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From : 

 
18/11/2012 12:52 
 

Dear Sir / Madam 
  
Having seen your proposals I am stunned at the short sighted vision from Denbighshire. 
  
St Brigid's is a successful school loved and admired by parents, pupils, staff  and the wider 
community. 
  
Granted the buildings are in a poor state of repair due to a lack of funding by the local authority. 
However despite this the school produces pupils who achieve results above their target levels, are 
mature and will be of benefit to society and the wider community. Please note the level of teenage 
pregnancies, bullying and other anti social behaviour issues that arise from pupils past and present of 
the school. 
  
The school has extensive waiting lists from parents who share my hopes and aspirations for their 
children and a belief in the school.  
  
In England such schools are lauded and held up as a shining example. In Denbighshire the Local 
Authority chooses to propose to close the school to ensure that all children have a below standard 
education and that they have low aspirations for their future and will ultimately be a drain on the wider 
society. 
  
I am staggered that a school who takes a child from the travelling community into its Junior School 
and produces a young lady who has been accepted into Oxford University is considered for closure. 
By any measure this must surely be regarded as a success - The national press obviously considers it 
to be so. 
  
With regards to the alleged 'selection' of St Brigid's pupils half of which are not selected as they 
automatically pass from Junior into senior school including those who are statemented as special 
needs. The other half are expected to have achieved the average level for children age 11 - questions 
should be asked as to why so many of Denbighshires junior school pupils are failing to reach this 
standard set by the Welsh Government. 
  
I cannot understand why St Brigid's is not seen as a model of successful education practise - 3 to 19 
is an  innovative model and obviously works. Therefore my view is that the plan should be to extend 
the number of children who have such an option available, the new school should be a larger st 
Brigid's and retain the St Brigid's successful brand and ethos. 
  
It should also be noted that in my children's classes there have been a number of children admitted as 
a result of bullying and intimidation behaviours in other Denbighshire schools. 
  
I would ask that Denbighshire considers my views and that of other parents and makes the only 
sensible choice of retaining St Brigid's. 
  
I understand that the school is the lowest funded in Wales yet continues by your figures to balance its 
budget and still provide an excellent education. 
  
  
I will personally strongly resist any moves to close a school which has provided an excellent 
education for my children, as well as a caring environment which encourages the development of the 
individual. 
  
I would also state that the location is beautiful, away from pollution and provides food for the soul. It is 
inspiration for the holistic development of the individual. 
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On a wider agenda the maintenance of a boarding facility is also a great asset as it provides high 
quality childcare facilities, for parents who are in the armed forces, children from single parents and 
caring facilities when parents are sick. In an age where the Governments agenda is to encourage 
more territorial army members this provides a welcome safety net that if parents are called away on 
active service their children are cared for at home. 
  
I have copied other parents in in order that they can see my personal comments and can add their 
own comments. 
  
Parents - please send your views  to Jackie Walley(proposer of the plan) and modernising education 
@denbighshire.gov.uk (email addresses at the top of this email) - as they are very interested in your 
views. Please feel free to circulate to other St Brigid's parents who may also wish to share their views 
and opinions. 
  
Regards 
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From : 

 
12/12/2012 11:03 
To the local councillors, Local authority, community councils, MP's and AM's, Denbigh Free 
Press & the Daily Post 
  
I am writing to you as a concerned parent and teacher at St. Brigids School in Denbigh. 
  
I have read both the documents you have sent me as a parent and teacher and must state 
my huge opposition to any proposed changes. 
  
I have taken some parts of the doc you have sent me and have expressed next to it - my 
specific concern. 
  
I have also decided to write this email anomymously for fear of reprisals.  
  
Firstly i would like to take issue with the document sent to teachers: 
  
My first question is to ask - what is the definition of consultation? the dictionary states "to 
seek advice or information from; ask guidance from" as well as "to have regard for (a 
person's interest, convenience, etc.) in making plans". 
  
However, my concern is that this is not a consultation. I have heard from reliable sources 
and fear that DCC is simply paying lip service to the 'decision' in March and that the decision 
has already been made. 
  
If this is not the case, then DCC will have no issue making the decision meeting a public 
one, allowing the results of the consultation be published? (ie- how many are for/against the 
proposals) 
  
Next i would like to take issue with the document itself: 
  
  
With it comes the desire to offer the highest 
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standards of education and to ensure good outcomes for all young people in Wales. (page 2) 
  
This is simply not what will happen. the merger of a good school with excellent GCSE results 
with a poor school - will not as you hope bring up the lower end. All that will happen is that 
the lower end will pull the top down. That is not good outcomes for our pupils. My Children 
included. 
  
Also on page two you state:  
  
a real need for further educational provision in the north Denbighshire area 
  
Again you are incorrect.  This is nothing but biased propaganda. Where is the need for real 
change when the parents, teachers, community and most importantly the students love the 
existing school and site as it is. This document is far too one sided and i would suggest that 
the person who wrote it is clearly bias.  
  
Page 3 you state:  
  
we have to change 
  
the widest opportunities available to them and are able to reach their full potential. 
  
Why do you need to change a successful school? that simply makes no sense.  
  
The opportunities here a plentiful. The pupils have a vast amount of GCSE's available, many 
continue these with excellent opportunities in A Level. This has clearly helped pupils reach 
their potential as a huge number have gone to university, including Oxbridge. This is the 
education they receive in a caring community school. 
  
Where i agree on is the need to change the school buildings. Yes the mobiles here cannot 
last forever. However, I believe that the money it costs to hold a consultation, purchase the 
land and build the school could be dramatically reduced by improve our and Blessed Edward 
Jones existing sites. 
  
Your incorrect and inaccurate information continues on the lower side of page 3: 
  
 The Welsh Government have made it clear that local authorities will not be able to attract 
capital funding unless the issue of empty places is dealt with. 
  
This school is not empty. We infact are above the number we are said to be able to deal 
with. All that this consultation is doing is harming our numbers for September 2013. Parents 
will not bring their pupils here as they fear closure. This highlights an underlying issue that 
many parents will simply withdraw thier children from any future school taking them 
elsewhere. Perhaps thats what DCC wants. Brigids out of the way with other schools 
growing in capacity? 
  
Page 4 is simply the biggest pile of propaganda and lies i have ever read. 
  
The policy considers that “It is not feasible for a secondary school with fewer than 600 pupils 
(plus 150 in 6th Form where appropriate) to provide the facilities described in the 21 
Century Secondary Schools vision. Therefore the Council accepts that the minimum size for 
any new secondary school will be a four form entry school providing 600 11-16 places   
Concerningly this sounds like your minds are mind up. You say it is not feasible for less than 
600 pupils. Why? We are not broke. Why is there a need to fix us ? 



You always mention that any new school will be for 11-16. What about the successful 
Primary School and Sixth form?  
  
 
Any review of secondary school provision will take into consideration the Learning Pathways 
available to pupils within the area. 
  
