
Agenda Item 4 

Committee: Lead Member for Learning and School Effectiveness 

Date: 31 January 2012 

Title of Report: Proposed enlargement of Sidley Community Primary School, 
Bexhill 

By: Director of Children’s Services 

Purpose of Report: 

To seek Lead Member approval to publish statutory notices in 
respect of a proposal to enlarge Sidley Community Primary School 
from September 2013, increasing its capacity from 210 places to 
525 places. 

Recommendation:  
The Lead Member is recommended to: 
i) Authorise the publication of statutory notices in respect of a proposal to enlarge Sidley 

Community Primary School from September 2013, increasing its capacity from 210 places 
to 525 places, by relocating the school to Gunters Lane, Bexhill TN39 4ED; and 

 
ii) Delegate authority to The Director of Children’s Services to amend the proposals prior to 

their publication if required. 

1. Financial Appraisal 
1.1 Revenue: this proposal will not affect the Schools Formula, although it will affect the budget 
position of Sidley Community Primary School, which will increase in accordance with rising pupil 
numbers. 

1.2 Capital: capital investment will be required to provide additional places at the school.  
Currently £1.02m is identified in the Capital Programme to provide additional places in Bexhill, made 
up from £670,000 Basic Need allocation, £115,000 Primary Capital Programme contingency and 
contributions from previous housing developments of £235,000.  Detailed design work will be 
undertaken to determine the level of capital funding required to deliver the additional places. 

2. Supporting information 
2.1 On the 8 November 2011 Lead Member for Learning and School Effectiveness approved 
public consultation on a proposal to enlarge Sidley Community Primary School from September 
2013, increasing its capacity from 210 places to 525 places. The proposal is in response to an 
increase in demand for reception places as a result of a rising birth rate in Bexhill. In order to achieve 
the enlargement, we intend to relocate the school from its existing site in Buxton Drive, Sidley, Bexhill 
TN39 4BD to a new site in Gunters Lane, Bexhill TN39 4ED. 

2.2 As the Gunters Lane site is less than 2 miles from the existing Sidley Community Primary 
School site, we were not legally obliged to consult on the proposal to relocate the school. The 
consultation document made clear that we were only seeking views on the proposal to permanently 
enlarge the school. 

2.3 This report details the responses received during the consultation period and seeks approval 
from Lead Member for the publication of statutory notices. 

2.4 Proposed changes to the organisation of schools have to follow a prescribed process 
established by: 

• Education and Inspections Act 2006 (EIA 2006); 
• The School Organisation (Prescribed Alterations to Maintained Schools) (England) 

Regulations 2007 (as amended by The School Organisation and Governance 
(Amendment) (England) Regulations 2007 which came into force on 21 January 2008; 

• The School Organisation and Governance (Amendment) (England) Regulations 2009 
which came into force on 1 September 2009) 

 
 

This process complied with these requirements. 
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2.5 Consultation took place over a 4 week period between 21 November and 19 December 2011. 
Approximately one thousand, two hundred (1,200) consultation documents were distributed to 
interested parties in accordance with The School Organisation (Prescribed Alterations to Maintained 
Schools) (England) Regulations 2007 (as amended). The full distribution list can be found as part of 
Annex 1. The consultation document was also made available on the County Council’s website. A 
number of consultation events were held during the consultation period, including parent drop-in 
sessions and a public meeting. 

2.6 By the close of the consultation period, 66 replies had been received. This equates to a 
response rate of only 5.5%. Of the responses: 

• 27 (40.9%) supported the proposal 
• 6 (9.1%) nether agreed or disagreed with the proposal 
• 33 (50%) did not support the proposal. 

