Annex B
Annex B: Representations made in response to the Diocese of Southwark’s statutory proposal to establish a Church of England
secondary school in Kingston
(Please note: names are not given due to GDPR, unless they are representing organisations and/or occupy particular roles; and paragraph
breaks have been removed to minimise the document’s length.)
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I am both a Christian with a questioning faith and a humanist. I understand there have been expressions
against a new Church of England School being established in Kingston. This makes me sad and I
wanted to register my support of such a new school. The Church of England, and indeed Christianity,
while certainly far from flawless has a rich and long established tradition in education and has proved
itself over the years to deliver education which is inclusive, accepting, questioning, and embracing of free
thinking in an exemplary manner. While fundamentalism is a great concern for us all, whatever faith or
none, and rightly so, I feel the humanist opposition ill thought out and one which also ignores their own
historical narrative which shares similar roots and has much overlapping! Please register my contribution
and support of this proposal for a new church school.
Against I wish to object to this proposal. It discriminates against local children who are denied places in their
nearest school, only for these places to be given to children who live further away. In turn, local children
then need to find a school place further away from their home. So much for reducing emission pollution.
We should all help parents by admitting pupils to their nearest school for reducing car use and pollution.
Children of parents who are none faith or who have a personal none public faith, should not be
discriminated against. All children are of equal worth. A parents’ faith preference should have no place in
a maintained school place allocation. There should be no exemptions in the Equality Act.
Against Having read the outcome of the consultation for the proposed secondary school my concerns remain. I
think the first and most important point is that the scope of the consultation was not sufficient. Being a
school supported by the Church my strong sense is that the consultation has been targeted for response
amongst members and that responses are not therefore aligned with the population but are instead
skewed towards those of a Christian faith. My strong position is that in a society which now includes 50%
of the population with no faith (according to the census) it is not appropriate for a new school which
includes daily worship along Christian lines to be set up. Surely any new school should represent the
society it provides for - 'religious education' is an oxymoron since religion really should play no part in
state education. I feel that you should be asking those responding for 4their faith so that you can ensure
that respondents are representative of society as a whole and not JUST those who happen to be on the
mailing list of Churches. Adding a faith school to Kingston simply makes a less palatable choice available
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4

MR

For

5

JL

For

6

GM

Against

for the majority of residents who have no faith, or are not of the Christian faith. I also note that the
admission criteria have been changed because previous documentation suggested that IF oversubscribed that 33% of places could be awarded on the basis of faith. The consultation response makes
absolutely no reference to any opposition to that or that it has been changed - either my facts are wrong
or this is rather serious omission from the response and implies to me a lack of honesty and
transparency which calls into question the validity of the consultation response. I am a parent in Kingston
of two children (9 and 6) who might benefit from a new school but, given my complete lack of faith and
the fact we have chosen to educate them in a way which allows them to decide their own faith when they
are old enough to do so rather than impose daily worship when they still believe in the tooth fairy and
father christmas and therefore no really able to form judgements in the area of faith. So to summarise I
strongly oppose a new church school because:
1. They do not represent society.
2. Enforced daily worship is inappropriate in a school
3. The consultation has not been properly publicised and has therefore been skewed towards those of
faith
4. The consultation response summary appears to have suppressed the opposition to the selection
based on faith and its subsequent change to the admissions policy.
I strongly oppose any selection on the basis of faith in their selection criteria and that until this is removed
the school should not be allowed to proceed.
This is a quick note to say a fully support the development of Kingston C of E church. Currently both my
children attend St Pauls C of E primary school in Chessington and for the prospect of them being able to
go to a both boy and girl mixed secondary school with the same or similar values as their primary school
would be for me reassuring. I think schools that hold onto religious values and cherish these make an all
rounded happier child that has great aspirations of and for life for their environment around them and all
that live in it. I also feel because there are so many just all boy or all girl schools in the area, on a social
and academic level I would want both mine attending a secondary school with both male and female
pupils. I know certain children thrive in different environments and in some cases they find their academic
achievements flourish more in a same sex schools, but knowing my own children both one boy and one
girl, I feel greater achievement would be obtained in different levels at a school like this.
I am writing in support of the establishment of the proposed Kingston C of E Secondary School. Parents
who choose to send their children to CE primary schools will be able to continue with the church
education and ethos in the secondary sector.
In addition to any of my previous communications in the survey I had now read the proposal for the new
secondary school.
1. I still see no need for a religion based secondary school. If Kingston needs another secondary school
to respond to a genuine growing number of pupils that would be provided in the usual way, I find it odd
that the claim is that Kingston have no money to address this apparent need.
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PW

Neutral

8

MB

Against

9

SW

Against

10

JH

For

2. I find it divisive to have 60 places set aside for church goers, as we have seen abuses of such
schemes before with parents attending churches just for places.
3. I also question their throwaway line of upholding ‘British values’ and I wonder what their source was for
these as they do not state what they are. I wonder what clientele they are attempting to attract with such
emotive and unspecified language. They should set out exactly what they think these values are and
what sources they used. So finally I would suggest if Kingston need a secondary school they support the
creation of one with no reference to religion coming in to it.
There is a clear need for a new secondary school due to the increasing demand. The issues for me are:
Location – is it safe considering the very busy road it will be located on
Transport links – are they sufficient to support it and not cause more pollution by trip generation
Environmental – destruction of the habitat of rare protected species
Religion merits no place in the state education system and religious schools serve only to divide
communities and entrench inequalities and cultural differences, as countless studies have shown. If the
C of E really wanted just to help children, it would provide funds without strings attached but it does not
offer this because its true agenda is to recruit vulnerable people - more specifically children - to its
moribund creed. Any local authority worth its salt should have nothing to do with such blatant attempted
brainwashing of our young people. Needless to say, I strongly oppose the establishment of a C of E
secondary school in Kingston.
I wish to object to the proposal to open a new Church of England secondary school in Kingston.
Despite being wholly taxpayer-funded (capital and operating costs), it is proposed that this school will
discriminate in admissions between children whose parents take them to church and those who do not,
with a third of places allocated on a faith basis if the school is over-subscribed, and no legal barrier to an
increase in that percentage in the future. This seems to me to be morally objectionable and counter to
objectives of integration and social cohesion. I have seen in my own family the problems that arise for
parents unable to gain places for their children in the local schools because they do not belong to the
prescribed church. All state funded schools should aim to maximise community integration by offering
equal access to those of all religions or beliefs and none and to pupils from all socio-economic and ethnic
groups in order to prepare them for the future in which they will grow up. My objection is not just to
discriminatory selection criteria, but also to the emphasis placed on ‘a distinctive Christian character’, a
curriculum ‘underpinned by Christian values’, and Christian collective worship. This is not inclusive
education.
I am writing in support of the proposed C of E secondary school in Kingston Upon Thames. As a
Christian and a person training for ordained ministry in the Church of England, I am very much in favour
of a school which will provide a learning environment where the Christian faith is lived and taught. As a
resident of Kingston Upon Thames and a parent to three primary school aged children, I have very much
valued them being able to be taught in a local C of E primary school and would desire this for them at
secondary school. It has certainly helped to strengthen them in their faith, whilst ensuring that they
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PE

Against

12

AT

For

13

PH

Against

14

BE

For

15

SH

For

remain open and tolerant to those of other faiths or none at all. I write in support of this proposal and
please do not hesitate to contact me if you should require any further information.
As a Kingston resident I write to raise objection to the proposal for a CofE secondary school in the
Borough. Whilst I fully recognise the need for additional places, the role of the Church in the focus, ethos
and management of the proposed school would only go to compound a problem already present in the
primary education sector for the Borough in which children of all backgrounds have Christian doctrine
imposed upon them - making anyone not connected with the church a second-rate citizen. Whilst, in
theory, parents have a choice in school selection, in reality distance becomes the determining factor
making a religious-focused education mandatory. From experience of my own children in the Primary
sector, the schools will recruit staff and lead the school in such a way that the children not connected to
the Church are forced to defend their alternative faith, or none.
With this letter I would love to show my support for establishment of new Kingston C of E Secondary
School. I think is very important for family and students have more choices and places in Christian,
Church of England education, to provide education that celebrates skills, talents, preparing them to find
better work and future.
I wish to object to the proposal to establish a Church of England secondary school in Kingston. New
schools are very much needed in this country, and I have no objection to that. I do object to this being a
religious based school however. I believe that education should be largely secular, and not religious. As
a humanist I believe indoctrination of young people to organised religion in a state-funded school is
wrong. Please add my name to the list of those who object to the proposal on these grounds.
I am emailing as a member of the local clergy in support of the proposed new Church of England
Secondary school. I am keen to see such a school set up since there is currently no Church of England
provision at secondary school level, though there is lots at primary school level. I also agree with the
admissions policy and am very keen on the proposed provision for children with communication problems
and autism.
I am fully in favour of a new VA Secondary School that includes the establishment of a Specialist
Resource Provision. The admissions policy is quite clear in that it will allow the school to be a 'local'
school as well as having foundation places. This will offer diversity of places for parents who wish to have
their children educated in a church school but will also cater for children of other denominations and so
have a good mix. The location in the centre of the borough is well thought out. There is currently no
school close to Kingsmeadow and so the new school will not be poaching from other secondary schools
but will be offering parents in that area a school closer to their homes. I am currently a governor of a
primary Church of England School. Like the proposed school it has foundation places but also offers
places based on proximity to school. It gives the children an excellent education but also teaches them
respect for each other and awareness of other beliefs and cultures. It is a happy school. Put all that
together and children learn.
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SN

Against
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BT

For

18

AP

For

19

OW

For

20

HH

For

I absolutely reject the proposal of developing another C of E school within the borough. We are living in
an area which is multi-cultural, multi faith, and including those of no religious beliefs. Why would we
divide our children’s and grandchildren’s education according to belief? Education and religion are not
the same thing, so why have faith schools? Education should be non-secular and include all of our
children on an equal platform. I completely oppose the establishment of Kingston C of E school.
I support the opening of a co-educational C of E Secondary School in Kingston. There is no C of E
Secondary School at the moment for children from C of E Primary Schools to progress to at the age of
eleven. Children who have attended a C of E school at primary level are used the caring ethos of their
school and are entitled to continue their education in a similar atmosphere. C of E schools have
something special to offer which is why they tend to oversubscribed and to which many non-Christian
families want to send their children. They are not divisive as they open to children of any race or religion.
We need to widen the choice available to parents and this would be an excellent way to do that.
I support the proposal for a new secondary school to serve those living in the area nearer Kingston town
centre who currently fall outside almost all the “catchment” areas of local Kingston schools. I am happy
with the faith criteria. The increased numbers in primary school has left Kingston with a distinct lack of
secondary places. I am disappointed that no Sixth Form is planned. I think the school would be an
unpopular choice versus other schools who have that provision, and actually suggests an unequal choice
for parents versus other schools locally. I would actually prefer instead that both Tiffin schools governing
bodies were significantly pressured by the local council to prioritise local children that pass the entrance
exam like most other grammar schools around the country (i.e. closest distance to gate rather than
highest ranked score). This would free up local provision without the need to build a new school, which to
the taxpayer and for Kingston as a whole would be much more beneficial.
I am a New Malden parent of two boys due to start secondary school in September 2025 and September
2028 and am writing in support of the proposed school.
Choice: I am neither Catholic nor the parent of girls. As such the nearest and highest-rated two schools
are not available for my children. Others are also ruled out due to exclusionary policies based on faith
(unlike the admissions policy proposed here). As I wish to send my children to a mixed-sex school, this
rules out another option and means there is only one school that meets my single criteria in the area.
Location: The proposed school fills a geographical gap in the borough for inclusive schools. Shortage of
spaces: The statistics show a new school is needed in the borough. Existing schools are not capable of
expanding to meet the need.
Record: I believe the track record of the Southwark Diocesan board of education supports them being the
people to run it. My sons attend a CofE primary school in the area.
I wanted to write in support of the proposal to have a new Church of England voluntary-aided Secondary
School in Kingston. You don't need me to tell you how short of places the borough are for secondary
aged children and to offer a school which has a faith element but is also mixed, open to the whole
community and non-selective would be very exciting for all concerned. `The unit including specialist
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21

