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Leeds Admissions Forum 
 

6th July, 2009 
 

PRESENT: 
 

Councillor Gruen  in the Chair 

 
Mr I Faulkingham – Primary School  
Mrs S Knights – Special Schools  
Mrs H Lewis – Jewish (Aided) 
Mr P Forbes – David Young Community Academy 
 
In Attendance 
 
Mrs C Folley – Education Leeds 
Mr G Turnbull – Education Leeds 
Mrs V Buckland – Education Leeds 
Mrs D Leonard – Legal Services 
Mr J Grieve – Governance Services 
 
1 EXPANDING PRIMARY PLACE PROVISION  
 
The Secretary to the Forum advised Members that there was insufficient Members in 
attendance to constitute a quorum. If Members wished to proceed with the meeting 
any decisions would take the form of a Recommendation and be considered at the 
next meeting of the Forum. 
 
It was the wish of those Members present that the meeting proceeds and that any 
Recommendations/ comments be made known to the Office of the Schools 
Adjudicator. 
 
Members considered a report by the Chief Executive Education Leeds seeking to 
vary the admission arrangements for 2010/2011 for 14 Primary Schools to make 
provision for up to 500 additional children in reception classes arising from an 
anticipated increase in demand.  
 
Addressing the report Mr George Turnbull reported that the birth rate in the city had 
been rising for some time and it had become clear that across the city significantly 
more children than expected had requested places for 2009 and this was projected 
to increase further for 2010. Mr Turnbull said that Education Leeds had carried out a 
consultation exercise in areas of the City where the demand was anticipated to 
increase.  Following the consultation Education Leeds had formulated the following 
increase in admission numbers: 
 

AREA SCHOOLS 

Adel/ Cookridge Ireland Wood Primary            30 -60 
Iveson Primary                       30 - 45 

Holbeck/ Beeston/ Hunslet Beeston Primary                    60 - 90 
Greenmount Primary              45 - 60 
Ingram Road Primary             30 - 45 
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New Bewerley Primary           45 – 60 
 Hugh Gaitskill                         75 - 90               

Meanwood/ Chapel Allerton/ Harehills Mill Field Primary                     45 - 60 

Richmond Hill / Burmantofts Ebor Gardens Primary            30 - 60 
Victoria Primary                       50 - 60 

Roundhay/ Wigton Moor Highfield Primary                     45 - 60 

Swarcliffe/ Whinmoor  Swarcliffe Primary                   30 - 45 

Villages Thorner Primary                      20 -30 

Woodhouse  Blenheim Primary                    30 - 60 

 
 
Members were informed that the changes were part of a longer-term proposal for the 
area, and collective discussions over future arrangements would take place later in 
the year.  
 
In passing comment Members expressed surprise that the consultation was held so 
late in the summer term if it was known that “the birth rate in city had been raising for 
some time”.  Furthermore Members were concerned at the short time available for 
analysis and more detailed debate.  It was Members opinion that the lack of time 
would not allow the Forum to adequately test whether or not the principle of fairness 
and even-handed approach had been fully applied by Education Leeds.   
 
The forum also expressed some concern about the proposed 3 forms of entry  and 
the effect this may have upon satisfactory provision, however  Education Leeds 
Officers said that the evidence showed existing schools with 3 form entry were doing 
well. 
 
Forum Members accepted that the proposals were made in good faith, but felt that 
the tight timescale had meant that there had not been as much time as they wished 
to test evidence and express more detailed views. 
 
It was further noted that the Head Teachers of the Schools involved and remaining 
on the list had not objected to the proposals 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

(i) To support the proposals as set out in the table shown above 
 
(ii) In accepting the proposals were made in good faith, Members were of 

the opinion that the tight timescale had meant that there had not been 
as much time as they wished to test evidence and express more 
detailed views. 

 
(iii) That the views of Forum Members be made known to the Office of the 

Schools Adjudicator 
 
 
 
 
 