As previously discussed. There are huge amounts of pathways available. Moreover, school 
is not just about learning. Parents sent pupils here for the community spirit and caring 
enviroment, only a small 3 - 18 school can provide! 
  
Blessed Edward Jones - January 2012 served 480 pupils against an overall capacity of 659 
places 
  
You have to ask why? 169 extra spaces. We however, have capacity for 344 with 374 pupils 
here - over by 30. Again. Please hink and ask yourselves why that is. 
  
A further prolem arises from these numbers. If you add together Blessed Ed Jones numbers 
480, with our 11-16 numbers, 286, it equals 766 pupils. That would mean 766 pupils in total. 
This will not fit your 600 pupils number and therefore, before the school is even built, you are 
excluding 166 pupils - hardly 21st Cenury inclusion? Clearly a warm welcome to some of 
ous.  
  
Lastly on your most horrendous page of blatant lies and propaganda is: 
  
The Council considers that there are significant challenges which both schools would need 
to address to continue to maintain existing provision in the short to medium term should no 
change occur. In particular the challenges surrounding leadership and management of two 
small secondary schools, the adequacy of existing facilties to deliver both the existing 
curriculum and the requirements of the changing curriculum and the financial implications for 
both schools as a consequence of their current size should not be underestimated. 
  
Firstly, we have a new head. She should be given a chance to work her magic here and see 
what she can do..otherwise, what was the point of hiring her and paying her a salary, with 
the costs of advertisment? Harly making sound financial calcuations? 
  
Secodly, you say it all. "Fiancial Implications". So thats what this is all about...Money. Your 
claim its about provision, inclusion and pathways is a lie. Its just about money. Fnally, your 
choice of words..."consequence should not be underestimated"...sounds incredibly 
threatening. Once again, I asked. Is this a consultation or lip service? 
  
Page 5: 
  
You start by talking of Pupils, parents, governors and staff. The majority of these 
stakeholders, in BOTH schools are against this. Last time i checked we lived in a 
democracy. I sincerely hope you follow democratic law and follow the word of the people. 
Will all of our views really be listened to? Can we have your word on this? 
  
Page 6: 
  
You attempt to make some comparisons between the school to show common ground. 
However, here you contradict yourself:  
  



 However the most recent inspection of both schools were undertaken using different 
inspection frameworks which impacts on the validity of the findings as a comparator of 
standards. 
  
Therefore the information you use is irrelevant? Whats more you discuss St Brigids as a 
school that out performs the Denbigh and Welsh averages in GCSE performance. We are 
well above that. Why on earth would you want to change this? Why on earth would you then 
try and mix us with a school that gains 39%? well below the naional ad welsh average? it 
makes no sense. 
  
Whats more our next Estyn inspection is not due until 2016. Why not see how that goes 
before making your minds up? 
  
Page 8: 
  
You discuss your inclusive agenda.  Your describe your ideas in bullet form. However, what 
you dont say is that all of those ideas CAN be done WITHOUT a merger. You can just 
improve each site - cant you? 
  
For the 2011/12 financial year the total delegated budget for Blessed Edward Jones was 
£2.107m against an net expenditure of £2.163m. This equated to an in year deficit of £55k. 
For St Brigid’s the total delegated budget was £1.512m against a net expenditure of 
£1.468m, which equated to an in year surplus of £44k. 
  
Based on the above i wanted to confirm. You wish to merge a school who makes a loss, with 
a school that is financially prudent? Why should we be punish for balancing the books? 
Moreover, assuming you push for this merger, can you tell me what the proposed budget 
would be? 3.575 million is the two together? Or..as i believe it would be - will it be less? 
Again sugesting this is a financial exercise not one focused on the education & prospects of 
pupils. 
  
Page 9: 
The findings for both Blessed Edward Jones and St Brigids found the schools as Category C 
– “Poor”. 
  
We all accept the building is not perfect. But...the pupils are safe and happy here. Isnt that 
the point? Have you spoken to them? These are the people that really matter. I have a form 
in the school, of which 24 out of 28 suggested they would not go to any new school. Why 
build a school that pupils wont attend? 
  
My two final points focus on the map (page 11) and your final points. On page 11 you 
illustrate the home locations of our pupils. THis is written negatively. However, how can this 
be? It proves pupils come far and wide to join our family. We have an excellent reputation 
with great results. This is why my children come here! 
  
Lastly i would like to state what is the balance. The balance between what the council wants 
versus what the staff, pupils, Parents, governors, trustees & community wants. 
  
I hope you listen carefully to our opinions. We will not allow this to happen and will not go 
away quietly. 
  
Many thanks for your time. 
  
A VERY cocerned Parent and Teacher. 
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From 
 

17/12/2012 10:19 
 
To whom it may concern 
  
Firstly let me thank the Daily Post & others of you for replying and for publishing some of my 
comments. I look forward to a response from DCC (i also look forward to them publishing all 
comments from involved parties regarding any merger!).   
  
I have also included Mr Leighton Andrews in these discussions - so he knows from the very 
beginning, the strength of feeling against any proposed merger. Indeed I would like to 
extend an invitation to him to come and visit the school and talk to the pupils - for whom 
DCC claims any merger is being sort for. 
  
I have also decided to contact you following a meeting with DCC, the staff of St Brigids and 
the staff of Blessed Edward Jones. 
  
The meeting was nothing by political propaganda with no 'real' 'straight' answers given. 
  
Let me give you an example: 
  
A colleague asked: 
  
"You mention lots about opportunity and views. Should the students of both schools, the 
parents of both schools, the governors of both schools and the staff of both schools, put their 
views forward and reject this opportunity, will DCC still continue with plans for a merger?" 
  
The colleague in question asked for a straight answer. What he got was "maybe".  
  
I have mentioned it before and will again - this is proof that any consultation is simply lip 
service - not a decision based on fair balanced viewpoints. 
  
I can emphasize the DCC's comments. They spoke a great deal about Views and 
opportunity. However,  why do we need an opportunity to improve an already good school? 
Again, I ask the people who will make these decisions to speak to those who matter - the 
pupils. 
  
Frankly, the entire discussion was nothing but superlatives - many that were contradictorary. 
"we know St Brigids is a good school with excellent results and a close knit family feel". 
"However, it is not fit for purpose". 
  
Pardon me? i thought a school's purpose was to educate - and allow children to feel safe, 
developing into the adults that Wales needs in the future? 
  
One comment that was interesting was the fact that DCC is bidding for £29 million in order to 
help faith provision. They state this money belongs to the Welsh Government , but that this 
funding cannot be split to help both schools (14.5million each). Is this actually correct? can 
someone check? if it is correct - why?  
  
Another word used a great deal was sustainability. We have a growing school  - surely we 
are that! One would also argue that spening £29 million on a new school that WILL BE half 
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empty - is not sustainable. Do the people of Denbigh believe that this is the best way to 
spend £29million? I would argue they did not! 
  
