MEETING OF THE SCHOOLS’ FUNDING FORUM EXECUTIVE

25th FEBRUARY 2009, AT SESSIONS HOUSE, MAIDSTONE

Present: Nigel Blackburn, Phil Sayer, Mike Smith, Roland Gooding, Bernadette Gibbs, Keith Abbott, Bob Smith, Simon Pleace

1. Special School Budgets

1.1. Paper received setting out increase in pupil numbers in special schools, explaining that not all of the increase could be absorbed in schools that were already funded above current pupil numbers, and that an additional £1m was required to fund increases in 9 schools.

1.2. A discussion followed on the reasons for some schools being funded for a higher number of places than were occupied, and how it was expected  that most funding anomalies would be addressed by the recommendations of the formula working group that was due to report in the Autumn, for implementing changes in 2010-11.

1.3. In the meantime it was noted that funding protection would feature in the 2009-10 budgets to highlight areas where readjustment was required, but avoiding imposing significant and unplanned reductions that schools might have found difficult to implement. It was noted that many special schools had high balances, but these were not in all cases an indication of surplus funds.

1.4. Agreed that £1m be made available from DSG headroom to fund these additional places. Executive requested that this position and background be reported to the next meting of the Funding Forum.
2. Distribution of DSG Headroom

2.1. Paper was presented setting out latest forecast of likely DSG for 2009-10 (which would not be confirmed by DCSF until mid to late June) and the options for its use. Compared to the original estimates upon which the indicative 2009-10 budgets were prepared a year ago, the position had improved as a result of pupil number increases, school data changes, and a revised view of the level of contingency required.  Overall up to £3m was available.
2.2. A discussion around the options included noting the considerable increase in exam fees faced by secondary schools, continuing pressure on primary schools in addressing workforce reform changes, high fuel bills, and the long-standing commitment to improve primary funding relative to secondary.

2.3. It was noted that the options being considered did not include increases for pre-reception age groups, including PVI providers. This was because proposals already agreed earlier in the cycle had given PVI providers a higher percentage increase than was initially included in mainstream school budgets.
2.4. Agreed that a flat rate increase to all AWPU rates would provide help for all phases in an equitable way and would make a further modest contribution to closing the primary/secondary differential. Agreed that subject to further final work, up to £3m be distributed in this way.

