Minutes of Meeting held at DsCF – Leiecstershire BSF Bid Failure Feedback
20th March 2010

Present:

Andy Reed MP Vernon Coaker MP, Managers from Partnership for Schools, Ministers Private Office Staff

Introduction

VC MP welcomed us all to the meeting and asked AR MP to outline the feedback required.

FeedBack

AR asked a series of questions about the bid failure to Partnership for Schools. The following issues were confirmed.

1. The reason that partnership for schools did not recommend the bid to make the top 6 is that they clearly considered that Leicestershire was not yet at a stage ‘Ready to Deliver’. It certainly wasn’t anywhere near as ready as the 6 authorities that made the top 6 or anywhere near the other 3 held in reserve.

2. This was not surprising as most BSF bids are not successful on their first submission – amongst those in the top 6 authorities they had to come back with revised and amended bids

3. AR asked P4S to clarify that opposition to the plans in the consultation period from parents, governors and schools was not the main cause for failure. P4S confirmed categorically that at that stage it was not even a consideration.  At later stages in the process after proving ‘readiness to deliver’ all partners would have to work on moving forward the bid..and take into account local factors. But quite clearly it had no bearing on the measurement of Leiecstershire’s bid against the set criteria

4. AR asked about the UTC and how central it had to be in the bid. P4S confirmed this was a different funding stream and initiative and was certainly not central to the bid process and assessment. The management of pupil numbers would be taken into account only as part of the assessment. Therefore the 400 local pupils taken out of the numbers was their main interest.
5. AR asked about flexibility around school sizes and the issues raised by County Hall about playing Field size at Limehurst. P4S confirmed that at this stage of the bidding the details of sports facilities would not have halted a bid. Later negotiations would have been needed with Sport England as they monitor sports provision – but indication was given by the Minister that many innovative solutions had been found and more genrally it was sporting provision across the bid area that was more fundamentally important.

6. The Minister & P4S confirmed that if authorities had special circumstances schools sizes could be flexible and an Authority could make a case for all sorts of local circumstances if it made a strong case and wanted to see it happen locally. Ie Limehurst could be accommodated if Leicestershire really wanted to make  a case
7. AR outlined the comments of the leader of Leicestershire CC in Council and in the media that Ministers had made a political decision and somehow AR was to blame. P4S outlined the process and made it clear that Ministers only get to see the recommended list of Authorities a few days before the final announcement. There is virtually no room for Ministers to make any changes to the recommended list which is set against strict criteria. Therefore the only involvement is effectively to rubber stamp the list recommended by P4S. AR asked again to clarify again that opposition – including his own to the options put forward by County, were not material grounds for non recommendation. P4S made it clear again that their decision making has to be toughly set against measureable criteria and Leiecstershire simply was not judged ready to deliver. Opposition to their options was not grounds for rejection. 
8. VC presented AR with evidence from the opposition spokesperson that an incoming Tory government would only commit to the new BSF bids that were at Financial Closure. He confirmed with Labour BSF would continue

9. P4S urged Leiecstershire to resubmit and work with them. As they had already stated virtually nobody gets BSF at the first bid. (Perhaps CHall had been overconfident. Arrogant was my word!)

Meeting ended at 10.15am