CG

Against

22

SR

Against

provision is also much needed. Please consider this email as very supportive of the plans and include it
in the decision making which you will obviously be undertaking.
I completely oppose the establishment of a C of E secondary school in Kingston. Faith schools have no
place in our modern society. There are enough divisions as it is. Our children deserve better than this.
1. I wish to register my support for the principle of establishing a new secondary school to serve local
children in Kingston.
2. I wish to register my objection to the proposed religious character of the school. I agree with much of
the school's proposed ethos and key features (https://www.kingstoncofesecondary.org.uk/ethos/),
however, I do not consider these values to be exclusive to Church of England schools. These are shared
values and I would expect any local school in the UK to demonstrate them. There is already ample (even
disproportionate) provision of faith-based school places in Kingston. The establishment of an additional
faith school will reduce choice for local parents and children, not increase it as is suggested in the
proposal. There is a clear demand for non-faith, non-selective, co-educational secondary school places
and there is a shortage of such places across the borough. To illustrate this, The Kingston Academy is
hugely over-subscribed and last year was unable to offer first-preference places to children living less
than a 10 minute walk from the school. That this should be the case for a newly established school with
(as yet) no exam track-record or league-table position, demonstrates that local families overwhelmingly
want an inclusive, secular, comprehensive education for their children. Any new school in the borough
should be of a non-faith, non-selective and co-educational nature, to serve local children and meet the
needs and expectations of local families.
3. I wish to register my strong objection to the school’s proposed admissions policy. I object in the
strongest terms to the proposed ‘foundation places’ reserved for children from a Christian background.
This is deeply divisive, discriminatory in the extreme, at odds with the principles of an inclusive society
and runs contrary to Christian teaching and values. Historically, Church schools were established to
educate children who might not otherwise have attended school. More recently, the Archbishop of
Canterbury has himself described Church schools as ‘an expression of love and service to the
community’. I believe that the policy of reserving places for the children of regular churchgoers
undermines this teaching. Such policies lack transparency and are often abused, by parents as with
those who do not usually choose to attend Church increase their attendance in the run-up to school
applications (“on your knees to avoid the fees”), and by school boards as the number of reserved
foundation places is inevitably increased over time. If this policy is approved I would like to see measures
to prevent an ongoing increase in the number of reserved foundation places. In addition to the points
made above, such an increase will widen the catchment area of the school, decrease the number of
children who are able to walk to school and will ultimately mean that the school does not really serve the
local community.
4. I wish to register my objection to the choice of location. I would like to see any new school adapt
existing buildings or build on a ‘brown field’ site. The loss of accessible, open, green space in the
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AT

Against

24

FB

For

25

PT

For

26

SO’H

For

27

MS

For

borough should be resisted. If there is space to spare at Kingsmeadow, I would prefer to see an
expansion of sports provision for the residents of the borough. I was previously unaware of the presence
of slow worms on the site or the conservation implications of the proposals but I’m very pleased to learn
about this. I feel saddened that (like most people of my generation) I have never seen a slow worm 'in
the wild'. I feel strongly that we should aim to protect the remaining pockets of nature around us and I
would like see the habitat of these rare and beautiful creatures left undisturbed.
Just writing to register my objection for a new secondary school in Kingston to run by the CofE. I'd prefer
it to be secular - especially as state funded. People should be free to select a religious education for their
child if they wish, but not paid for by the state. I write as the parent of twins starting secondary education
in September. We have already had a new primary school for north Kingston being run by Chapel St
schools, in addition to all the religious options already available. I do not wish secondary education in
North Kingston to go down the same route. Kingston Academy was chosen as a secular option, as a
result of the local feeling around this - I can't see that anything has changed since then.
I wish to support the proposal to have a Church of England Secondary School in Kingston, and welcome
the intention to provide places for those children whose conditions make them harder to place, as my
younger son has learning disabilities so we know the difficulties that can present. No-one is being forced
to go to a faith-based school. I believe families should have the right of choice. I write as a Baptist
Christian, whose son appreciated the C of E school in Sutton (Wilson’s), in spite of the long journey from
the Worcester Park edge of Kingston to the school at Wallington. Traditionally Baptists are not
enthusiastic about C of E and Roman Catholic schools, but we liked Wilson’s ethos and our son warmed
to the chaplain there, while appreciating a secondary education that set him on course for what is proving
a very successful career in engineering.
I am writing (again) to support this proposed Church of England secondary school. As an ex resident of
Kingston, who attended school there, and has continuing connections with the Borough through my
membership of the congregation of All Saints, Kingston Parish Church, I believe a church school would
add immeasurably to the choice of schools available to non-grammar students. My partner teaches in a
church school, and I am admiring of the ethos and sense of discipline it instils into students. Kingston
needs a school run on such decent principles.
I am writing in support of a CofE secondary school in Kingston. Some years ago we were looking at
schools for our son and applied to St Cecilia’s School near Putney. Unfortunately we were too far away
so didn’t get a place. I feel the children of our borough would really benefit from a very good education
with a strong Christian ethos and values. Such schools are generally popular and over-subscribed. I
hope this goes ahead.
I would like to make you aware of my support for the proposed Church Secondary School in Kingston. I
consider that the school will enhance the community, provide much needed quality education, and
provide school places to match the new demand caused by the going growth in the town
7
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For
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ST

Against

30

SE

For

31

RM

Against

I am writing in support of the proposal for a new Church of England secondary school in Kingston. I know
that the borough needs more school places for children aged 11-18 and I would very much support the
establishment of a non-selective faith school.
My original objections stand. They were not to the idea of another secondary school as such in Kingston.
It would need to be put in a location that, whilst being totally accessible to all pupils, would try to avoid
maximum traffic congestion at the beginning and end of the school day. I would also suggest that
dropping the words 'Church of England' would re-enforce the idea of the school being all-inclusive. As I
already know from friends I have, the proportion of places allocated to special needs children has to be
increased to a large extent. I know parents with very busy jobs, who exhaust themselves each day with
long drives back and to charity run special schools twice a day so that their severely disabled children
can go to school. Please, in the interest of fairness and equality, will you give very serious consideration
to the points that I raise here.
I am repeating my strong support for this new school with its specialist resource provision and its
admissions policy which will provide for parents who wish their children to attend a C of E secondary
school, thus adding to the diversity of Kingston's secondary education provision. The fact that it will be
co-educational will also be very welcome, as will its central location.
I submitted the survey previously and do not have a copy of my responses, however, I will do my best to
articulate my thoughts here. With regard to the below please can I object to the email saying “Please
(re)submit your letter/emails of support.” This is a very biased sentence prejudging the outcome. Surely it
would have read better as ‘please resubmit your comments? Although it does say that supportive
feedback and objections are appreciated, writing the above makes one assume that the decision has
already been made. This alone is enough to show this to be a biased process. I would also like to
comment that the email below only went to those who submitted a response. There does not seem to be
any wider communication. In my previous submission, I commented that the consultation did not appear
to be widespread. I am a governor of a local primary school and the headteacher had not heard of the
consultation until I raised it. The communication to local stakeholders was definitely not on the scale the
school team claim it was. I believe there are many groups who have missed out on giving feedback as
they were just not aware of it. I am also a local resident living very close to the new proposed site. I have
concerns regarding an increase in traffic in the area, which is already busy. Buses are already full in the
local area too, and I believe the effect of COVID with more people choosing to stay in cars rather than
use public transport will be detrimental. Whilst I am supportive of a local faith school in the area, I believe
the circumstances have greatly changed since the initial proposal and speaking to friends and colleagues
involved in local schools there are class vacancies, therefore there is not the demand for more secondary
school places. Spreading students over more schools will result in redundancies at current schools and
be extremely damaging to the education of children in those schools. Whilst new houses are being built
in the local area these do not automatically come with school-aged children, and HS2, as listed in the
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Against

33
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For
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For
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HW

For

37

Alison Bateman
(Headteacher,
Holy Trinity
Primary School,
Richmond)

For

38

TW

Against

initial bid, is also now longer relevant. Therefore, on balance, I don’t believe another school is needed at
this current time.
I am writing to object to this proposal. All state schools should be secular. Less than 5% of the population
of England attends church regularly yet the admissions criteria reserved 33% of places for churchgoers.
It is not inclusive and state provision should not discriminate on the grounds of religion.
I am very happy to re-submit my support for the proposed CofE secondary school for Kingston. As Lay
Chair of the Kingston Deanery Synod, I fully support this proposal. The addition of the CofE secondary
school to the RBK school offer to parents and their children will be a very significant benefit. The
proposal to include a Special Resource Provision for pupils with autism is especially welcome. The
additional secondary school places are urgently needed by the Royal Borough, and whatever people
may feel about the desirability or otherwise of these places being provided via a CofE school, under
current government policy this is the only possible route by which these places can be provided.
I support this proposal. The proposed principles and their track record are an assurance.
I previously submitted a response strongly in favour of this proposal. Parents are entitled to a choice of
school for their child’s education and Anglican schools have an excellent reputation based on evidence
for their high standards of pupil achievement; support for children of all abilities; and a caring ethos. They
also welcome children of all faiths and none. As a secondary school teacher and a governor of a local
Anglican primary school, I have current knowledge of the education sector and warmly welcome this
proposal to improve the choices for parents in this important area of south-west London.
I’m writing to give my support for the provision of a new secondary school in the Kingston borough. As a
parent of a child who has just gone through the process of selecting a secondary school, I feel that there
needs to be more choice for the ever increasing local population. When we visited the local schools,
they had been over extended to cope with the demand but to the detriment of valuable outdoor space
(both for play and sport). We only had 2 state options, it would have been nice to have had a 3rd to
compare to.
I am writing in support of the establishment of a new Church of England secondary school in the borough
of Kingston to allow a greater breadth of choice for parents when selecting a secondary school for their
child. It would also enable the borough to meet the growth in demand for secondary places alleviating the
problem that has arisen this year in that 158 pupils have not been offered a secondary school place. With
further large-scale developments in Kingston, it is likely that the need for additional places will continue.
The establishment of the Specialist Resource Provision at the school (Social Communication Needs,
including Autism) will also help to meet the growing need for such placements also.
I object strongly to this proposal on grounds that religious schools should not be state funded. In
particular:
 I object on grounds that state funding should not be used for religious instruction (as opposed to the
teaching of comparative religion, which is not the same thing at all).
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Alison Vigurs
(Headteacher,
St Andrew’s & St
Mark’s CE Junior
School, Surbiton)