2.7 It is interesting to note that 38 of the 66 respondents (57.6%) were either parents/carers of a 
child at Sidley Community Primary School and/or members of staff at the school. Of those 
parents/carers: 

• 18 (47.4%) supported the proposal 
• 4 (10.5%) neither agreed or disagreed with the proposal 
• 16 (42.1%) did not support the proposal 

2.8 12 of the 17 members of the local community, who responded, disagreed with the proposal, 
with traffic congestion and parking in Gunters Lane being the most significant reason for objection. 
While these are valid concerns they are more relevant to the statutory planning process consultation 
for the remodelling of the Gunters Lane site and building. Respondents will have an opportunity to 
comment formally on these particular issues during this process. 

2.8 Annex 1 provides detailed analysis of the consultation process and responses received. 

2.9 The publication of statutory notices would initiate a further 4 week period of consultation, 
known as the representation period. Within two months of the end of the representation period, Lead 
Member must decide on the proposal taking into account the views of all those affected by the 
proposal or who have an interest in it, including for example: pupils; parents and carers; staff; other 
schools; local residents; diocesan bodies and other providers. It is envisaged that a decision would 
be made at the Lead Member for Learning and School Effectiveness meeting on 17 April 2012. 

3. Conclusion and Reason for Recommendations 

3.1 The Council has a statutory duty to ensure there is a pattern of school provision across 
Bexhill which meets current and future demand for places, driven by a rising birth rate and planned 
housing development.  In light of the very low response rate (5.5%) and the fact that a minority of 
parents/carers of a child at Sidley Community Primary School and/or members of staff at the school 
who responded did not support the proposal, Lead Member is recommended to: 

i) Authorise the publication of statutory notices in respect of a proposal to enlarge Sidley 
Community Primary School from September 2013, increasing its capacity from 210 places to 
525 places, by relocating the school to Gunters Lane, Bexhill TN39 4ED. 
ii) Delegate authority to The Director of Children’s Services to amend the proposals prior 
to their publication if required. 
 

MATT DUNKLEY 
Director of Children’s Services 

Contact Officer: Penny Gaunt, Deputy Director, Children’s Services 
Tel:    01273 481660 
Local Members: All 
Background Documents: NONE 
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Annex 1 

ANALYSIS OF RESPONSES 
 
 

1.    Background: 
 

1.1 East Sussex County Council undertook a consultation between 21 November and 19 December 2011 
on a proposal to enlarge Sidley Community Primary School from September 2013, increasing its 
capacity from 210 places to 525 places.  This would be achieved by relocating the school from its 
existing site in Buxton Drive, Sidley, Bexhill TN39 4BD to a new site in Gunters Lane, Bexhill TN39 
4ED. 

 
1.2 As the Gunters Lane site is less than 2 miles from the existing Sidley Community Primary School site, 

we were not legally obliged to consult on the proposal to relocate the school.  The consultation 
document made clear that we were only seeking views on the proposal to permanently enlarge the 
school. 

 
2. Purpose of report: 
 
2.1 This report is in two parts: 
 

• Part 1: the consultation process 
• Part 2: analysis of consultation responses 

 
3.    Part 1: the consultation process: 

 
3.1   One thousand two hundred (1,200) consultation documents were distributed in accordance with The 

School Organisation (Prescribed Alterations to Maintained Schools) (England) Regulations 2007 (as 
amended).  Consultees included for example: pupils; parents and carers; staff; other schools in 
Bexhill; the local MP; the District Council; diocesan bodies and local early years providers.  The full 
distribution list is provided in Table 1 below.  The consultation document explained the proposal and 
provided a range of means to respond.  These included: by freepost reply, online questionnaire or by 
emailing East Sussex County Council.   The consultation document was also made available on the 
County Council’s website. 