Another of DCC's buzz words were transformational. Well here is a different proposal. 
Tranform all schools in Wales to fit our already successful model. We exist as a 3-19 school 
- i beleive the only one of its kind in Wales. We have above average GCSE & A Level results 
- does this not tell the decision makers something? We are also a school where children feel 
genuinely cared for. One where they feel they can be themselves free from the pressures 
other teenagers have placed one them - whether that is smoking, alcohol, drugs or sex. Our 
pupils enjoy their childhoods.  
  
 We are unique. We are sustainable. We are successful. 
  
AND....we will not go away. 
  
We will fight for this school. We believe in this school. We know others do too. 
  
Thank you. 
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From : 
 

14/01/2013 21:26 
 

To whom it may concern 
  

I write once again regarding the proposed merger of St Brigids and Blessed Edward Jones. 

  
Today St. Brigids was visited by  

  
The pupils were told that they were to speak to their form to have a representation of the pupils 

views on the merger. 

  
However, the questions they were asked and the way they were asked, show this 'consultation' is as 

previously said, is nothing more than lip service - a decision already made - democracy indeed! 
  

Students were not asked what they thought on a merger. They were asked what they wanted (and I 

quote), the new school to look like and where the new school should be. 
  

This is not what parents and teachers were told the first stage of consultation should be about. We 
have been told no decisions have been made. Why are they propmpting students? This is bullying at 

the worst kind - bullying so that they can tick a box - disgusting. 
  

It is clear that DCC and telling parents one thing. Teachers another. Parents a whole different story 

and governors another. 
  

How can we trust you? 
  

I urge you to stay clear and open and honest. Only then can we really see what is happening.  

  
once again I have included the local MP's, AMs and press in the hope they can help stop a terrible 

decision to close a successful school. 
  

When will DCC learn? 
  

the truth will always out. 

  
Yours 

  
Against the Merger 
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From : 

 
16/01/2013 13:42 
 
Thank you James for your reply 
i will review the content in detail later as i am at work today. 
the link  
http://mgintranet/Data/County%20Council/20090120/Agenda/cl200109pt1E.pdf 
doesn't seem to work and i note the url refers to an intranet - would i be able to access an 
intranet? 
  
At the Parents meeting on 10th January i met with the Director of Education and Jackie 
Whalley for a short chat afterwards 
  
They both offered to meet with me F2F (and/or with a small group of parents) for further 
detailed discussion.My emphasis is on understanding facts and detials. I would be very 
grateful if you would put me in direct contact with them to arrange this. My mobile number is 
given below. 
  
Further the slides that were shown at the event last week would be very useful to have as I 
try to prepare my views for your consultation. i would also like to see a copy of the proposals 
(and the terms of it) that were put to the WA for the 28.8m faith school and the response and 
the terms of the "grant"., or whatever it might be called at this stage. 
  
It was stated at the meeting that there was no definition of "transformation" - i must admit i 
find it rather amazing to find that such a large amount of taxpayers money can be  riding on 
proposals that have to be transformational and yet those submitting the proposals and those 
judging on it have no terms of reference in writing to turn to to adjudicate on its merits. 
Please provide whatever detailed information and guidance you or the WA have in this area. 
There were similar comments on 21st century education made to me afterwards and your 
letter below on first read doesn't seem to answer the question i asked - what does 21st 
century education mean - What is the detailed list of its content and what do current schools 
need to do to comply. The statement made to me last week was that I would need to be 
taken to a school to comprehend this,why isnt it written down and why cant parents see this?  
  
Reference was made at the school meeting to a curriculum of 30 subjects that a 21st century 
school needs to provide - what are the subjects, how does a child achieve a grade (eg 
exams/coursework etc) which ones of these count toward the statistics of % of 5 GCSE 
passes? Please provide the information by return email. 
  
I appreciate that you do not want to commit to an extension now. you perhaps feel we may 
be using delaying tactics - this possibility was even referred to by the presenters last week. It 
seems to me that as new information was presented to us last Thursday - the slide content, 
the information on the 28.8m investment from the WA etc- we need to be able to assess this 
information in detail, seek clarification and then provide our considered views. This is not 
possible or fair in 15 days. Waiting until the last day of the consultation for DCC to sit in 
judgement on the merits of an extension suggest to me that DCC and the faith leadership 
are railroading through the consultation period without allowing parents to see detailed 
information, properly assess it, critique it, and use it in our response to the consultation.  
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I once again urge that you extend the period of the consultation in order to allow parents 
proper access to the same information that you and the Faith leadership have, so we can 
properly provide our views, having had time to consider the facts.  
  
best regards and looking forward to meeting Jackie et al 
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From : 

 
18/01/2013 16:40 
 
Re: Joint Faith Based Provision for North Denbighshire Consultation. 
  
I am writing to state serious reservations around the above consultation with a view to 
seeking a meaningful extension of the initial consultation deadline of 29th January 2013. The 
grounds for this are below. 
  
The Issue: The Case for Change document clearly states that there are two means by which 
parents and stakeholders can submit their views to the consultation: the public meeting of 
the 10/1/2013 and the form contained within the said document. During the public meeting at 
St. Brigid’s school on 10/1/2013 an objection was raised about the leading nature of the 
questions on the consultation form and their limited scope in terms of the stated consultation 
objective of capturing stakeholder views. The point being, the form lends itself to capturing a 
partial view which is biased towards what Denbighshire County Council would like to capture 
or had thought of capturing, as opposed to what stakeholders actually think and feel. In 
response to this a Denbighshire County Council official said that it was a “fair criticism” and 
suggested that parents and stakeholders should submit their views beyond what the form 
prescribes as additional sheets. 
I also have concerns about the quality of the consultation with regard to the information 
provided as its basis; namely what is being consulted on. For example some information 
suffered serious omissions when presented during the public meeting. An instance of this 
was the assertion that two merging schools were banded as 2 and the claim by the official 
that this was proof of their equivalence. What was omitted was that these bandings are 
relative measures that do not quantify absolute benchmarks of quality/performance, rather 
relative rates of improvement. Other rather dubious “facts” that were presented as objective 
truths rather than justifications from a certain perspective were glossed over with ill-defined 
terms such as “sustainability” and “transformational”. These shortcomings have left 
stakeholders with a significant amount of additional work to do to formulate adequate 
responses to this consultation.  
  
