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Appendix A

EXECUTIVE

27th March 2019

Questions and Replies

(A) Questions from members of the Public

(1)    From Mr Michael Hall to the Portfolio Holder for Children, Education & Families 
(answered by the Leader of the Council)

 
Given that more than 250 new secondary places have been made available at Eden Park 
High School, how do you explain 13 families from James Dixon Primary School and 8 pupils 
from schools in Penge being refused preferred schools and being sent out of Borough?

Reply:
Ninety-six per cent of children in Bromley have been offered one of their preferred 
secondary school places for this September, much higher than the average across London 
of 92 per cent and higher than the achievements of our neighbouring boroughs. Places are 
allocated by the Independent Pan-London Admissions Process and in line with the rigorous 
National Admissions Code.
 
In any borough there will sadly be a small number of pupils who will have to be directed to a 
specific school place because their location or situation in relation to their preferred schools 
means they do not secure one of their preferences. The only way to avoid this would be to 
create vastly more school places than would be required which is clearly not an option. 
 
It should also be noted that a high number of families from neighbouring boroughs exercise 
their legal right to select one of Bromley's great schools for their child.  This year, around 
1,000 school place offers were made to children from outside this borough which puts 
added pressure on Bromley school places for Bromley residents. In comparison, only half 
that number of Bromley pupils were offered places for schools outside of the 
borough. Whilst challenging, it should be remembered this is a consequence of our success 
in overseeing a family of amazing schools for our young people and we are very proud of 
the teachers, pupils and governors who have made that the case.

I am acutely aware that does not help you or your situation and can only apologise for that 
fact.

Supplementary Question:
If Bromley has enough school places, why have thirteen children from the same school 
been allocated to the same unsafe, inadequate school, as the most recent Ofsted report 
clearly states, on all levels. Even though we followed all application procedures promptly 
and correctly, and well within the deadline. We ask that the procedures followed for 
allocation of secondary school places for us thirteen families from James Dixon, and eight 
families from schools in Penge, be looked into to ensure that allocation of places has been 
made correctly and that all procedures have been adhered to and followed without 
prejudice.
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Reply:
The unfortunate situation facing yourself, and it used to be the case in wards more central in 
Bromley - Plaistow and Sundridge, which I represented at the time, had exactly the same 
problem - is that there is a black hole for school places at what many residents would 
describe as the desirable schools for their children. Unfortunately it does mean that if you 
are in one of those areas then you are subject to direction for your children. On a personal 
level, as a parent myself, I can only offer you an apology for that. Most local authorities in 
the country suffer that and it is not without irony that the reason that we have to take out of 
borough children into Bromley schools thereby denying people like you, as a taxpayer in 
Bromley, a place in a Bromley school, is the Greenwich Judgement. Of all the Councils in 
the country that fought for the principle that you are espousing - I am a Bromley ratepayer, I 
want a place in a Bromley school - Bromley is the Council that, back in the early 1990’s * 
tested this in the High Court. Unfortunately we lost - that was the Greenwich Judgement, 
that drives legislation before it. Many people would agree, and I would be amongst them, 
that Bromley residents should be able to place their children into Bromley schools, yet the 
law of the country goes by circumference from the school, which means that people on the 
extreme of the borough, or within the borough but a long distance from the school, suffer the 
relative indignity that you are suffering now.  

(* Note: On checking after the meeting, the Leader requested that it be noted that the date 
of the Greenwich Judgement was actually 1989.) 

Additional Supplementary Question:
I understand all that. We have two siblings that go to James Dixon - it is a fantastic school 
and it has done a really good job with our kids. I’m not saying that it is because they are a 
Bromley school, but it just seems such a shame that my son will be forced to go to a school 
which is in Croydon borough and one that has received an abysmal report from Ofsted - the 
school should be closed down, from what I have been reading online. There has been knife-
crime activity in the school and numerous bad things have gone on in that school. We are in 
a situation where we will not allow our child to go to that school, even if we face legal 
prosecution, because it is a terrible situation to be in. For thirteen other families to be in the 
same situation for one school seems a little bit out of the ordinary.

Reply:
That is noted. You have the genuine sympathy of those here. 

Additional Supplementary Question from Cllr Angela Wilkins:
One of the key things here is that it is fourteen families from one school in Anerley. The 
figure of people getting one of their preferred choices is 96%; for this school it is 76%. I 
understand the background to this and the Greenwich Judgement, and it is particularly hard 
given the Croydon school being offered. 