For

40

Kevin Edmonds
(Headteacher,
St Paul’s CE
Primary School,
Kingston Hill)
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For

41

For

42

Richard Cheetham For
(Bishop of
Kingston)

43

D&KS

For

44
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For

 I object to any school places being reserved for people of any faith, on grounds that this is a
discriminatory practice.
 Local Authorities should be seeking to phase out religious schools, not fund more.
I would like to add my support to that of many others in relation to a CofE secondary school in the
borough. It seems anomalous to me that we have 3 RC primary schools and 2 secondary schools and 9
CofE primaries and 0 secondaries. Where is the diversity of choice? I have been asked on more than
one occasion about a faith school that my pupils can attend after leaving here. The borough is also in
dire need of another SRP and, from my experience in recent years, more provision is going to be needed
going forward. I look forward to a positive outcome from this consultation.
Please may I add my support to this project that will support Kingston in providing places and also a
further choice of school type. I understand that the school will support its local community providing
places to anxious parents, offering a good number of open places and also providing places for families
who would welcome a Church of England secondary school in Kingston. It is also reassuring that the
scheme will help support students with their social communication and also support students with autism.
With regard to the proposed new CofE secondary school in Kingston I would like to voice my
wholehearted approval for such a plan. I have young children and would hope to see sufficient places
within the borough for them when they finish primary school.
As the former Chair of Southwark Diocesan Board of Education, as well as being Bishop of Kingston, I
am strongly in favour of the proposal for Kingston C of E Secondary School. This is particularly as (1)
Kingston is one of very few boroughs which does not already have a Church of England secondary
school (2) I have seen St Cecilia's School, Wandsworth, develop from a new build and, 18 years later, it
provides real evidence that Southwark Diocesan Board of Education has the capacity both to develop
and to run a very successful secondary school. I do think there is a clear moral, educational, and political
argument which can be made for having a Church of England secondary school as part of the diversity of
schooling, within an overall agreed frame- work for all schools, in a society which has a mature, plural
culture. (“Collective worship: issues and opportunities” (page 174) – Richard Cheetham, SPCK 2004.) As
well as the long historical and foundational role which the Church of England has played in the education
system of this country, currently the Church of England can bring helpful insights into a richer philosophy
of education which can be a major contributor for the common good. (Church of England’s Vision for
Education: https://www.churchofengland.org/sites/default/files/201710/2016%20Church%20of%20England%20Vision%20for%20Education%20WEB%20FINAL.pdf)
As a Christian family and local residents, we support the SDBE's proposal for a new Voluntary Aided
Secondary School in Kingston. I believe that there is a need for additional secondary school places in
the borough and feel the choice offered by a new faith school will benefit the families in the borough.
I am writing to you to express SUPPORT for a new secondary school in central Kingston. I believe there
is a shortage is secondary school places in the area as my daughter who is in Year 8 has been on a
waiting list for 5 of her top choice schools for 2 years now. I would encourage you to establish non- faith
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Emily Evans
(Headteacher,
St Paul’s CE
Primary School,
Hook)

For

47

Lulu Esua
(Headteacher,
St John’s CE
Primary School,
Kingston)