Objections: 
·         The form for the consultation lends itself to bias, this much has been acknowledged in 
front of a room full of stakeholders. This means all forms submitted prior to the meeting of 
the 10th January have not only not had the opportunity to submit supplementary 
views/information, but have been potentially biased by the leading/limiting nature of the form. 
A true reflection of stakeholder views could be prejudiced by this fact.  
·         While the remedy to this is the option to submit supplementary information with the 
form, only stakeholders who attended the meeting of 10/12/13 were told about this option. It 
is unclear whether this advice was repeated at other meetings and there has been no formal 
contact to stakeholders that this option is available to them.   
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·         The fact that the supplementary option only emerged at the meeting of the 10th of 
January, effectively means that rather than the consultation running from 6/12/2012 – to 
29/1/2013, at least a part of it, this new part, is running from 10/1/2013 – 29/1/2013. This is 
not enough time to organise a proper response to this additional need, and it falls 
significantly short even when measured Denbighshire County Council’s normal consultation 
period. Coupled with the additional burden placed on stakeholders to make sense of the 
patchy information and claims made about “The Need for Change” and come up with an 
adequate response; the available time is simply not sufficient.      
The Solution: to ensure this part of the consultation is fair, is not subject to further challenge 
and does not prejudice either the chances of being heard, the quality of the submitted data 
due to the potential biases introduced by the consultation process itself or does not prejudice 
the ability of people to formulate adequate responses I request that: 
1.      The deadline of 29/1/2013 is extended to accommodate the new option of submitting 
supplementary information and formulate an adequate response to the information that has 
been put out in and around the consultation by Denbighshire County Council . This 
extension needs to be meaningful and in the order of weeks to accommodate the time 
already lost by the 10/1/2013. 
2.      All stakeholders are contacted by Denbighshire County Council and informed about 
this new option to submit additional information with their forms. 
3.      All stakeholders who have already submitted forms are contacted by Denbighshire 
County Council and informed that they can submit information which is additional to their 
forms. 
  
Regards 
  
  

 
Parent of child at St Brigid’s 
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From: 

 
23/01/2013 12:35 
 
Dear Sir / Madam, 
I am writing to state serious reservations around the above consultation with a view to 
seeking a meaningful extension of the initial consultation deadline of 29th January 2013. The 
grounds for this are below. 
  
The Issue: The Case for Change document clearly states that there are two means by which 
parents and stakeholders can submit their views to the consultation: the public meeting of 
the 10/1/2013 and the form contained within the said document. During the public meeting at 
St. Brigid’s school on 10/1/2013 an objection was raised about the leading nature of the 
questions on the consultation form and their limited scope in terms of the stated consultation 
objective of capturing stakeholder views. The point being, the form lends itself to capturing a 
partial view which is biased towards what Denbighshire County Council would like to capture 
or had thought of capturing, as opposed to what stakeholders actually think and feel. In 
response to this a Denbighshire County Council official said that it was a “fair criticism” and 
suggested that parents and stakeholders should submit their views beyond what the form 
prescribes as additional sheets. 
  
I also have concerns about the quality of the consultation with regard to the information 
provided as its basis; namely what is being consulted on. For example some information 
suffered serious omissions when presented during the public meeting. An instance of this 
was the assertion that two merging schools were banded as 2 and the claim by the official 
that this was proof of their equivalence. What was omitted was that these bandings are 
relative measures that do not quantify absolute benchmarks of quality/performance, rather 
relative rates of improvement. Other rather dubious “facts” that were presented as objective 
truths rather than justifications from a certain perspective were glossed over with ill-defined 
terms such as “sustainability” and “transformational”. These shortcomings have left 
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stakeholders with a significant amount of additional work to do to formulate adequate 
responses to this consultation.  
  
Objections: 
·The form for the consultation lends itself to bias, this much has been acknowledged in front 
of a room full of stakeholders. This means all forms submitted prior to the meeting of the 
10thJanuary have not only not had the opportunity to submit supplementary 
views/information, but have been potentially biased by the leading/limiting nature of the form. 
A true reflection of stakeholder views could be prejudiced by this fact.  
·While the remedy to this is the option to submit supplementary information with the form, 
only stakeholders who attended the meeting of 10/1/13 were told about this option. It is 
unclear whether this advice was repeated at other meetings and there has been no formal 
contact to stakeholders that this option is available to them. 
·The fact that the supplementary option only emerged at the meeting of the 10th of January, 
effectively means that rather than the consultation running from 6/12/2012 – to 29/1/2013, at 
least a part of it, this new part, is running from 10/1/2013 – 29/1/2013. This is not enough 
time to organise a proper response to this additional need, and it falls significantly short even 
when measured Denbighshire County Council’s normal consultation period. Coupled with 
the additional burden placed on stakeholders to make sense of the patchy information and 
claims made about “The Need for Change” and come up with an adequate response; the 
available time is simply not sufficient.  
  
The Solution:  
To ensure this part of the consultation is fair, is not subject to further challenge and does not 
prejudice either the chances of being heard, the quality of the submitted data due to the 
potential biases introduced by the consultation process itself or does not prejudice the ability 
of people to formulate adequate responses I request that: 
1.The deadline of 29/1/2013 is extended to accommodate the new option of submitting 
supplementary information and formulate an adequate response to the information that has 
been put out in and around the consultation by Denbighshire County Council . This 
extension needs to be meaningful and in the order of weeks to accommodate the time 
already lost by the 10/1/2013. 
2.All stakeholders are contacted by Denbighshire County Council and informed about this 
new option to submit additional information with their forms. 
3.All stakeholders who have already submitted forms are contacted by Denbighshire County 
Council and informed that they can submit information which is additional to their forms. 
  
Regards 
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From : 

