new management tearn - known as

'significant change of character’.

The proposed amalgamation could destroy the successful record of the Infants School. A worrying
number of parenis are already choosing not to send their children to the Juniors, as a result of many
years of problems. The social stability of the area will be undermined further if amalgamation is not
successful. Keeping the existing management team would ensure that parents' trust and support of the
Infants school would carry through to the new amalgamated primary.

We call upon the LEA to listen to the majority of parents and carers who oppose the plans in their present

form.

Name Address Parent/carerfteacher/ | Signature .
Parent governor
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PETITION TO HARINGEY LEA REGARDING PROPOSED AMALGAMATION OF WOODLANDS PARK
INFANTS & JUNIOR SCHOOLS

We the undersigned, parents and carers of children at Woodlands Park Infants & Junior schools, call
upon the LEA not to go ahead with the amalgamation of the above schools as currently proposed. We
demand that an alternative amalgamation plan be considered, where the existing Infants' school Head
and Deputy Heads of both schools remain in post to become the new management team - known as

'significant change of character'.

The proposed amalgamation could destroy the successful record of the Infants School. A worrying
number of parenis are already choosing not to send their children to the Juniors, as a result of many
years of problems. The social stability of the area will be undermined further if amalgamation is not
successful. Keeping the existing management tearn would ensure that parents' trust and support of the
Infants school would carry through to the new amalgamated primary.

We call upon the LEA to listen to the majority of parents and carers who oppose the plans in their present

form.
Name Address Parent/carer/teacher/ | Signature
Parent governor
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PETITION TO HARINGEY LEA REGARDING PROPOSED AMALGAMATION OF WOODLANDS PARK
INFANTS & JUNIOR SCHOOLS

We the undersigned, parents and carers of children at Woodlands Park Infants & Junior schools, call
upon the LEA not to go ahead with the amalgamation of the above schools as currently proposed. We
demand that an alternative amalgamation plan be considered, where the existing Infants' school Head
and Deputy Heads of both schools remain in post to become the new management team - known as
'significant change of character'.

The proposed amalgamation could destroy the successful record of the Infants School. A worrying
number of parents are already choosing not to send their children to the Juniors, as a result of many
years of problems. The social stability of the area will be undermined further if amalgamation is not
successful. Keeping the existing management team would ensure that parents' trust and support of the
Infants school would carry through to the new amalgamated primary.

We call upon the LEA to listen to the majority of parents and carers who oppose the plans in their present

form.
Name Address Parent/carer/teacher/ | Signature
Parent governor
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