 
Table 1:  Consultation distribution list 
Organisation Number of Copies 
Sidley Community Primary School – pupils and parents/carers 200 
Sidley Community Primary School – staff 40 
Sidley Community Primary School – governors  20 
Sidley Community Primary School – main entrance 30 
All Bexhill primary schools 15 copies each 
All Bexhill secondary schools 15 copies each 
All Bexhill special schools 15 copies each 
Bexhill College 5 
ESCC Councillors 50 
ESCC Chief Officers Management Team 7 
ESCC Children’s Services Senior Management Team 7 
Gregory Barker MP 5 
DFE 1 
Rother District Councillors 45 
Diocese of Chichester (Church of England) 5 
Diocese of Arundel and Brighton (Catholic) 5 
Collington Surgery 30 
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Cont…  
Little Common Surgery 30 
Old Town Surgery 30 
Pebsham Surgery 30 
The Surgery 30 
Sidley Surgery 30 
Albert Road Surgery 30 
Sussex Voluntary and Community Learning Consortium 10 
Bexhill Library 30 
Unions: Association of Teachers & Lecturers / NASUWT / NHT / NUT / 
Voice of the Union of Education Professionals / GMB / UNISON 

1 copy each 

Sidley Children's Centre 30 
Pebsham Children's Centre 30 
Egerton Park Children's Centre 30 
Amberley Nursery 30 
Birkdale Hall Day Nursery 30 
Charters Ancaster Nursery School 30 
Early Years - Glyne Gap 30 
1st Friends Day Nursery 30 
Sidley Neighbourhood Panel 25 
Spares used for consultation events 106 
Total 1,200 

 
3.2 A range of consultation events were held to provide staff, governors and public with further 

information and evidence of the benefits of enlargement of the school, and to discuss and answer any 
questions raised.  Below is a brief synopsis of each event. 

 
• Prospective parents open morning at Sidley Community Primary School held on Wednesday 23 

November 201 and attended by 9 people.  The event was facilitated by colleagues from the school 
(including the Executive Headteacher and Head of School), 2 officers from ESCC and a 
representative from the Bexhill Consortium.  Generally there was a positive response from those 
who attended. 

 
• Playground consultation at Sidley Community Primary School held on Monday 28 November 2011.  

The session was attended by 2 officers from ESCC.  There was a mixed response from parents to 
the proposals. 

  
• Public meeting at Sidley Community Primary School held on Wednesday 7 December 2011 and 

attended by 12 people.  The event was facilitated by colleagues from the school (including the Vice-
Chair of the Governing Body, the Executive Headteacher and Head of School) and 2 officers from 
ESCC.  Although concerns were raised during the meeting, generally there was a positive response 
from those who attended.      

 
4.    Part 2: analysis of consultation responses: 
 
4.1   Question 1 on the questionnaire asked people to indicate whether they agreed with the proposal to 

permanently enlarge Sidley Community Primary School from September 2013, increasing its capacity 
from 210 places to 525 places.  66 people responded to this question, of which: 

 
• 27 (40.9%) supported the proposal 
• 6 (9.1%) neither agreed nor disagreed with the proposal 
• 33 (50%) did not support the proposal 
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4.2 Figure 1 below shows the breakdown of responses as a pie chart. 
 

  

Figure 1.  Combined online and postal responses to Q1:
Do you agree with the proposal to permanently enlarge Sidley 

Community Primary School from September 2013, increasing its 
capacity from 210 places to 525 places?

Neither agree 
nor disagree

(9.1%)

Agree/
strongly agree

(40.9%)
Disagree/
strongly 
disagree

(50%)

 
 
 
4.3 Of the 1,200 consultation documents distributed, 59 (4.9%) responded using the paper questionnaire 

and 7 (0.6%) responded online.  This equates to an overall response rate of only 5.5%.  
 
4.4 38 of the 66 respondents (57.6%) were either parents/carers of a child at Sidley Community Primary 

School and/or members of staff at the school.  Of those: 
 

• 18 (47.4%) supported the proposal 
• 4 (10.5%) neither agreed or disagreed with the proposal 
• 16 (42.1%) did not support the proposal   
 

4.5 12 of the 17 members of the local community, who responded, disagreed with the proposal, with 
traffic congestion and parking in Gunters Lane being the most significant reason for objection.  While 
these are valid concerns, respondents would have an opportunity to comment formally on these 
particular issues during the statutory planning process for the remodelling of the Gunters Lane site 
and building. 

