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Principles for a reformed funding system

1 Do you agree with our proposed principles for the funding system?

Yes

Distributing high needs funding to local authorities

2 Do you agree that the majority of high needs funding should be distributed to local authorities rather than directly to schools and other institutions?

Yes

further comments: But is subject to public scrutiny by schools and other institutions
3 Do you agree that the high needs formula should be based on proxy measures of need, not the assessed needs of children and young people?

Yes

further comments: Where there is a proven direct link between the proxy indicators and the category of need. This does not work with such categories as VI, HI etc.

Formula design
4 Do you agree with the basic factors proposed for the formula?
Yes/No - Basic entitlement: Agree

Yes/No - Population: Agree

Yes/No - Child health: Agree

Yes/No - Child disability: Agree

Yes/No - Low attainment at key stage 2: Agree

Yes/No - Low attainment at key stage 4: Agree

Yes/No - Deprivation - free school meal eligibility: Agree

Yes/No - Deprivation - income deprivation affecting children index: Agree

Yes/No - Adjustments - for "imports/exports": Agree

further comments: As the proposal is to standardise the formula and factor values in mainstream schools - surely the principle is valid for SEN. As an inner London LA its schools have young people from a range of LAs often applying different funding levels for young people with the same additional needs. This is difficult for parents to understand the reason why and maintains a "postcode" approach to resourcing.

5 We are not proposing to make changes to the distribution of funding for hospital education, but would welcome views as we continue working with representatives of this sector on the way forward.

Please provide your comments:

This is best answered by the hospital schools themselves with their local authorities as to the level of provision that can be afforded and provided fairly across hospital schools.

6 Which methodology for the area cost adjustment do you support?

hybrid methodology

further comments: As the types of staffing is collected then yes teh formula needs to reflect what is actually happening in the schools. This should also reflect where there is competition between employers for what is a scarce resource. The STP&C Document sets out a higher rate for inner London teachers which is a good base as a starting point but does not reflect that schools have to compete with each other for quality teachers.

Managing a smooth transition

7 Do you agree that we should include a proportion of 2016-17 spending in the formula allocations of funding for high needs?

Yes

further comments: To a certain degree account needs to be taken where LAs have moved funds from the Schools Block to the High Needs Block. This is agreed to each year by the local Schools Forum based on evidence and merit - that can vary year on year so to continue without scrutiny and justification would be wrong.

8 Do you agree with our proposal to protect local authorities' funding through an overall minimum funding guarantee?

Yes

further comments:  If this applies to the base funding of the Block and consideration should be given to returning funds to the replacement for the Schools Block where they been moved in previous years.

Changes to the way high needs funding supports mainstream schools

9 We welcome views on what should be covered in any national guidelines on what schools offer for their pupils with special educational needs and disabilities.

Please provide any comments:

It is key that the focus is on outcomes and schools explore and evidence the best way of achieving them. This view is often not shared by parents and carers. It is therefore crucial to involve parents and carers representative bodies in exploring the way forward.

10 Do you agree with the proposed changes to the funding of special units in mainstream schools?

Agree

further comments: This will simplify the funding approach for mainstream schools with SEN Units.

11 We welcome examples of local authorities that are using centrally-retained funding in a strategic way to overcome barriers to integration and inclusion.

Please provide any comments:

Difficult to respond to as it would need the LAs take on the impact of any such measures they may adopt.

12 We welcome examples of where centrally-retained funding is used to support schools that are very inclusive and have a high proportion of pupils with particular types of special education needs, or a disproportionate number of pupils with high needs.

Please provide any comments:

In principle this is agreed as the formula has been too "crude" to support those schools - especially small schools - that attract disproportionately higher numbers of pupils with particular types of SEN.

Changes to the way high needs funding supports independent special schools

13 Do you agree that independent special schools should be given the opportunity to receive place funding directly from the Education Funding Agency with the balance in the form of top-up funding from local authorities?

Agree

further comments: As these schools often attract placements from a range of LAs then one would imagine that their costs, as with LA maintained schools, are able to be scrutinised and so ensure parity across commissioned places.

Changes to the way high needs funding supports post-16 providers

14 We welcome views on the outline and principles of the proposed changes to post-16 place funding and on how specialist provision in further education colleges might be identified and designated.

Please provide any comments:
It is felt that the approach to Post 16 should be standardised to bring it in line with pre 16. This may require the designation of "virtual" SEN Units in Post 16 provision with the associated place led funding.
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