 
23/01/2013 12:50 
 
To Whom it may concern, 
I am writing to state serious reservations around the above consultation with a view to 
seeking a meaningful extension of the initial consultation deadline of 29th January 2013. The 
grounds for this are below. 
The Issue: The Case for Change document clearly states that there are two means by which 
parents and stakeholders can submit their views to the consultation: the public meeting of 
the 10/1/2013 and the form contained within the said document. During the public meeting at 
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St. Brigid’s school on 10/1/2013 an objection was raised about the leading nature of the 
questions on the consultation form and their limited scope in terms of the stated consultation 
objective of capturing stakeholder views. The point being, the form lends itself to capturing a 
partial view which is biased towards what Denbighshire County Council would like to capture 
or had thought of capturing, as opposed to what stakeholders actually think and feel. In 
response to this a Denbighshire County Council official said that it was a “fair criticism” and 
suggested that parents and stakeholders should submit their views beyond what the form 
prescribes as additional sheets. 
I also have concerns about the quality of the consultation with regard to the information 
provided as its basis; namely what is being consulted on. For example some information 
suffered serious omissions when presented during the public meeting. An instance of this 
was the assertion that two merging schools were banded as 2 and the claim by the official 
that this was proof of their equivalence. What was omitted was that these bandings are 
relative measures that do not quantify absolute benchmarks of quality/performance, rather 
relative rates of improvement. Other rather dubious “facts” that were presented as objective 
truths rather than justifications from a certain perspective were glossed over with ill-defined 
terms such as “sustainability” and “transformational”. These shortcomings have left 
stakeholders with a significant amount of additional work to do to formulate adequate 
responses to this consultation.  
Objections: 
·The form for the consultation lends itself to bias, this much has been acknowledged in front 
of a room full of stakeholders. This means all forms submitted prior to the meeting of the 
10thJanuary have not only not had the opportunity to submit supplementary 
views/information, but have been potentially biased by the leading/limiting nature of the form. 
A true reflection of stakeholder views could be prejudiced by this fact.  
·While the remedy to this is the option to submit supplementary information with the form, 
only stakeholders who attended the meeting of 10/1/13 were told about this option. It is 
unclear whether this advice was repeated at other meetings and there has been no formal 
contact to stakeholders that this option is available to them. 
·The fact that the supplementary option only emerged at the meeting of the 10th of January, 
effectively means that rather than the consultation running from 6/12/2012 – to 29/1/2013, at 
least a part of it, this new part, is running from 10/1/2013 – 29/1/2013. This is not enough 
time to organise a proper response to this additional need, and it falls significantly short even 
when measured Denbighshire County Council’s normal consultation period. Coupled with 
the additional burden placed on stakeholders to make sense of the patchy information and 
claims made about “The Need for Change” and come up with an adequate response; the 
available time is simply not sufficient.  
The Solution:  
To ensure this part of the consultation is fair, is not subject to further challenge and does not 
prejudice either the chances of being heard, the quality of the submitted data due to the 
potential biases introduced by the consultation process itself or does not prejudice the ability 
of people to formulate adequate responses I request that: 
1.The deadline of 29/1/2013 is extended to accommodate the new option of submitting 
supplementary information and formulate an adequate response to the information that has 
been put out in and around the consultation by Denbighshire County Council . This 
extension needs to be meaningful and in the order of weeks to accommodate the time 
already lost by the 10/1/2013. 
2.All stakeholders are contacted by Denbighshire County Council and informed about this 
new option to submit additional information with their forms. 
3.All stakeholders who have already submitted forms are contacted by Denbighshire County 
Council and informed that they can submit information which is additional to their forms. 
Please acknowledge receipt of my email. 
  
Regards 
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From : 

 
23/01/2013 20:36 
 

 
 

 
, 

 
 

23rd January 2013 
 
Dear Sir/Madame 
Re: Joint Faith Based Provision for North Denbighshire Consultation. 
I am writing to state serious reservations around the above consultation with a view to 
seeking a meaningful extension of the initial consultation deadline of 29th January 2013. The 
grounds for this are below. 
The Issue: 
The Case for Change document clearly states that there are two means by which parents 
and stakeholders can submit their views to the consultation: the public meeting of the 
10/1/2013 and the form contained within the said document. During the public meeting at St. 
Brigid’s school on 10/1/2013, my husband raised an objection about the leading nature of 
the questions within the consultation form and their limited scope in terms of the stated 
consultation objective of capturing stakeholder views. The point being, the form lends itself 
to capturing a partial view which is biased towards what I feel, Denbighshire County Council 
would like to capture or had thought of capturing, as opposed to what stakeholders actually 
think and feel. In any consultation, it has to be viewed as meaningful by all its stakeholders 
and the opportunity to be heard, and indeed listened to, is a must.  In response to this a 
Denbighshire County Council official said that it was a “fair criticism” and suggested that 
parents and stakeholders should submit their views beyond what the form prescribes as 
additional sheets. 
I also have concerns about the quality of the consultation with regard to the information 
provided as its basis; namely what is being consulted on. It is not fully clear as to what 
Denbighshire County Council is consulting on, is it purely about the need for change or a 
specific option, which would invoke that change? For example some information suffered 
serious omissions when presented during the public meeting. An instance of this was the 
assertion that two merging schools were banded as 2 and the claim by the official that this 
was proof of their equivalence. What was omitted was that these bandings are relative 
measures that do not quantify absolute benchmarks of quality/performance, rather relative 
rates of improvement. Other rather dubious “facts” that were presented as objective truths 
rather than justifications from a certain perspective were glossed over with ill-defined terms 
such as “sustainability” and “transformational”. These shortcomings have left stakeholders 
with a significant amount of additional work to do to formulate adequate responses to this 
consultation. 
 
Objections: 
 
• The form for the consultation lends itself to bias, this much has been acknowledged 
in front of a room full of stakeholders. This means all forms submitted prior to the meeting of 
the 10thJanuary have not only not had the opportunity to submit supplementary 
views/information, but have been potentially biased by the leading/limiting nature of the form. 
A true reflection of stakeholder views could be prejudiced by this fact. 
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• While the remedy to this is the option to submit supplementary information with the 
form, only stakeholders who attended the meeting of 10/1/13 were told about this option. It is 
unclear whether this advice was repeated at other meetings and there has been no formal 
contact to stakeholders that this option is available to them. 
 
• The fact that the supplementary option only emerged at the meeting of the 10th of 
January, effectively means that rather than the consultation running from 6/12/2012 – to 
29/1/2013, at least a part of it, this new part, is running from 10/1/2013 – 29/1/2013. This is 
not enough time to organise an informed response to this additional need, and it falls 
significantly short even when measured against Denbighshire County Council’s normal 
consultation period. Coupled with the additional burden placed on stakeholders to make 
sense of the patchy information and claims made about “The Need for Change” and come 
up with an adequate response; the available time is simply not sufficient. 
 
The Solution: 
To ensure this part of the consultation is fair, is not subject to further challenge and does not 
prejudice either the chances of being heard, the quality of the submitted data due to the 
potential biases introduced by the consultation process itself or does not prejudice the ability 
of people to formulate adequate responses I request that: 
 
1. The deadline of 29/1/2013 is extended to accommodate the new option of submitting 
supplementary information and formulate an adequate response to the information that has 
been put out in and around the consultation by Denbighshire County Council . This 
extension needs to be meaningful and in the order of weeks to accommodate the time 
already lost by the 10/1/2013. 
 
2. All stakeholders are contacted by Denbighshire County Council and informed about 
this new option to submit additional information with their forms. 
 
3. All stakeholders who have already submitted forms are contacted by Denbighshire 
County Council and informed that they can submit information which is additional to their 
forms. 
In addition, I would ask that information is supplied on the actual process and timescales for 
consultation, I understand there are different stages but this has not been supplied. 
Please acknowledge receipt of this letter and a response to my questions. 
Yours Sincerely 
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From : 

 
23/01/2013 20:48 
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
  
I am writing to state my serious reservations around the above consultation with a view to 
seeking a meaningful extension of the initial consultation deadline of 29th January 2013. The 
grounds for this are below. 
 