For

coeducational school which as it would best address the need of a diversity of Kingston population.
Perhaps current Guildhall building can be repurposed to serve as a school? As this would also guarantee
its availability for use of wider Kingston population.
With regard to the above proposal and "re-consultation", I would like to repeat my objection on the
grounds that I think that faith schools are contrary to the aims of diversity and inclusivity and create
division. In the case of church schools they are also used as a means of implementing selective
schooling which is in itself discriminatory and typically favours children of higher income families. They
are also self-restricting in terms of the staff they hire and this is contrary to what any good school's aims
should be, that is to deliver the best possible school experience through the highest calibre staff
available.
I am writing to express my support for the plans for the proposed VA Secondary School in Kingston. I am
a local Primary Church School Head and I would welcome the development of a Church of England
Secondary School in Kingston. As Headteachers, we are well aware that the increased competition for
secondary school places in Kingston has resulted in families finding they have less choice in where their
child attends and also in pupils not being allocated a school place. This is causing anxiety and
uncertainty for pupils within the borough and their parents. The creation of this school would address this
need. The introduction of a Church of England Secondary School would also provide an option that is not
currently there for parents, such as those of the pupils at my school, who have chosen a C of E Primary
school but do not then have this choice at the next stage. The plans to have an SRP would also not only
provide specialist provision for pupils within the school, but also outreach to primary schools in the
borough which would be another benefit to the local and wider community.
As a Headteacher of a local faith Church of England Primary School, I am aware of the parental desire
for their children to attend a C of E secondary school. This I believe is because they value the ethos of
church school education we provide for their children. The pastoral care and support, valuing and
appreciating all just as they are and serving the community is the ethos by which we encourage all to be
part of. This enables us to develop positive relationships with pupils in order to seek successful
achievement for all. There are many choices for parents with no particular view either way, however, for
those of us with strong views and faith, these schools do not exist in Kingston. This does not celebrate
inclusion, diversity nor choice. So hearing the Southwark Diocese would like to open up a new secondary
school, I was excited and fully in support of this. My children were denied this option as they progressed
through the education system. Many parents who consciously chose St John’s, a faith school for their
child, ask what C of E secondary is available for them to choose from the long list of secondary schools,
and the answer is ‘none’. Faith schools do have a statutory place in our society, and therefore we should
be seeking to balance this out for the benefit of our Kingston children. You are aware of the current
pressure for high schools placements in Kingston and Richmond. We know around 158 pupils were
unable to be placed in secondary school for the 2021/22 academic year, and this is now a growing trend
each year. I know that it has also been indicated that the proposed school will also have a Specialist
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Resource Provision at the school (Social Communication Needs, including Autism), which is excellent as
Kingston authority are well aware of the issues around the High Needs budget. The borough cannot
afford to let opportunities like this pass them by. The proposed location on the Kingsmeadow site is fairly
central, with good access to free public transport or the ability to walk. The use of the Kingsmeadow
facilities and New Malden Leisure Centre not too far away. Finally, people who do not support faith
schools, are able to send their children to non-faith (which is their rights) but they do not and should not
have the right to deny those that wish a faith based secondary C of E education for their child, and
therefore they can vote with their feet and not send their children there. I hope I have made my position
very clear in this consultation.
I’d like to object to the proposed C of E Secondary School in Kingston. We need non-religious schools
that cater for all students regardless of their religious affiliation. I don’t believe religion has a place in
schools other than the study of comparative religion as a subject. It is not feasible to build a separate
school to cater every religious denomination and none in every area. The effect of this kind of
fragmentation by religion in education is harmful as children are educated and socialise only with those
who are from the same religion and culture. This results in less understanding between people of
different cultures and beliefs and is damaging to social cohesion. For children, like mine, who attend a
religious school because it’s the most convenient but who aren’t from that religion, they have to put up
with the indoctrination and try to ignore it as best as they can. It doesn’t leave them with a positive
impression of the religion or school in general.
I have just read about the proposal to open a school that discriminates on the basis of religion. I must
admit, I am horrified about what I have read! In Britain, we have been actively fighting discrimination on
all grounds actively since the 1970s, whether that be gender, race, disability or, in this case, religious
beliefs. This cannot be allowed to go ahead in its current form. Although I live in a neighbouring borough,
my own children have been saddled with the need to attend a C of E primary school, as the nearest
schools to me are all of that faith. I have seen some of the ludicrous teachings that go on e.g. describing
the magician Dynamo negatively as just an illusionist when he "walked on water" but failing to require a
similar evidential standard to Jesus walking on water as "he is divine and the son of god" so no need to
do any further analysis. I have also witnessed first-hand children being driven from far away to attend the
school my children walk to as the diocese and admission rules allow them to select this school. At the
same time, some of my neighbours were not able to send their children to the school nearest to them due
to the places already being filled via religious selection! We live in the most multi-cultural society on Earth
and, despite more than 50% of the population describing themselves as atheist or having no religion,
your council thinks it wise to introduce community segregation based on belief. There is no ground for
this and the proposals should be scrapped forthwith.
As a resident of a neighbouring area of Surrey, I would like to express my objection to the proposed
school as currently outlined. I am objecting on the following grounds:
12
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1 The Council should not facilitate opening schools that will religiously discriminate in its pupil
admissions and teacher employment policies.
2 Discriminatory schools have been shown to fail to provide equal opportunity education to pupils from
across the social spectrum.
3 Religious discrimination is incompatible with social cohesion in our increasingly diverse society.
4 A majority of local people are attempting to move away from religious discrimination in schools
5 The sitting Council currently has a LibDem majority, such a proposal would be at odds with national
Liberal Democrat policy.
Should such a proposal be agreed, the Diocese has not demonstrated how the curriculum and
assemblies of the proposed school would be accessible and inclusive for all, regardless of the pupils' or
their families’ religious or non-religious beliefs.
I am writing to let you know my concern on the admissions policy of the new secondary school proposed
for Kingston Upon Thames where I live. The admissions page states the following: 'Kingston Church of
England Secondary School will be a non-academically selective, co-educational inclusive school. It will
be open to all children from all backgrounds. Children from families of any faith or no faith will be able to
gain admission.' However, reading further into the admissions policy it states 33% of places will be
reserved for children of parents who attend church. This is not an inclusive policy where children and
families from all faiths or no faith will feel welcome. 33% is a huge number of places. Under the UNCRC
(The UN convention of the rights of the child) is states all children have the right to an education. Access
to Education should not be determined on religious beliefs. And I find it deeply troubling that any new
school would have such a discriminatory admissions policy where a third of students will selected on
religious status. I also do not feel it is right that any new schools should have faith so deeply focused into
its title. Education should be free of any religious bias. I know that many parents in the feel the same and
I would urge this proposal to be reviewed at in light of this.
I am writing in support of the proposed new Church of England School for Kingston upon Thames, which
is vital to meet the continuing and growing demand for places in the Borough. The proposed location
matches an area where there is already insufficient provision. I particularly support the proposal to
establish a Specialist Resource Provision. This is also desperately needed. The school is co-educational
which will suit many families in the area. The school will also offer diversity of choice as there is currently
no Church of England Secondary School in the Borough. I totally support the proposed admissions policy
(60 foundation places and 120 open places each year). I do hope the proposal will be successful on this
occasion.
I wish to express my views against the proposed Church of England School in Kingston. I very strong[ly]
oppose the divisive nature of this proposal believing that the school, which is to be state funded by an
increasingly secular society, should reflect the increasingly diverse society that we now live in. It should
therefore give fair access to all regardless of faith or ‘non faith’. Whist it is true that Church of England
remains the national legally established church this is not representative of people views or indeed
13
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actions. Church attendance is falling, only 1% of people aged 18-24 identify as Church of England,
according to the British Social Attitudes (BSA) survey for 2018. Even among over-75s, the most religious
age group, only one in three people describe themselves as C of E. It is clear that large number of
parents are forced to attend church simply to get their children into their local school, this is
discriminatory and unfair. The trend towards secularism will continue as parents influence the views and
opinions of their children. The law does not and should not permit discriminatory service provision by the
public sector. The Council should only open schools that are religiously inclusive. I do not believe that the
Council have demonstrated how the curriculum and assemblies of the proposed school would be
accessible and inclusive for all, regardless of people or their family’s religious or non-religious beliefs.
The pandemic has surely increased social cohesion across society, ventures such as faith schools only
contribute to division.
I strongly object to any form of new public-funded education that discriminates based on religion.
We are trying to create a more tolerant and diverse society and encouraging separation is wholly against
the values of our country and the direction in which it is heading. I am somewhat shocked that this seems
to be a policy that is supported by the Liberal Democrats as it specifically contradicts their national
policies.
I oppose the proposal of taxpayer money being used to build schools with allocated spaces for faith
groups including CoE. In my opinion this leads to divided communities and enhances differences
between peoples of different religions, cultures and traditions. The schools should focus on teaching our
children common moral and ethical practices that unites humanity. Once grown up children can decide
for themselves which religion to follow if any. I feel strongly against forcing particular religious practices
on impressionable minds.
As the parent of a year 4 and year 8 child at schools in RBK, I am emailing today to note my concerns
about proposals for a new C of E Secondary School. I am 100 per cent supportive of steps to increase
school places in the borough, however I do not think it is appropriate for there to be any variation in the
treatment of entrants to the school due to their attendance at a given church or other religious institution.
As the entrance criteria for the new school potentially favour churchgoers over the wider population, this
does not feel appropriate.
I am writing to object to the proposed reservation of one third of the places in the new secondary school
proposed for the Royal Borough of Kingston-upon-Thames for pupils whose parents describe themselves
as Anglicans. Such a reservation would mean that some children who live nearby could be denied a
place on the grounds of the beliefs (sic) of their parents. This is discriminatory, and should not be
permitted. If the Church of England really wants to make converts, surely it would be better for the school
to recruit pupils regardless of the beliefs of their parents in the hope that the education that is provided
encourages pupils to become Anglicans.
I would like to express my disapproval of a new ‘Faith’ based school in Kingston. Faith schools by
definition increase division and mistrust in our society. As for reserving 30% of places for families that
14
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attend church, just where do you suppose you could find that sort of demographics in the UK never mind
Kingston? Short of going back to the 1950’s.
When we should all be working towards an inclusive, open society please do not undermine this by
showing our children that council leaders are planning our communities in the same old divisive ways.
We need schools that are open to all so that generations of children gradually realise that we are alike
under the skin.
Please stop the proposal for a new faith based school. This is divisive and will not help supply more
school places as many will not send their child to a faith school. I do not believe this is what parents
want.
I am mailing to repeat my support for the planned school in Kingston, particularly due to my experience of
the fantastic support my autistic son received at a similarly set up secondary school in Bexley Borough
(Trinity Academy, Belvedere). I know first hand the benefit he gained from learning alongside those who
were not on the spectrum, and attribute his later success at college to the support he received. The
proposed school will be of immense benefit to the wider community in Kingston, and I whole-heartedly
support its establishment.
I am contacting you, following a request from Mr Colin Powell, the former Director of Education for the
Diocese, to reiterate my strong support for the school. In my view, it would provide much needed
diversity of provision within the Royal Borough of Kingston and serve those families who are keen for
their children to attend a Church of England Secondary School. I am therefore very much in favour of the
school being built and opened for pupils.
We, in this household, think that the school must have no selection of pupils, it is paid for by taxpayers
and therefore has to be available to all living in the area. Our 3 children were educated in the area state
schools and at all had RK (religious knowledge) classes. This should be insisted on this new school.
There is a need to prevent a them and us situation. Already concerned at the level of Islamic schools and
the amount of terrorism linked to the faith. School inspection needs to be stepped up to ensure the
children are not indoctrinated into any one faith.
I want to record my objection to any admissions policy that discriminates on the basis of religion.
Faith is a personal position and should not be reflected in state funded education. It’s 2021 and I’m
surprised such a possibility exists.
As in my previous response to the Church- run consultation on this proposal, I would like to object to the
new school being a Church school. Even 33% faith-based admissions seems too high to me – and as it
is unlikely that 33% of families in Kingston are regular church-goers, it will simply encourage parents to