Given the increasing population, what could be done, and what is being done to try to make 
sure that we do not get this situation for pupils from James Dixon School in SE19 and SE20 
in future years? Can I also make reference to the Budget Monitoring report where it is 
identified that one of the risks in the Department is shortage of school places.
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Reply:
It will not shock you to hear that I will repeat the line that Cllr Fortune has taken on a 
number of occasions, that there is no projected school place shortage in Bromley. There are 
plans, in a timely fashion, to make sure that is the case. My personal view of how this could 
be handled better is that it is currently impacted by the Government’s policy around free 
schools and academies which means that, fundamentally, where schools go is not the 
function of the Council. The Council cannot decide where schools go. If there was central 
planning it would be easier to match demand with supply. Unfortunately, that is not in the 
gift of the local authority. To me, that would be a big step forward. One of the things that 
may come too late for your children is that there is self-evidently a potential need for an 
additional school somewhere in the borough. I hope that people will be more inclined to 
listen to me than has hitherto been the case in this chamber when I suggest that this is the 
area where we need to plug gaps. That will potentially depend on whether central 
Government are minded to make money available for an educationalist to develop a school 
in an available place. Those conversations have happened and are ongoing.

Additional Comments:
Mr Hall commented that at least the future generations had got something to look forward 
to.

Councillor Simon Fawthrop added that everyone had sympathy with Mr Hall, and reminded 
him that selective schools were available at the other end of the borough. He encouraged 
parents to put their children in for the selective schools. He accepted that travelling distance 
could be an issue, although some children did travel from central London. He also 
mentioned that there were waiting lists for school places.

Mr Hall stated that he had been under the impression that there were enough school places. 
He did not want his children to go to a school miles away - they would have to be driven 
there and he did not want his children to have to get on a bus on their own for their first year 
of secondary school.

The Leader responded that he loosely understood, but emphasised that he could not be 
held to the suggestion, that there might still be places available at three schools in the 
Borough albeit on the periphery - Kemnal, Harris Orpington and Charles Darwin and that he 
would have that that possibility checked and investigated for Mr Hall as another potential 
option.

Mr Hall concluded by stating that he had not applied to South Norwood Academy.  

(B) Questions from Members of the Council 

1. From Cllr Angela Wilkins to the Portfolio Holder for Renewal, Recreation and 
Housing 

Please provide an update on:

 The status and work programme of the Trust managing Crystal Palace Park.
 Recent or proposed actions of the Council in relation to planning applications for 

housing developments in the park.
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 The Council’s negotiations with the Mayor of London/GLA in relation to social and 
affordable housing in the park.

Reply:
The Trust is currently considering ‘hibernating’ until the submission of the Outline Planning 
Application is made and a revised programme for the Regeneration Plan has been agreed. 

After extensive review it has been determined that there is no solution for the Park that 
includes affordable housing at this time. The capital receipts generated would not be 
sufficient to deliver the works required to create a sustainable future for the Park, including 
conservation of the heritage assets. Therefore the outline planning application will be 
submitted this year with the housing developments as determined in 2017. 

There have been meetings at officer level and discussions at political level which you have 
been involved in. The GLA has not said that they will accept no affordable housing, however 
we are prepared to make the case that the community benefits of delivering the 
Regeneration Plan outweigh the requirement for affordable housing. The consented 
Masterplan does not included affordable housing.

Supplementary question:
Cllr Wilkins stated that it was important that this information was in the public domain. She 
asked whether the Portfolio Holder agreed that there was a real need to push ahead? She 
understood the problems in the last year with resources and expressed concern with the 
approach being made to the GLA. The Council had to relate to the other boroughs in the 
area, and it did not have a good record for providing affordable housing.  

Reply:
Before Cllr Morgan responded, the Leader commented that the Council would continue to 
develop policies for Bromley, as opposed to the design preferences of the Deputy Mayor for 
Housing, but he did agree that more affordable housing was needed. 

The need to press ahead quickly is something that I thoroughly endorse. I have instructed 
my officers to do exactly that. Now that they have made up their minds that we cannot afford 
the affordable housing the architects have been instructed to draw up a plan. A planning 
application will be made as soon as we have something that we are happy with, and I am 
hoping that will be weeks rather than months. I think you know that the whole Masterplan is 
promulgated on the idea that we generate money from the sale of these housing sites on 
the perimeter of the Park which will enable us to create an endowment fund sufficient to 
maintain the Park to a good standard, better than now, into the future. That is the point of 
what I said earlier, that if we have too much affordable housing, or indeed my officers think 
any affordable housing, we simply will not generate the cash that we need to finance the 
sustainable future of the Park. That is the problem.

On the more general question of social housing, we are acutely aware of this and I think you 
know that I am very keen to get affordable housing delivered in this borough, particularly to 
take care of our homeless families, of which we have far too many. It is costing us a fortune. 
There will be proposals coming forward over the next few weeks for quite a lot of affordable 
homes and I think that the Deputy Mayor for Housing will be pleased with us, whereas our 
record over the last few years has not been as good as it ought to be. Now it is going to be 
very good. 