The Issue: 
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The Case for Change document clearly states that there are two means by which parents 
and stakeholders can submit their views to the consultation: the public meeting of the 
10/1/2013 and the form contained within the said document. During the public meeting at St. 
Brigid’s school on 10/1/2013 an objection was raised about the leading nature of the 
questions on the consultation form and their limited scope in terms of the stated consultation 
objective of capturing stakeholder views. The point being, the form lends itself to capturing a 
partial view which is biased towards what Denbighshire County Council would like to capture 
or had thought of capturing, as opposed to what stakeholders actually think and feel. In 
response to this a Denbighshire County Council official said that it was a “fair criticism” and 
suggested that parents and stakeholders should submit their views beyond what the form 
prescribes as additional sheets. 
 
I also have concerns about the quality of the consultation with regard to the information 
provided as its basis; namely what is being consulted on. For example some information 
suffered serious omissions when presented during the public meeting. An instance of this 
was the assertion that two merging schools were banded as 2 and the claim by the official 
that this was proof of their equivalence. What was omitted was that these bandings are 
relative measures that do not quantify absolute benchmarks of quality/performance, rather 
relative rates of improvement. Other rather dubious“facts” that were presented as objective 
truths rather than justifications from a certain perspective were glossed over with ill-defined 
terms such as“sustainability” and “transformational”. These shortcomings have left 
stakeholders with a significant amount of additional work to do to formulate adequate 
responses to this consultation.  
 
  
Objections: 
·The form for the consultation lends itself to bias, this much has been acknowledged in front 
of a room full of stakeholders. This means all forms submitted prior to the meeting of the 
10thJanuary have not only not had the opportunity to submit supplementary 
views/information, but have been potentially biased by the leading/limiting nature of the form. 
A true reflection of stakeholder views could be prejudiced by this fact.  
 
·While the remedy to this is the option to submit supplementary information with the form, 
only stakeholders who attended the meeting of 10/1/13 were told about this option. It is 
unclear whether this advice was repeated at other meetings and there has been no formal 
contact to stakeholders that this option is available to them. 
 
·The fact that the supplementary option only emerged at the meeting of the 10th of January, 
effectively means that rather than the consultation running from 6/12/2012 – to 29/1/2013, at 
least a part of it, this new part, is running from 10/1/2013 – 29/1/2013. This is not enough 
time to organise a proper response to this additional need, and it falls significantly short even 
when measured Denbighshire County Council’s normal consultation period. Coupled with 
the additional burden placed on stakeholders to make sense of the patchy information and 
claims made about “The Need for Change” and come up with an adequate response; the 
available time is simply not sufficient.  
 
The Solution:  
To ensure this part of the consultation is fair, is not subject to further challenge and does not 
prejudice either the chances of being heard, the quality of the submitted data due to the 
potential biases introduced by the consultation process itself or does not prejudice the ability 
of people to formulate adequate responses I request that: 
 
1.The deadline of 29/1/2013 is extended to accommodate the new option of submitting 
supplementary information and formulate an adequate response to the information that has 
been put out in and around the consultation by Denbighshire County Council . This 



extension needs to be meaningful and in the order of weeks to accommodate the time 
already lost by the 10/1/2013. 
 
2.All stakeholders are contacted by Denbighshire County Council and informed about this 
new option to submit additional information with their forms. 
 
3.All stakeholders who have already submitted forms are contacted by Denbighshire County 
Council and informed that they can submit information which is additional to their forms. 
 
 Regards, 
  
 

96 

From : 
 

23/01/2013 21:33 
 
We are writing to state serious reservations around the above consultation with a view to 
seeking a meaningful extension of the initial consultation deadline of 29th January 2013. The 
grounds for this are below. 
 
 
The Issue:The Case for Change document clearly states that there are two means by which 
parents and stakeholders can submit their views to the consultation: the public meeting of 
the 10/1/2013 and the form contained within the said document. During the public meeting at 
St. Brigid’s school on 10/1/2013 an objection was raised about the leading nature of the 
questions on the consultation form and their limited scope in terms of the stated consultation 
objective of capturing stakeholder views. The point being, the form lends itself to capturing a 
partial view which is biased towards what Denbighshire County Council would like to capture 
or had thought of capturing, as opposed to what stakeholders actually think and feel. In 
response to this a Denbighshire County Council official said that it was a “fair criticism” and 
suggested that parents and stakeholders should submit their views beyond what the form 
prescribes as additional sheets. 
 
I also have concerns about the quality of the consultation with regard to the information 
provided as its basis; namely what is being consulted on. For example some information 
suffered serious omissions when presented during the public meeting. An instance of this 
was the assertion that two merging schools were banded as 2 and the claim by the official 
that this was proof of their equivalence. What was omitted was that these bandings are 
relative measures that do not quantify absolute benchmarks of quality/performance, rather 
relative rates of improvement. Other rather dubious“facts” that were presented as objective 
truths rather than justifications from a certain perspective were glossed over with ill-defined 
terms such as“sustainability” and “transformational”. These shortcomings have left 
stakeholders with a significant amount of additional work to do to formulate adequate 
responses to this consultation.  
 
 
Objections: 
 
· The form for the consultation lends itself to bias, this much has been acknowledged in front 
of a room full of stakeholders. This means all forms submitted prior to the meeting of the 
10thJanuary have not only not had the opportunity to submit supplementary 
views/information, but have been potentially biased by the leading/limiting nature of the form. 
A true reflection of stakeholder views could be prejudiced by this fact.  
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· While the remedy to this is the option to submit supplementary information with the form, 
only stakeholders who attended the meeting of 10/1/13 were told about this option. It is 
unclear whether this advice was repeated at other meetings and there has been no formal 
contact to stakeholders that this option is available to them.  
 
· The fact that the supplementary option only emerged at the meeting of the 10th of January, 
effectively means that rather than the consultation running from 6/12/2012 – to 29/1/2013, at 
least a part of it, this new part, is running from 10/1/2013 – 29/1/2013. This is not enough 
time to organise a proper response to this additional need, and it falls significantly short even 
when measured Denbighshire County Council’s normal consultation period. Coupled with 
the additional burden placed on stakeholders to make sense of the patchy information and 
claims made about “The Need for Change” and come up with an adequate response; the 
available time is simply not sufficient.  
 
The Solution:  
To ensure this part of the consultation is fair, is not subject to further challenge and does not 
prejudice either the chances of being heard, the quality of the submitted data due to the 
potential biases introduced by the consultation process itself or does not prejudice the ability 
of people to formulate adequate responses we request that: 
 
1. The deadline of 29/1/2013 is extended to accommodate the new option of submitting 
supplementary information and formulate an adequate response to the information that has 
been put out in and around the consultation by Denbighshire County Council . This 
extension needs to be meaningful and in the order of weeks to accommodate the time 
already lost by the 10/1/2013. 
 
2. All stakeholders are contacted by Denbighshire County Council and informed about this 
new option to submit additional information with their forms. 
 
3. All stakeholders who have already submitted forms are contacted by Denbighshire County 
Council and informed that they can submit information which is additional to their forms. 
 