lie about their religious affiliation and church attendance, and will discriminate unfairly against other
families. I am concerned too about discrimination when recruiting staff members. The Council should
insist that there are no faith-based admissions or employment policies in proposed school. I am aware
that faith-based schools such as the one proposed can offer their own version of Religious Education,
too, and wonder what will be on offer in this VA school. Also, I regret that this proposed new school will
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be built on a local green space in Norbiton, which does not have much green space, and will disturb local
wildlife. All in all, though I acknowledge that Kingston probably needs a new secondary school, I am sorry
that it will be a VA school and that it will be built on this particular site.
My son is coming towards the end of year 9 at The Kingston Academy, which continues to fulfil all our
expectations for proper inclusive education in Kingston. To now be contemplating the establishment of a
secondary school that would be permitted to discriminate in favour of children whose parents are
prepared to show their faces in church for as long as they have to in order to secure a place seems
retrograde to say the least - especially in view of the evidence of declining congregations and a general
disillusion with religion. Apparently the Council's view is that the CofE's offer is the best available. Does
this mean that it would not be possible for the Kingston Educational Trust to raise or receive the
necessary funding? At the very least, it should be possible to impose conditions that put strict limits on
the percentage of "Christian" admissions - say 10 per cent?
I’m writing to object to the proposed secondary school, on the basis that it is wrong for the council to be
supporting schools whose stated goal is to prefer pupils based on their religion. I don’t believe religious
discrimination should be a part of any state institution, and I am concerned that the Diocese has failed to
demonstrate how it will make the school accessible, welcoming and open to all, regardless of their
beliefs.
I strongly object to local state schools being faith based, indeed any faith. Schools are there to provide an
education to all children not to discriminate against children whose parents happen to be of one religion
or another. I understand there is a proposal for a new state school to allow 33% of places to be allocated
on the basis of children’s religion. In this case Cof E. Children do not have religions, it is foisted on them
by their parents. It is brain washing of the worst sort.
I would like to register my support for a new Church of England secondary school in Kingston.
As a Surrey resident I strongly support of a new secondary C of E Faith school in the Borough and
particularly the support of special needs and communication.
I applaud the idea of a CofE school in Kingston as there is not one in the borough. I also believe there is
a need for an additional school with the ever increasing new properties that are emerging.
I think this is a fantastic idea and needed in the borough. We have lots of CofE primary schools and then
nowhere for them to go on to with the same ethos. I highly support this proposal.
I'm writing to object to the proposed Kingston C of E Secondary School. Whilst I accept that there may be
a need for a new school or expansion of existing schools in the borough, this should not be provided by a
faith-based organisation. The establishment of faith-based schools perpetuates the unjustified influence
that these organisations hold in our secular society. Membership of organised religion is in decline in the
UK. A shortage of funding should not be a reason to place something as important as our children's
education in the hands of these increasingly discredited organisations. Just as we would not consider
faith-based hospitals or police departments, we should not be proposing faith-based schools.
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I am a parent living in the Kingston Council. My elder daughter now studying in TKA and my young one is
only at reception. With their age gap, the younger one may not be able to get into TKA for its encashment
area is getting smaller and smaller. With the influx of immigrants to the UK for Kingston being one of the
hottest spot, the demand of secondary school in Kingston is undeniable. We now have a much increased
numbers of primary school places and the proposal of having a CoE secondary school in the area is
desirable. Please consider to put in another secondary school in the area to meet the increasing needs.
P.S. You may notice the soaring numbers of immigrants from HK via the BNO visa.
I am sending this email to add my personal support for the building of the Church of England Secondary
School in Kingston which I feel is long overdue. There are 3 RC Primary schools in Kingston and 2 RC
Secondary schools. There are 9 Church of England Primary Schools and yet no Secondary School at
this time. The nearest Church of England Secondary schools are Christ’s School in Richmond and Saint
Cecilia’s in Wandsworth. This is clearly not equitable. It is about diversity of choice. Many Key Stage 2
parents, over time, have bemoaned this unfairness to me as their child’s Head Teacher and expressed
the desire for their children to continue in a Church of England Secondary School once they have left us.
I understand that there has been some legal challenge to this project but feel that everyone should have
the choice. No one is forcing anyone to attend a Church of England Secondary School if they do not wish
to, just as no one is forcing anyone to attend a single sex Secondary School if they do not wish to. I am
especially pleased that the plan is for this Church of England Secondary School to be co- educational
and for it to have a Social Communication Resource Provision that all our schools will have the benefit
from as they will undertake outreach work and support, as well as being part of our family of Church
Schools in Kingston. I believe that this proposal would help to meet the needs and wishes of our
Kingston community and offer my support wholeheartedly.
I object to a state funded school insisting that a specific percentage of pupils should be a certain faith. A
state funded school should be open to all.
I am opposed to the idea for the following reasons:
- While it is the right of parents to provide religious education to their children, I believe it is the right of
the general population not to be forced to pay for a stranger’s child’s religious education out of their
own pockets. State education is of course a right of all children and the tax payer should contribute – it
binds us together in common values and provides a level playing field of life chances. Religious
education does no such thing, in fact it is tribal in the broadest sense of the word. There is no such
thing as a Christian, Jewish, Hindu, child etc. there are children of Christians, Jews, Hindus or
Moslems. The parents may or may not wish to influence their children into those beliefs just as it is the
right of the children to embrace or reject those ideologies. All this is a personal matter for the parents
and not an obligation of the tax paying general public. If parents are committed to religious education
then they have the facility to provide it either through their local church, temple etc and/or through
promoting faith at home. Additionally and if this is not sufficient for them then they and similarly minded
individuals are perfectly free to invest in a school funded outside of enforced taxation.
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- Promotion of faith education paid for out of general taxes can promote division. When Atatürk promoted
a non-religious state education system he gave rise to a modern Turkey, free of religious division – all
being equally accepted. When Erdogan reversed the work of Atatürk he threw Turkey back into
religious and cultural division. A multi-cultural society does not have to be divided. We must learn the
lesson of history!
- It’s elitist! It opens the doors to disingenuous lobbying. When Richard Reynolds in Twickenham was
heavily lobbied by local Catholic interests led by Lord True, it was on the basis of a disenfranchised
Catholic sector living in the borough who felt they were being discriminated against. After this fallacious
lobbying had ended, the school found itself wildly under subscribed and they had to open their doors to
a broader population. Who then were these hordes of people, desperate for their children to receive
free Catholic education? In fact, this was a lobby designed to give Catholic children the competitive
“edge” on school choice by excluding others; many of whose parents had paid for it!
In conclusion, it is discriminatory, it promotes resentment and division, it’s elitist.
I would like to object to the above proposal. Faith schools never have a positive impact on the
communities in their catchment area, they are divisive and detrimental to social cohesion. This is not the
direction we should be taking.
I understand that a second round of consultation is being undertaken over the establishment of a Church
Secondary School in Kingston. I write in support of the proposal. It will increase the range of choice in the
Borough as there is currently no Church secondary provision. It will be well placed centrally in the
Borough where there is not sufficient provision at the moment. It will be co-educational. A strong and
balanced approach to faith based education which respects all faiths and discourages extremism has a
significant role to play. It should not be seen as blindly promoting one faith tradition over others, which is
not the Church of England’s approach in theory or practise. Good faith based education is open and
listens and works with all traditions. It offers pupils a good understanding of faith in a modern and
complex world. I hope that the project will be go ahead as a partnership between Kingston Council and
the Diocese of Southwark.
I am strongly against the idea that a new secondary school proposed for Kingston will be a Church of
England faith school where up to 33% of the places are reserved for children of parents who go to
church. It’s blatant discrimination including to over half the U.K. population who are non religious/non
practicing. It cannot be right that a child is denied access to a local state-funded school simply because
of the religious practices of their parents (sincere or otherwise). The council must insist to the Diocese
that there are zero faith-based admissions.
I believe that the admission criteria of state schools should not discriminate on religious grounds because
this undermines social cohesion, particularly in an area which is socially diverse. I know from personal
and professional experience that parents who are able to ‘play the system’ may gain admission for their
child while the children of other parents are disadvantaged. It can be difficult to devise and administer a
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fair admissions policy but I believe religious discrimination is not the way forward. I understand that this
is also national Liberal Democrat policy so should be a major consideration for the council.
I am really concerned to learn that there is a proposal in Kingston for a new secondary school where
33% of the places will be reserved for children whose parents state Church of England faith. I understand
that the final consultation was incorrect and therefore please see this email as my strong objection. It
cannot be right in this day and age in our country that other children could be denied access to a new
school, simply based on the faith of parents. It is also totally against the ethos of allowing our future
children and young adults to not be integrated together, not least to break down barriers, understanding
and appreciation of all cultures.
I am very concerned to hear that Kingston Council is considering to give the go ahead for Kingston
Church of England Secondary School that intends to reserve a third of its places for “Christian” students.
I live in Kew, where we have seen the damage and social injustice that these schools can cause in the
community. Queens C of E primary School has a similar policy and only accepts students that have been
to the local church regularly for at least two years before application. This sounds harmless on paper, but
the reality is that is an effective way of discriminating against students that have only recently moved to
the UK or that come from ethnic minority families that don’t tend to be Christian and often don’t have
English as a first language. The result is that the Faith school performs very well because it doesn’t have
to cater for students that have additional language learning requirements. This in turn makes it very
attractive to middle class parents who will happily ‘play the game’ and go to church in order to get their
children accepted. I recently spoke to our local vicar about this and he admitted that he thought the
system was madness and that he knew that the majority of his church going community only attend
because they want to get their kids into the school... Other schools in the area that do not discriminate,
end up with a disproportionately high number of students that don’t conform to the entry requirements of
the C of E school. They have more students who require extra help with their English language skills, and
more students from lower income families with parents that are not in a position to be able to integrate
into the local church community. In Kew, this has caused huge resentment. It is not uncommon to see
white middle class children being ferried across Kew by car and dropped off at Queens, whilst children of
colour are travelling right past the school that is on their doorstep, in order to get to a school that has a
worse Ofsted rating and is several miles from their home. It is my personal opinion that these systems
are still in place because there is a large number of white middle class parents who simply don’t want
their children to go to school with children that are not like them. Allowing them to do that, is seriously
undermining the social cohesion of the cities we live in. If we want our society to change for the better, to
be more inclusive, tolerant and multicultural, then we need to give our children equal opportunities.
There should be no place for discrimination in a state funded school and I urge you to do everything you
can to stop it.
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I originally wrote in a letter of support for this school. I have two children in a c of e primary school - St
Matthew’s Surbiton and would really welcome the opportunity for them to go to a faith based secondary
school.
Against. Reasons:
- Extra travel distance for pupils, twice-daily, if they are not allowed into the nearest schools, with effects
on parents' lives and congestion.
- Discrimination by faith bad for education.
- Faith groups likely to use hidden methods of discrimination in hiring staff and selecting pupils, even if
their official position is that they don't discriminate or only reserve a percentage of places.
- Pressure on parents to pretend to be religious and attend church in order to secure a selective school
place.
- Past history of faith schools having a culture of cover-up and excessive respect for authority.
I’m writing, as a parent of a current Kingston year 13 student, to object to the proposal to open a new
school that will discriminate in selection on the basis of religion. The council simply shouldn’t be
facilitating more religious discrimination - surely this is something that society needs less of not more. It is
unfair and bad for social coherence. It also is counter to the Liberal Democrat national policy. I’ve seen
the benefits of a Kingston education for my daughter which was delivered to her alongside others of a
range of backgrounds and faiths. Removing the ‘C of E children’ is to their, other pupils (both with and
without faith) and the wider community's detriment. Please don’t deny this broad education to future
Kingston pupils.
While Kingston borough clearly needs another co-ed, non-selective secondary, I think any new school
should provide a high-quality secular education. It is such a shame that the only option on the table is yet
another faith school. The paucity of co-ed, secular, non-selective provision in the borough is to be
deplored.
I read with great interest about a proposal for a new Church of England Secondary School in the borough
of Kingston. I am a parent with 2 children at Malden Parochial School, despite senior school being 4
years away for my eldest, the thought of secondary school is a very real, looming concern for my
husband and I. It would seem as a parent, particularly those with girls, living in Worcester Park you have