  
4.6   Question 2 asked people to give reasons for their answers to question 1 above.  The main areas of 

concern were: traffic congestion and parking problems in Gunters Lane; the school will be too big; the 
school would no longer be a part of the community; the risk of exposing young children to the 
behaviour of older students at the adjacent High School; loss of the swimming pool.  Comments from 
people who supported the proposal included: the move is essential to the continuing success of 
Sidley School; the larger school will create more work opportunities for people; a move to Gunters 
Lane with its larger/newer facilities would be extremely beneficial for the children; a new start for the 
school; opportunities for pupils and staff. 

 
4.7 Table 2 below summarises the comments received.  A full list of responses is available for inspection. 
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Table 2:  Summary of main comments 
Comment summary 
1 Strongly disagree.  Traffic congestion already a problem, would be very dangerous with 

more students. 
2 Strongly agree.  This move is essential to the continuing success of Sidley School. 
3 Strongly disagree.  The school will no longer be a part of the community.  It will be too big.  

No swimming pool. 
4 Neither agree nor disagree providing each class doesn’t increase by 30 pupils. 
5 Strongly disagree.  Moving Sidley School to the proposed site will leave a very large gap in 

Sidley – it will cause hardship to the Sidley parents and in many ways leave the area 
without a focus or identity. 

6 Strongly disagree.  I do not think it is a good idea to put another school at Gunters Lane as 
traffic and parking will be a problem.  Where will parents be able to park?  The road system 
will become even more congested than it is now. 

7 Strongly agree.  Concerned older children will bully the little ones 
8 Strongly disagree.  The children will not benefit from a large environment.  The children are 

so small and need a smaller environment to do well before senior school 
9 Strongly agree.  It will give other people chance to get work 
10 Strongly disagree.  Traffic congestion in Gunters Lane with 2 large schools – safety and 

noise – parking. 
11 Strongly agree.  The existing school building fabric is run down, plus prone to flooding, 

which has happened three times in the last 10 years, at great expense.  A move to Gunters 
Lane with its larger/newer facilities would be extremely beneficial for the children 

12 Neither agree nor disagree.  I don’t know how I feel but I do think it will be a big change for 
the children having to get used to a new building and a whole new environment 

13 Strongly agree.  We would need a much better bus service from Bexhill to the new site 
14 Agree.  Although I have agreed what plans have you for the old site. Regarding the new 

location can the existing roads cope and the local infrastructure 
15 Strongly disagree.  Too much congestion, dangerous, it’s bad enough now. 
16 Agree.  It will be a new start for the school 
17 Agree.  Opportunities for pupils and staff 
18 Disagree.  Just won’t have the same atmosphere as the current smaller classed school 

which I think is better for younger children.  They may feel lost within a larger pupil school. 
19 Strongly agree.  I agree with increasing school size. However increased traffic at Gunters 

Lane would be an issue.  In an already very congested area. Will there be enough 
secondary places in Bexhill available once the new children enter year 7. 

 
4.8 In answer to question 3, respondents classified themselves as: 
 

• 1 (1.4%) were pupils at Sidley Community Primary School  
• 30 (42.3%) were parents/carers of children at Sidley Community Primary School 
• 8 (11.3%) were members of staff at Sidley Community Primary School 
• 10 (14.1%) were pupils or parents/carers of a child at a local school 
• 17 (23.9%) were members of the local community 
• 5 (7%) were classed as other 

 
4.9  The responses to question 3 totalled 71.  This is because some respondents ticked more than one 

box.  Figure 2 below shows the breakdown as a bar chart. 
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Figure 2.  Combined online and postal responses to Q3:
Are you a...?

 
 

4.10 ‘About you’ questions.  We collect this information to ensure that we are seeking the views of 
everyone in our community and to demonstrate that we are complying with relevant diversity and 
equalities legislation.  The responses to the ‘About you’ questions are available for inspection. 

 
4.11 A copy of the consultation document is provided below. 
 
4.12 At the time of writing, 4 responses had been received after the closing date of the consultation period. 
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