Regards 
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From : 

 
26/01/2013 19:32 
 
To whom it may concern, 
 
As a past pupil of St. Brigid's School I was horrified to learn of plans to shut the school down. 
I left St. Brigid's last year to go to the University of Oxford with some excellent A level 
results.  

 my place in Oxford could not have been achieved without the superb 
teaching and family environment of St. Brigid's school.  

 
 

  
 
The merging of St. Brigid's with another school would destroy everything that St. Brigid's has 
worked so hard to achieve. The small class sizes and nurturing ethos of the school is what 
makes it so effective as an academic institution. It would be detrimental to both schools to 
carry out the merge. I have seen the staff at St. Brigid's do some amazing things with the 
school, merging the schools would undo all their hard work. This school just isn't like any 
other teaching facility- theres no drugs, no bullying, all the students are so polite and well-
behaved, their reputation is fantastic, I do not see why somewhere so special should be 
allowed to have its identity dissolved in another institution. I am informed that there are 
ongoing enquiries to find benefactors for the school, and I am sure that with a little time 
these enquiries will be successful in finding some financial support for the school. 
 
St. Brigid's is one of the best things that this county has going for it at the minute. By 
merging the two schools you will not only fail to further faith education in the area, you will be 
actively impeding it's progress. It is honestly felt by many supporters of the school that the 
consultation process has been rather rushed, and just by extending the time of the 
consultation period you will be aiding those involved to make a well-informed and sensible 
decision. 
 
Yours faithfully, 
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From : 

 
27/01/2013 20:52 
 
Dear Denbighshire County Council,  
You have welcomed comments about the proposed merger of St Bridget’s Denbigh and 
Blessed Edward Jones in Rhyl and the formation of a joint faith high school – please would 
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you note my comments and if possible post them on your website along with others there. 
Many thanks  
  
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
As a teacher at St Joseph’s Catholic and Anglican High School in Wrexham I can whole 
heartedly recommend the success of a joint faith high school of up to 600 pupils as 
proposed.  
Our children are not saints but they all have a Christian attitude and everyone visiting our 
school comments on the wonderful atmosphere they find on entering. It is a real pleasure to 
work at St Joseph’s and belong to our community. Anyone who is unsure about the success 
of such an establishment should come and see for themselves! I wish everyone involved in 
the proposed merger of St Bridget’s Denbigh and Blessed Edward Jones Rhyl all the best 
and say to them “Be Brave! Be Bold! For the Lord your God is with you” as the hymn states! 
  
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 St Joseph’s Catholic and 
Anglican High School, Wrexham LL13 7EN (01978 360310) 
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From : 
 

28/01/2013 00:0 
 
Re: Joint Faith Based Provision for North Denbighshire Consultation.  
  
I am writing to state serious reservations around the above consultation with a view to 
seeking a meaningful extension of the initial consultation deadline of 29th January 2013. The 
grounds for this are below. 
  
The Issue: The Case for Change document clearly states that there are two means by which 
parents and stakeholders can submit their views to the consultation: the public meeting of 
the 10/1/2013 and the form contained within the said document. During the public meeting at 
St. Brigid’s school on 10/1/2013 an objection was raised about the leading nature of the 
questions on the consultation form and their limited scope in terms of the stated consultation 
objective of capturing stakeholder views. The point being, the form lends itself to capturing a 
partial view which is biased towards what Denbighshire County Council would like to capture 
or had thought of capturing, as opposed to what stakeholders actually think and feel. In 
response to this a Denbighshire County Council official said that it was a “fair criticism” and 
suggested that parents and stakeholders should submit their views beyond what the form 
prescribes as additional sheets. 
  
I also have concerns about the quality of the consultation with regard to the information 
provided as its basis; namely what is being consulted on. For example some information 
suffered serious omissions when presented during the public meeting. An instance of this 
was the assertion that two merging schools were banded as 2 and the claim by the official 
that this was proof of their equivalence. What was omitted was that these bandings are 
relative measures that do not quantify absolute benchmarks of quality/performance, rather 
relative rates of improvement. Other rather dubious “facts” that were presented as objective 
truths rather than justifications from a certain perspective were glossed over with ill-defined 
terms such as “sustainability” and “transformational”. These shortcomings have left 
stakeholders with a significant amount of additional work to do to formulate adequate 
responses to this consultation.   
  
  
Objections:  
·         The form for the consultation lends itself to bias, this much has been acknowledged in 
front of a room full of stakeholders. This means all forms submitted prior to the meeting of 
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the 10th January have not only not had the opportunity to submit supplementary 
views/information, but have been potentially biased by the leading/limiting nature of the form. 
A true reflection of stakeholder views could be prejudiced by this fact.  
  
·         While the remedy to this is the option to submit supplementary information with the 
form, only stakeholders who attended the meeting of 10/12/13 were told about this option. It 
is unclear whether this advice was repeated at other meetings and there has been no formal 
contact to stakeholders that this option is available to them.   
  
·         The fact that the supplementary option only emerged at the meeting of the 10th of 
January, effectively means that rather than the consultation running from 6/12/2012 – to 
29/1/2013, at least a part of it, this new part, is running from 10/1/2013 – 29/1/2013. This is 
not enough time to organise a proper response to this additional need, and it falls 
significantly short even when measured Denbighshire County Council’s normal consultation 
period. Coupled with the additional burden placed on stakeholders to make sense of the 
patchy information and claims made about “The Need for Change” and come up with an 
adequate response; the available time is simply not sufficient.      
  
The Solution: to ensure this part of the consultation is fair, is not subject to further challenge 
and does not prejudice either the chances of being heard, the quality of the submitted data 
due to the potential biases introduced by the consultation process itself or does not prejudice 
the ability of people to formulate adequate responses I request that: 
  
1.      The deadline of 29/1/2013 is extended to accommodate the new option of submitting 
supplementary information and formulate an adequate response to the information that has 
been put out in and around the consultation by Denbighshire County Council . This 
extension needs to be meaningful and in the order of weeks to accommodate the time 
already lost by the 10/1/2013. 
  
2.      All stakeholders are contacted by Denbighshire County Council and informed about 
this new option to submit additional information with their forms. 
  
3.      All stakeholders who have already submitted forms are contacted by Denbighshire 
County Council and informed that they can submit information which is additional to their 
forms. 
  
 Regards  

 
  
Parent of 3 St Brigid’s Pupils 
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28/01/2013 23:16 
 
Dear sir, as a parent of a child that goes to st bridgets in Denbigh I was informed tonight of a 
questionnaire that was supposed to go out to all parents in the school. As I and maybe 
others who have not yet received this letter and wish to take part in the questionnaire, I hear 
the dead line is the 28th but hope you can delay it until we all have had a chance to speak 
up.  
 
Many thanks  
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From : 

 
29/01/2013 09:19 
 
To whom it may concern, 
  
Attached is our completed questionnaire and in addition would like to raise the following 
issues and concerns relating to the proposal of the merge / new school. 
  