3 options in order to access the local secondary schools;
1) Start tutoring (at great expense) your child from the age of 8/9 in the hope that they are accepted into
a Grammar School, ultimately there is no guarantee they'll be accepted.
2) Pay for an independent school (which will cost on average +£120k for the whole of senior school per
child).
3) Be Catholic!
Due to the reasons above, my husband and I are seriously considering moving out of the area solely for
secondary school purposes, which I appreciate may seem dramatic, but I can assure you that I am not
alone in such matters. In theory girls should be in catchment for Tolworth Girls or Coombe Girls, but in
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Worcester Park you are out of catchment for both by quite some distance! I am extremely concerned
about our options for secondary school and would like to help in any way in this matter, please do let me
know if you require any help in raising awareness for this very important cause.
I don't believe children shouldn't be denied access to a local state-funded school simply because of the
religious practices of their parents. The Council should insist to the Diocese that there are zero faithbased admissions.
I have two sons at St. Matthew's Primary School (in Year 3 and Year 1) and am very supportive of the
plans for a new C of E secondary school in Kingston. Hopefully the school can open in 2024 so my eldest
son can attend. I am concerned about the lack of high quality secondary schools in the area especially
for boys so this proposal is very welcome to me and my family.
I have been a resident of Kingston, in New Malden for almost 40 years. My children attended Malden
Parochial C of E Primary School, at that time there were limited places for children in local Faith
Secondary Schools apart from the Roman Catholic schools in our part of the Borough. For the past 10
years I have been a Governor of a local Church of England Primary school and am aware of the lack of
secondary school places in the Borough, particularly in the New Malden area. Many pupils appear to
travel to Kingston or go to schools outside of Kingston. Having read the proposal from Southwark
Diocese, I would like to submit my support for the proposed school. I did previously submit a response to
the questionnaire. I would be happy to agree to the admissions criteria, with the proposals for the
Specialist Resource provision and a commitment to a set number of places for children to apply under
the Faith criteria. There are a number of Church of England Primary schools in and around New Malden.
The Diocese have shown themselves to be inclusive, there is a diverse population on the roll of the
Primary School where I am a Governor and I consider that the school is inclusive, therefore I cannot
identify any reasons why the Christian ethos of the proposed school would be unacceptable. There are
good transport links to the area and possible extra-curricular and other facilities would be a welcome
addition to the community of the area.
I would like to share my whole-hearted objection to the proposed Kingston Cof E secondary school.
There is no place for faith-based education in modern society and certainly not in the British education
system. The establishment of this school will be discriminatory and the wider impact of this and all
religious schools is to drive segregation in our society. The proposal (pp 8. Vision and Religious
character) states ‘it will be highly inclusive’ but in the same sentence says that the school '...will have a
distinctive Christian character.' This is an oxymoron. The need for another secondary school is not
justified or explained anywhere within the proposal with coherent data. The proposal talks instead about
"The establishment of the school has been considered necessary in order to enable local parents,
families and students to have more choice." Evidence from the Borough shows that the two faith schools
in the borough - The Holy Cross and Richard Challoner both accept an extremely high number of pupils
from outside the borough (the Holy Cross 45%, Richard Challoner 42%, compared to The Kingston
Academy 8% and Coombe Girls, 13%). The suggested 16% increase in pupil numbers quoted in the
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proposal (pp 5. Objective and reason for the new school) would be accommodated in an instant by
freeing up places at these two schools for children in the borough. What's more, a third of the places at
the school will be 'Foundation' places for children of families who can demonstrate Anglican or other
Christian commitment." This in itself makes a mockery of the statement that this will be an "inclusive
school" (pp. 10 Admission Arrangements and Implementation) and that, "pupils from all faiths and none
[will] feel welcome at the school." The proposal state that "SDBE will not be contributing to capital costs
but have and will be providing support to implement these proposals." This is simply outrageous. The
SDBE is being given the reins to run a faith-based school with a selective element yet will in no way be
financially accountable. In addition, the proposal makes wild claims that "State-of-the-art ICT and
computing facilities will enable all pupils to gain full access to the curriculum. Continuous monitoring and
assessment of the quality of teaching and each learner’s progress will maximise pupil progress, create a
culture of continuous improvement and facilitate early intervention where needed." Where is the evidence
of how this will take place? How will these 'state of the art' ICT facilities be funded when school budgets
are being slashed? With no financial accountability or responsibility, it is easy for the SDBE to make
fanciful claims. Education should be a secular experience with no discrimination on the grounds of
religion or belief. Handing over the power of education to an archaic institution that is no longer relevant
to our children is misguided.
I read with great interest about a proposal for a new Church of England Secondary School in the borough
of Kingston. I am a parent with 2 children at Malden Parochial School, and despite senior school being 4
years away for my eldest, the thought of secondary school is a looming concern for many families in the
area. It would seem as a parent, particularly those with girls, living in Worcester Park you have 2 options
in order to access the local secondary schools:
1) Start tutoring (at great expense) your child from the age of 8/9 in the hope that they are accepted into
a Grammar School, ultimately there is no guarantee they'll be accepted. We can’t afford this.
2) Pay for an independent school (which will cost on average +£120k for the whole of senior school per
child). We can’t afford this either.
Due to the reasons above, we have to consider moving out of the area to access a secondary school. In
theory, girls should be in catchment for Tolworth Girls / Coombe Girls, but in Worcester Park you are out
of catchment for both by quite some distance. I am extremely concerned about our options for secondary
school and would like to help in any way in this matter, please do let me know if you require any help in
raising awareness for this very important cause.
I am very opposed to this on the grounds that the more we separate education by ANY religion, the less
likely we are to eradicate the continuing antagonism between one religion and another. There should be
no religious based schools .... as shown in Northern Ireland the less they segregate, the better the
general atmosphere between the children. It seems like common sense. Please don’t go ahead with this
plan.
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I write as Chair of the Southwark Diocesan Board of Education to express my support for the proposed
Kingston C of E Secondary School. I am proud to lead the work of the Board, which serves communities
across south London and east Surrey. In all our schools, we offer education rooted in the Christian and
Anglican tradition which is open to those of all of any faith or none. Our commitment to the development
and growth of all those who work and study in our schools includes but goes much further than enabling
the fulfilment of their academic potential. It is that each should be equipped to make good choices about
the sort of person they wish to be and the life they wish to lead. We are proud to offer this education at
Kingston at primary and look forward to serving the people of the Borough at secondary level also. Our
track record of supporting secondary schools across the diocese is strong; we have demonstrated the
capacity, not least at St Cecilia's School, Wandsworth, to develop and to run very successful new
secondary schools. We support the diverse education sector which our system currently affords, and we
believe that adding a Church of England secondary school to that mix in Kingston will enhance
educational opportunities not only for children of Anglican families but for the whole community.
I would like to voice my support for a CofE secondary school in Kingston. My grandchildren currently
attend St Paul’s School in Hook and there is no follow on school for them. The two RC schools do an
amazing job but cannot cater for all the families who would prefer a faith school for their children.
I wish to add my full support to this project. I feel it is important to be able to offer a Church School in the
area and that a choice like this should be given to families. It is also very badly needed in Kingston. I
also found the facilities being offered appear to be very beneficial. I cannot comprehend why a non-faith
group should be allowed to block this. We are all entitled to a choice and I feel this group should not stop
a democratic choice.
I am writing to object to the proposed CoE School because I believe that we should be operating schools
not based on religion & that children's education should be open to all, irrespective of religion.
I wish to add my support for a C of E secondary school in Kingston. I am elderly & not able to add
anything other than this email, except to say that I am a member of St Andrews Church Ham
As a product of a Church school myself, I am bound to ask for this school to go ahead, indeed I am
excited by the prospect. The values and care the religious environment offers formulates character that
lasts a lifetime, irrespective of whether a faith develops or not.
As the parent of two primary school aged children in Surbiton, I would like to register my unhappiness
with the proposal for a C of E secondary school in the borough. The last thing Kingston needs is more
faith schools. At the primary level, these are already in abundance. We had a choice between a C of E
primary a two minute walk away or a non-faith school a 20 minute walk away. We chose the former (and
got places on catchment), partly for convenience, partly because we wanted the children to live close to
their friends and to be able to walk to school independently in time. We have been very unhappy with the
constant promotion of Christianity, even though - as we know from talking to many other parents Christian families are very much in the minority. In particular, during the SIAMS inspection, the school
became almost evangelical in in its promotion of religion, to the detriment, I believe, of other, more
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important aspects of schooling. During recent home schooling, the vicar at the affiliated church filmed
'collective worship' videos for the children. In one of these, he talked about the importance of
'transforming, not conforming'. He told children (as young as 4), "Let God shape who you really are... We
want to be changed completely from who we are, don't we, from sinful people who make bad and selfish
choices into amazing people who God wants to help change the world." It is utterly unacceptable to tell
children that they are sinful, that they make selfish choices - not to mention suggesting that there is a
God who expects them to act as his missionaries on Earth. Luckily, my children haven't the faintest
interest in watching him - and, when I showed them, they just thought it and he were ridiculous. If you
were to see some of the parents' WhatsApp group messages, you'd see how they in turn despair about
and mock the RE homework, newsletters and school reports with biblical quotes, significant expenditure
on a 'prayer garden' for the playground... Schools have a responsibility to teach about all faiths. They are
not the place to indoctrinate children in any one faith. If parents wish to do this, this is their prerogative
and there are plenty of opportunities for this. Schools' responsibility is to teach children to challenge,
question, and weigh up the evidence. Their responsibility is to reflect the wonderful diversity of the
communities around them, and to be completely inclusive to children of all faiths, and of none. If there is
a need for another secondary school due to the population and demographic of the borough, then how
on earth is it inclusive for such a school to - by default - prioritise the admission of children from a
minority of this population? We all know that church attendance is low (and would be lower if it weren't for
high-performing faith schools), and I doubt the recent census will show a growth in Christian beliefs.
Please let our children develop their own minds and make their own choices; allow them to grow in an
environment that encourages them to show curiosity, and to learn to research, challenge and weigh up
the evidence for themselves.
As acting archdeacon serving the Church of England in the Borough of Kingston, I am very keen to
express my support for the proposed new Kingston CofE school. I do this because I believe there is
strong support across the community for it and that the educational outcomes will be excellent for the
Borough, where there is currently a shortage of secondary school places available. Church schools are
widely acknowledged to be an enriching and crucial strand in the diversity of educational provision in this
country. It does feel like the opponents to this proposal are more driven by an ideological opposition
rather than concern at what can only be the outstanding potential outcomes from this much needed
development.
I was disappointed to see that the time spent filling in the online form was rendered redundant and we
have been asked to resubmit our thoughts. Aside from that, both my wife and I think a CofE Secondary
school in the Borough is an excellent idea and fully support it. Please mark our thoughts as such for the
proposal. Our son attends Christchurch CofE in Surbiton, so moving on to a CofE Secondary would be a
good pathway. Aside from this, any additional school places in the Borough would be welcomed in our
oversubscribed schools. Are there any potential sites for the proposed school? It would be great to have
it located in Surbiton.
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I recently received my church's notices, and saw that the proposed Church of England school had
received objections. My daughter is no longer at school, but I thought I would add my voice to those who
would like a new Christian-centred school in the borough. When we applied for secondary schools for my
daughter, we wanted one that reflected our world-view. As my daughter was not Catholic, she did not get
into Holy Cross, which had been out first choice. We would have loved for her to have the support, when
she needed it, that was based on principles that fitted with our family's ethos. To have had a spiritual
aspect to her problems, when they arose at school, would have been really beneficial. I know other
people who send their children to faith based schools, not because they are Christian, but because they
like the guiding principles of humanitarianism, kindness, good citizenship etc. As someone who works
with offenders, I think these principles are more needed than ever.
I am writing to strongly support the statutory proposal to construct a secondary school in the
Kingsmeadow area of Kingston. The school will provide much needed additional places for secondary
age students (currently some 158 pupils are unplaced this year). There will be 20 places for children
requiring special resources. I also understand that the proposal is supported by Kingston Council
I live in Norbiton and am very much in favour of a new secondary school, especially a Church of England
one in the area. We are very much in a black hole of both primary and secondary schools here and a
secondary school local to us would be a huge boon and attraction for people in and to the area. Having
recently had our eldest child accepted to Christ's School in Richmond - looking for a church school has
been a challenge and in fact any secondary school we're in the catchment for was very limited. We look
forward hearing the results of the consultation and very much hope it will result in a school we could
consider for our younger children.
Whilst I have no objection to the new school, I am very very concerned about the added pressure of
traffic along the Kingston road. There is already great disruption with the building of flats on the old
Homebase site and the cars going into Aldi, which has added to an already very busy road. With school
traffic as well the road will come to a standstill. Kingston Borough Council need to give serious
consideration to this. Perhaps by stopping parking or widening the road.
I am writing as the next vicar of St Peter’s Norbiton, the CofE church in whose parish this school would
be located, in support of the proposal. I am passionate about pupils receiving a brilliant education, an
education not where they’re indoctrinated by Christian beliefs, but where they learn to think for
themselves in a warm and affirming environment. So they will learn about the Christian faith, and its
commitment to love, justice, and inclusion. But they will also learn about other faiths, and they will learn
to reflect on why it matters to live in a society where other views are respected and understood, where
people are valued, and where no-one is left behind. Education like this will empower them not only to
acquire the job-related skills to flourish in a diverse community, but also to reflect on the values that they
will choose for themselves. This school is also a vital part of a vision to regenerate the Cambridge Road
Estate, and build a new future for our young people, a future where they’re empowered to make their
own choices from a strong foundation, where they have learned to celebrate creativity, dialogue, and
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diversity. I would be delighted to meet with anyone who would like to discuss more of how to pursue this
vision.
I fully support the development and establishment of this new co-educational school and the
establishment of the Specialist Resource Provision at the school. This new school will bring a wider
diversity of choice to the complement of schools already available and provide another option as more
families move into the area. I also endorse the proposed admissions policy of one third Foundation
places and two thirds open places each year. Some people question the role of faith schools and their
place in our society, as we grow more secular there is a fear that these schools will try to take young
people down a narrow belief pathway. However, parents continue to choose to send their children to faith
schools as part of the wider choice components of school in any area, because such schools provide a
wide and diverse curriculum which opens up rather than closes down questions on religion, belief and
faith, and also, deepen children and young people’s understanding of core values and ethics. In spite of
the faith foundation of the school, the relatively open admissions policy means there will always be space
for young people to both listen and to question the concepts and the precepts of the role of faith and
religion in the society into which they will become both contributors and leaders. Quite aside from
important discussions of belief and society, this school will provide much-needed support for young
people who are suffering from autism and related development challenges. Over the past year, it has
been clearly shown that all young people need as much support as is possible for their mental and
physical well-being and for them to achieve the best possible outcomes for their future. This school
hopes to do so for a specific group, but as in all these things, it will also be part of the ethos of provision
of the school. Once again I fully support this new school development.
I wish to support the proposal for a new Church of England Secondary School in Kingston. I feel that this
will be of great benefit to the Royal Borough and I would particularly draw your attention to the fact that it
will be a faith school, but open to all children of different faiths or none. This should be a rich addition to
existing educational provision.
I would like to resubmit my thoughts on the application for a new Church of England Secondary School in
Kingston. I feel very strongly that this is a good idea and wouldn't like the project to be derailed because
of initial objections. There is a need for Church of England school provision in the Kingston area.
Specialist education for the less able is vital
We support the establishment of Kingston Cof E Secondary School and its proposal to open in
September 2024. There is certainly a need for another secondary school to cater for the increase in the
number of resident local families. We are particularly in favour of the proposal that the School will be an
inclusive, open to all faiths and no faith, academically non-selective, co-educational Church of England
secondary school and the proposed Specialist Resource Provision. The establishment of a Church of
England school will improve the choice at the secondary level for parents and carers, as there is currently
no Church of England secondary provision in the Royal Borough of Kingston upon Thames. It will
enhance the quality of education in the area as I believe it has done at Primary School level.
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I object to any school being able to select any pupils on the basis of their religious beliefs. All places
should be available on a non-discriminatory basis, and certainly no school would be allowed to set aside
any places for a select religious group. Certainly in 21st century, in our increasingly non-religious society,
we should not be allowing religious organisations to run any new schools.
I object to the proposal because I believe the religious nature and restrictive selection policy of the school
would be divisive. A secular, inclusive school would be much more appropriate to the needs of a modern,
diverse community.
I am in favour of this proposal, because:
- secondary schools in the borough are over-subscribed
- there is currently no Church of England Secondary school in the borough, and this proposal would
increase parental choice
- the proposed school would have access to valuable support from the Southwark Diocesan Board of
Education
We would be opposed to having a faith based secondary school, as this would lead to social, religious
and racial segregation, and an overly wide catchment area leading to congestion, pollution and climate
damage. A faith based school does not service the needs of the local community as a whole, while still
requiring a capital contribution from council tax payers - including those faiths who are deprioritised or
excluded from the school. As such it is inequitable as well as divisive and exclusionary.
I support the proposals to establish a new Kingston Church of England Secondary school as it offers a
choice to parents in Kingston to have a Christian education for their children, which they currently do not
have. The admissions criteria are in line with how we allocate places at Christ’s and I have found this
balance between foundation and open places to be a great strength of the school.
I am resident in Worcester Park, Kingston, and I am writing to express my support for the proposed
Kingston Church of England Secondary School. The area currently has a high demand for secondary
school places and this demand will only continue as the area has become increasingly popular with
young families. I have had a positive experience from our daughter attending a local primary Church of
England school, both in terms of its inclusion and diversity as well as the culture and ethos that the
school fosters based on its Christian principles. I believe Kingston and the local community would greatly
benefit from the addition of this school, particularly one that will offer inclusion for students that are
unable to access the independent and grammar school options that the borough offers. I think this is a
fantastic development for the borough and one which local residents will fully support.
Please take this email as a show of our support for the proposed Kingston C of E secondary school.
There is a definite need for more secondary school places within the borough and with both of our
children currently attending a C of E Primary school, we would welcome the establishment of a C of E
secondary school.
I am writing to you on behalf of the North Kingston Neighbourhood Forum, which represents the
residents of Canbury and Tudor wards in Kingston upon Thames. The NK Forum is in the process of
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preparing a Neighbourhood Plan for the area, which is due to be submitted for Reg.14 public consultation
shortly. Once formally adopted, the North Kingston Neighbourhood Plan will sit alongside the Council’s
statutory planning policies. Although the NK Forum area does not include the location of the proposed
Kingston Church of England Secondary School, our proximity to the proposed site at Kingsmeadow in
the adjacent Norbiton ward, means that families in Canbury ward in particular, would potentially be able
to access the school. The North Kingston Neighbourhood Plan notes that forecast demand for secondary
school places remains high and in the short term is managed through temporary expansions. However,
there remains a requirement for additional secondary school places to meet the needs of existing and
future residents of North Kingston – as indicated in Achieving for Children’s School Place Planning
Strategy (November 2020). GLA population projections indicate an ~11% increase borough-wide by
2030, potentially placing further strain on school placements. The Forum has been monitoring the
progress of the Southwark Diocesan Board of Education’s bid to establish a new voluntary-aided
secondary school in the Norbiton area, and believes this proposal currently represents the best
opportunity to meet the needs of a growing population in North Kingston. The NK Forum notes that the
proposed Kingston Church of England Secondary School will be:
• a non-selective, co-educational inclusive school, open to all children from all backgrounds. Children
from families of any faith or no faith will be able to gain admission;
• six forms of entry with 30 pupils per form. 120 of the 180 places per year group will be ‘open’ places
with no reference to faith;
• a maximum of 60 places will be offered to pupils who, with a parent/carer, is a regular worshipper in an
Anglican or other qualifying Christian Church;
• in accordance with the law, children with an Education Health and Care Plan will be admitted to the
school where the Local Authority has specifically named Kingston Church of England Secondary School
as the most appropriate placement.
As long as the proposed secondary school remains predominantly non-selective and open to all children
from all backgrounds and faiths, the North Kingston Neighbourhood Forum supports this application. The
proposed site is outwith the remit of the NK Forum so we have not formally assessed its suitability, other
than to confirm that North Kingston families will fall within its catchment area. However, we are aware
that the Kingsmeadow site currently includes mature trees and open grounds with some biodiversity
value, and therefore strongly urge the applicant to undertake a robust biodiversity assessment using
locally-based consultants who understand the local environment, as well as Kingston University and the
Council’s Biodiversity Officer.
It is exciting to think that there would be another co-ed option for families in our area, particularly in the
Norbiton area where children often are placed in Teddington as they can’t get into other Kingston
schools. (Teddington is great, of course, but I know families feel that it is a bit removed from the
community as it is on the other side of the river.) It's really positive to hear that there would be an SRP
within the school and that the majority of mainstream places will be available to the community based on
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distance. Having also worked in church schools, I can see that this is a much needed option for those
children in C of E schools too. It sounds like this would be an exciting addition to the Kingston family of
schools and we just wanted to add our support to the plans.
This is to inform you of my support for the proposed Kingston C of E Secondary School.
I would like to express support for the proposal for the following reasons:
 There is already considerable pressure on secondary school places in the Borough and a number of
building developments are planned, which can only add to the demand.
 The proposed admissions policy of 60 Foundation places and 120 Open places seems reasonable to
me
 Having a new co-educational school seems appropriate, given that only three of the existing 11
secondary schools in Kingston are co-educational
 Having a C of E school adds to the diversity of schools in the Borough, given that of the 11 existing
secondary schools, only 2 are faith schools and they are both Catholic
 It seems good to have a secondary school that is C of E, given that there are 9 primary C of E schools
and 1 C of E junior school in the Borough
I am excited at the prospect of having a new Secondary School in the area. Having read the proposal, I
am in full support for the establishment of the same.
I refer to the re run pf statutory proposal in relation to Kingston Church of England Secondary School. I
wish to record my support for the proposal as currently there is no Church of England secondary school.
This lack has deprived parents of children currently attending C of E primary schools of having the choice
to send their children to a C of E secondary school. Having attended a faith school I appreciate the
benefits they can provide for parents and children. There are also compelling reasons for having a new
secondary school located in the centre of the borough as there is a shortage of provision of secondary
school places in the borough as a whole but specifically in the centre. I would also support the school
being co-educational as it promotes diversity and education of respect and equality.
I am currently a Governor for Saint Cecilia’s C of E Secondary School in Wandsworth and a Member of
the Saint Cecilia’s Academy Trust. I was Chair of Governors for 7 years until stepping down last year. I
have personally seen the immense benefit and positive impact that Saint Cecilia’s C of E school has had
on the wider community of Wandsworth. The success of Saint Cecilia’s C of E school from it’s very
inception to being the successful school that it is today:
 producing excellent academic results across all key stages
 providing fantastic pastoral care for all pupils
 being heavily oversubscribed due to its good name and popularity with parents
 and fully engaging with, and serving the whole diverse community of Wandsworth
 … is evidence of the Southwark Diocese Board of Education’s excellent track record in both
developing and running a very successful secondary school.
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Kingston is also one of the very few boroughs which does not already have a Church of England
secondary school. I therefore wish to express my full and unequivocal support for the proposed C of E
secondary school in Kingston.
I am writing to you to express my support in regards to new Church of England secondary school in
Surbiton/Kingston areas. I am a mum of two kids attending a primary Church of England school (St
Matthews Primary at Surbiton) and it is one of my highest concerns that we may have in the near future
be forced into the property market as there are no suitable faith secondary schools available in the area
for my children. Please note my concern and support to a new Church of England school in
Kingston/Surbiton, it is of my knowledge that my concern is also shared amongst the majority of parents
in our school.
I wanted to let you know that my husband and I fully support the proposal for a CoE secondary school in
Kingston. We have specifically chosen a CoE primary school for our 3 children because of the ethos of
such schools. It is a real shame that Kingston does not offer to the children of the Borough the
possibilities to further their education within a CoE frame. We hope this project will go ahead.
Previously I had submitted my comments regarding being supportive of a school, but not at this location
where it negatively impacts wildlife like slow worms. That information was interpreted as being in support
of the scheme. Following the virtual event where the school was discussed, it is clear that the team are
fixed with this location at Kingsmeadow. I am also aware that there are people who submitted comments
in opposition to the scheme at Kingsmeadow who have not been contacted for further comment. Hardly