Firstly we are very disappointed that an extension for the consultation was rejected, we feel 
we have been rushed to raise our concerns and time to gather and digest the information 
provided and respond accordingly. Hence our response so late! 
  
We also feel the questionnaire is very leading with its questions and feel this especially on 
question 3 asking to rank statements that Denbighshire CC think influence parents on their 
choice of secondary education. Denbighshire CC need to ask parents an open question with 
regards to this and not direct them to the answer. One of the main reasons that we send our 
child to St Brigids is not on this questionnaire. We chose St Brigids due to its ethos, 
extremely high standards, values and educational outcomes based on both exam results 
and the complete, well mannered and rounded member of society it produces. The type of 
young adult we wish our child to become. 
  
The proposal does not mention anything about what will happen to the primary school if the 
new school goes ahead, I attended the meeting on the 10th January at the consultation 
meeting and when a parent questioned this, no answer was given, it was practically ignored! 
What will happen with the primary school?  This was a major factor why we decided to send 
our child to St Brigid's as it is a 3-19 school and the 3-19 model is a progressive model in 
education that has shown to have many benefits. Ceredigion County Council commissioned 
a report into the impact of 3 -19 school by Optima Learning in 2011 
(http://www.ceredigion.gov.uk/utilities/action/act_download.cfmmediaid=34251&langtoken=e
ng) the main conclusions of this report were the benefits 
and advantages of a 3-19 school 
• a common ethos and shared values across the school 
• joined up curriculum planning to increase coherence and continuity in pupils’ learning 
• progressive skill development and focus on building pupils’ bilingual competence 
• greater consistency in learning and teaching styles 
• opportunities for cross-age learning and shared enrichment and community-based 
activities 
• extended care and support for pupils with additional learning needs and in provision for 
other vulnerable groups 
• increased access for pupils to a range of specialist accommodation, facilities and learning 
resources 
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• developing relationships and shared expertise and between primary and secondary phase 
staff 
• joint management and implementation of common systems for recording and tracking 
pupils’ progress 
• unified governance and efficient use of financial and human resources 
• strengthened links with parents and involvement of the local community 
  
These benefits are clear and tangible and if a similar report was commissioned into St 
Brigid’s, the same benefits would be seen. 
  
Transition is seen as a stressful area for many children I think it is important that DCC is able 
to provide a school which provides a smooth, stress free transition and the 3-19 model is 
able to meet these needs. The evidence for finding this is found in “Negotiating the 
Transition from Primary to Secondary School Perceptions of Pupils, Parents and Teachers” 
by M. Suzanne Zeedyk, Kenny Lindsay et al, Feb 2003. This shows that,“The transition from 
primary to secondary school is regarded as one of the most difficult in pupils' educational 
careers.” The article describes the results of a survey undertaken in the UK, in which the 
views of primary pupils, secondary pupils, parents and teachers were ascertained in regard 
to the transition process. “Results showed that bullying was a major concern for all groups, 
followed by fears of getting lost, increased workload and peer relationships, among others. 
The views of primary pupils and their parents were highly similar, and if the experience of 
transition is to be improved, it may be necessary to focus efforts on both of these groups. 
Teachers rarely identified children's individual abilities as making a difference to the 
transition process, focusing instead on institutional initiatives, an emphasis that carries the 
risk of creating a degree of helplessness for individual pupils.” Another relevant study is also 
“Transition from Primary to Secondary School: Current Arrangements and Good Practice in 
Wales Final Report“Robat Powell, Robert Smith, Gareth Jones and Angharad Reakes, 
October 2006. This looked into the current practice in Wales and some of the potential 
effects of poor transition and how a dip in attainment can be avoided by closer links and 
smoother transition between Key Stage 2 and 3.  How can the process of amalgamating the 
2 schools meet the legal requirement that, “any new school has to be equal or better 
standard than the previous schools?” Ofsted commented when inspecting the Caroline 
Chisholm School (4-18) that the main feature of good practice was, “The school has been 
quick to build upon the opportunities arising from being an all-through school. Teaching and 
learning throughout the school have benefited from the sharing of expertise that is present in 
each key stage.“ (ref http://www.ofsted.gov.uk/inspection-reports/find-inspection-
report/provider/ELS/134177) At St Brigid’s the all-through approach eliminates many of 
these anxieties and concerns ensuring children are able to achieve their full potential. 
Reducing anxiety 
for children has to be a priority of any council. 
  
The proposals of the new school are a far cry from what we want as parents for our child.  
We want to send our child to a transitional, small school which produces excellent results in 
Denbigh, which is what St Brigid's is.  Moving the school out of Denbigh will create a great 
loss on the local economy in Denbigh, which is already suffering.  St Brigid's is an excellent 
school on a beautiful, inspiring site merging it with another school to a new site will most 
definately lose its strengths and unique points which is why we chose the school for our 
child: such as it's wonderful ethos, excellent results & values, small family friendly 
environment.  My child feels safe and secure at St Brigids the way it is currently, changing it 
to create a new large school in Rhyl will lose this very important factor. St Brigid's is unquie, 
merging it will lose this and its pupils, because it isn't what parents want for their children's 
education.   
  
We must stress that we will not be sending our child and any future children to the new 
proposed school due to the reasons highlighted above. 



  
Please acknowledge upon receipt. 
  
Regards 
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From : 
 

29/01/2013 17:16 
 
James 
I noticed a couple of points that i hadn't made, Ive been trying to pull together an 
implementation plan for an internal project at work, at the same time as writing all this up. 
can you add these to the process 
regards 

REDACTION

REDACTION

REDACTION



  
 

  
Supplementary comments 
1                     The questionnaire does not allow the opportunity to state if you would send 
you children to the new school or not. I would like it to be known that I would not be confident 
to send our children to the new school and should be discounted from any pupil roll count 
you may be compiling. 
2                     The aspect of the impact on Denbigh should also be taken into account. It has 
already lost some important local facilities. The businesses in Denbigh will be hard hit by the 
removal of St Brigids and the consequent drop in revenues arising from the parents who 
shop there, after and before children collection, kids parties and because Denbigh becomes 
a centre of gravity. I have started to use Denbigh shops and services much more frequently 
since our children started attending St Brigids. 
3                     During the Parent consultation meeting on 10th January Ms Walley stated that 
along with the 28.8m request to WAG DCC had also requested “Ysgol Glan Clwyd had a 
huge issue they did not have enough capacity so we needed to put mobiles in”. It seems to 
me illogical that a) St Brigids can be condemned for the mobile classrooms it uses set 
against the 21st Century requirements, b) WAG can only fund 21st Century transformational 
requests c) Ysgol Glan Clwyd can be provided with Mobile classrooms from the same fund.  
 
The three statements do not hang together. 
 regards 
  

 

111 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
  

 
 

  
  

  
 

 
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  
  

  

REDACTIO

REDACTION