fair and impartial. As a result so that my comments cannot be misinterpreted, I categorically state that I
am opposed to the school scheme on this site.
I’m writing to express my concern at the plans for the new Kingston CofE Secondary School. As a parent
of two primary aged children I am keenly aware of the pressure on secondary places in the local area
however I am wholeheartedly against this proposal. Religious Schools should have no place in state
funded education in a modern secular society. The number of places to be awarded at the intake on
religious grounds is quite frankly appalling in a borough as proudly diverse as Kingston. I would strongly
urge the council to reject these out of touch proposals and instead seek opportunities to provide the
school places needed in a secular environment.
I was invited to comment via my daughter’s primary school King Athelstan Primary. Of the two local
schools St John’s and King Athelstan we choose King Athelstan because of its community ethos rather
than St. John’s that has an affiliation with St. John’s Church. At the time I thought through the affiliation
between church and school at length and concluded that it does little to positively serve either institution.
Parents all too often join a church and fain a commitment in order to gain a primary school place. How
honest is this to or of the church? Schools on the other hand have an opportunity to promote inclusion
and embrace the diversity of our communities, church schools instead favour church going families. How
does this align with the better principles of the Christian religion? Rather it perpetuates yet another social
inequality. I was briefly delighted that a new secondary was opening in the borough, but equally quickly
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disheartened that it will give places exclusively to church goers. Why not a secondary that takes King
Athelstan model ‘we’re a community that everyone is equally part of’ that’s the ethos I will be looking for
in a secondary school.
I’ve been looking at the proposal for the new secondary school on the Kingsmeadow site. Totally get the
need for more Secondary school places, so I’m all for a new school in principle. Just wonder why it has to
be a CofE school, surely it better serves the community to have a school which is entirely non-selective.
Just a thought. I’m sure it has been considered and there are no doubt a huge number of factors playing
into the proposal and subsequent decisions.
I would like to express my delight at the possibility of a Church of England faith secondary school being
built in the borough. My daughter attends St. Paul’s Primary School in Hook and the Church attached to
it. We would definitely consider a CofE secondary school for her when the time comes, and think it’s
great that there will possibly be one in our borough. The only CofE secondary school within a number of
CofE primary schools. I have heard it will also be open everyone which will make it possible for children
to learn in their faith alongside other children and families.
Currently, parents do not have the option to select a Church of England Secondary School. There is no
diversity of choice and church schools are part of the statutory make up of schools. C of E schools meet
the needs of all students and worship is invitational. The values and ethos church schools have are
special and are well placed to meet the needs of students of Christian faith, other faiths and non-faith
groups. There is clearly a need for this school as this year has shown a shortage of places overall and
this will only increase as the bulge classes move through primary and into secondary school. 2/3 of the
places available will be open to meet the needs of those who do not meet the admission under faith. The
proposed school is in a Kingston location which is accessible. The need for a resource for SEND pupils is
a high priority in Kingston at this time and a specialist teaching resource and outreach provision would
meet some of the current demand as the proposal is for 20 children with social communication as their
barrier to learning. This will reduce the need for some children to move outside the area and help reduce
costs for high needs pupils (private provision and transport costs) whilst meeting their needs locally. I am
totally in support of the proposed Kingston C of E Secondary School.
I strongly support the proposal for a Church of England secondary school in Kingston. We have a
daughter who will be starting secondary school in 2022 and a son who will be starting secondary school
in 2026. We desperately need a good secondary option especially for boys for the Surbiton/ Kingston
area as the other state options currently do not attain very good academic results compared with the rest
of the country.
As a member of the Trustees of SDBE I have been following the progress of the proposed new
secondary school in Kingston. Mr Colin Powell reported to us of the path he and the SDBE had taken
with Kingston Borough Council towards the agreement and subsequent beginning of the building of the
proposed school. It came as a big blow to the Board of Trustees at our last meeting when we were told
that opposition had been submitted at the eleventh hour. The challenge to the Council has necessitated
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that the statutory proposal and representation period be re-run. I understand that 66% supported the
proposed new school with 91% supporting the SRP at it and 66% also supported the admissions policy.
Support was strong regarding the diversity that the proposed school would offer and for the admissions
policy. Its central location in the borough was well supported along with it being co-educational. The
opposition was on grounds of non acceptance of Faith schools and their statutory place within our
education system. Yet I know that many parents request places at C of E schools in particular, knowing
that a climate of respect, kindness and honesty prevails at such centres of learning. Also they are aware
that not all students need to be members of C of E in order to attend. Many may be of another faith or
none. Good results both academic and developmentally happen at SDBE schools with much care and
encouragement of students with extra needs or personal difficulties. The area of Kingston Borough it is
proposed to build this school is one where much building is planned and therefore even more secondary
school places will be needed. Already I understand that there are over 150 pupils unplaced this year in
the borough. A SDBE VA Secondary school will be welcomed in the community by many immediately
and by others soon after they see the level of integrity and level of pupil and family concern that the
proposed school will offer the community. I support this school development and trust that it will proceed.
The concept of exclusivity is an anathema to any thinking person, particularly for a minority group.
Religion should not have any influence on education.
I wish to express my strong support for the proposed construction of a C of E Secondary School in
Kingston. Kingston is a town with a large and varied community, amongst which there are many Christian
families. Unfortunately, there is not a Secondary School which meets the needs and beliefs of these
families, but which will also teach the young people to have respect for those of other faiths. I strongly
urge that the plans for this C of E Secondary School are allowed to proceed.
I am writing to provide support for the above. In a very densely populated area it is shocking to hear there
are 158 pupils unplaced this year for secondary places and there is a desperate need for a further
Secondary school full stop. More importantly there is no Church of England Secondary provision in the
borough whereas there are 2 Roman Catholic Secondary Schools. This gap needs to be addressed
ASAP with a CoE Secondary which I and my family, friends and neighbours in the borough fully support.
I hope to hear in the future this will be addressed as I am a local resident with primary school children in
the borough.
This is to confirm that I am in support of the proposal to establish a C/E Secondary School here in the
Royal Borough of Kingston upon Thames.
I am writing to provide support for the above. This is a highly dense population that only seems to be
getting denser, so action needs to be taken now to ensure the issue does not get any greater. I hope to
hear in the future this will be addressed as I am a local resident with primary school children in the
borough.
I strongly support the proposal for a Kingston Church of England Secondary School and hope it will go
ahead.
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I am against Kingston Council facilitating this proposed new school. The Council should only facilitate
opening schools that are religiously inclusive, and cannot discriminate in its pupil admissions or teacher
employment policies.
I am shocked to hear that Kingston council is considering the addition of a new faith school in the
borough. This demonstrates explicit inequality, because the school will be funded by taxpayers of all
faiths, but some taxpayer's children will be excluded from attending the school. This is clearly inequitable.
I see no difference between this inequality and inequality based on ethnicity, yet I cannot imagine that
your council would accept a school providing preferential access to pupils and staff based on
ethnicity/skin colour. I live in Wimbledon and I have Ursuline School - a large catholic secondary school 5
minutes walk away, yet my daughter could not get a place their due to our family not practising a faith.
This was clearly wrong. The Council should only facilitate opening schools that are religiously inclusive,
not one that can religiously discriminate in its pupil admissions and teacher employment policies.
Religious discrimination should not be a part of the life of a state funded school because it is
unnecessary, unfair and segregatory, which is bad for social cohesion in our increasingly diverse society.
The Diocese has not demonstrated how the curriculum and assemblies of the proposed school would be
accessible and inclusive for all, regardless of people or their family's religious or non-religious beliefs.
Approving this school proposal would undermine efforts of local people to move away from religious
discrimination in schools, and be at odds with national Liberal Democrat policy. I do hope that you
consider my views and decide to do what is fair for the constituents of Kingston.
I am a Headteacher of a Church of England Primary School in Merton. Our parents value the Christian
ethos of our school, and often look for a secondary school with a similar ethos. Some of our families live
on the border of Kingston and Merton, and I know, would be very supportive of a Church of England
Secondary School. I am fully supportive of Southwark Diocese’s proposal to form a co-educational
Church of England Secondary School, with a Specialist Resource Provision, in order to offer further
choice for families, and to meet the demand for secondary places, which I know is needed in Kingston.
I am writing to confirm my support for the proposed Kingston Church of England School. This will offer a
diversity of choice for parents and having attended such a school when I was growing up, it will be
welcoming and supportive to all the community. I am a resident of Kingston.
St Luke’s C.E. Primary School is in full support of the proposed secondary school in Kingston upon
Thames. It would neatly address the shortage of school places for children in Kingston particularly in this
part of the borough. It would also address the lack of a Church of England secondary school as Kingston
is the only borough without one in Southwark Diocese. This would allow parents to continue to send their
children to a church secondary school following on from a church primary school.
I am restating the objections which I raised in the previous consultation regarding this new school. Statefunded schools should serve their local communities equally and should not be able to turn any pupil
away because of their religious background. This school proposes to do that in a third of cases and
advertises a ‘distinctive Christian character’ including partisan RE and collective worship. I do not think
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there should be any interference in education (or for that matter, anything else, like our government) by
religious bodies of any persuasion, these entities need to be entirely separate. I no longer have schoolage children myself but a couple of incidents stand out in my memory from having no choice but to use
the CofE schools that were the nearest/only option: 1) my daughter reporting in a horrified fashion (aged
7) that her supposedly Christian teacher had told a Muslim classmate that he 'wouldn't be able to go to
heaven' because of his religion being 'wrong' 2) my nephew (aged 8 ) who had recently lost his mother
being told that he 'could only be happy with God'. Religious selection is discriminatory and threatens
social integration. The school could also alter its proposed admissions policy to make the school up to
100% religiously selective in the future, so the Council should not necessarily believe that the selfimposed cap the Diocese is currently proposing will carry on long-term. Selection on the basis of religion
enables oversubscribed schools to discriminate against non-religious pupils/those of other faiths allowing
selective schools to become unrepresentative of the demographics in their local areas, and giving
insufficient opportunity to mix with those from differing backgrounds, so preventing the meaningful
interactions which build sustainable inter-communal relationships. DfE funding for this new school
requires it to ‘attract applications from all parts of the wider community’ and ‘equip pupils with the skills,
values and knowledge to become active citizens in wider society’. However, the sorts of measures that
would be required to do this (e.g. school linking programmes) simply cannot replace living and learning
alongside those holding other beliefs and worldviews all day, every day. All children should have the right
to receive a broad and balanced education free from religious bias alongside peers from a diverse range
of backgrounds. On the basis of its proposed admissions policy and overarching Christian character,
Kingston CofE Secondary School will not adequately meet this aim. I ask that the Council reject this
proposal and seek only to fund schools that adequately cater to pupils from all backgrounds equally.
I am writing at the request of Alex Tear, Diocesan Director of Education, on behalf of the Diocesan Board
of Education (DBE) of Guildford CofE Diocese to express the DBE’s support for proposals by the
Diocese of Southwark to establish a new Voluntary Aided Church of England Secondary School in the
Royal Borough of Kingston (RBK) to provide more choice for families in the area seeking Christian
secondary education for their children. Guildford Diocese is adjacent to Southwark Diocese and Guildford
DBE is the religious authority for several church primary schools in the Royal Borough of Kingston and in
Surrey. We welcome the new opportunity for children in those schools to experience the benefits of
secondary education in a Church of England school whether by applying for foundation or open places.
The new school’s vision is to be highly inclusive, distinctively Christian and offer pupils the opportunity to
grow and develop within a broad and balanced curriculum framework underpinned by Christian values.
At a time of significant societal change, Guildford DBE believes that this vision will provide young people
with the opportunity not just for excellent education but also strong pastoral support including through the
proposed chaplaincy. Guildford DBE also supports the proposal for Specialist Resource Provision for
pupils with social communication needs, including autism, and mild to moderate learning difficulties to
form part of the new school. We recognise the shortage of suitable SEND provision in the secondary
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sector generally and believe that the new unit will offer parents of pupils with SEND in our schools, and
other local schools, new opportunities for supportive secondary provision.
I would like to add my support to others regarding this proposal. I live in Hampton Wick and at the
moment the only CofE church school at the moment is Christ's in Richmond - a 12km round trip. This
proposal provides a much nearer school, but one with a similar ethos. My daughter has had a fabulous
time at Christ's. And yes she is happy to walk that distance to go there - and has chosen to go to the
Sixth Form there in September. Christ's is an amazing place where students are genuinely treated as
individuals and staff do their very best for all. My daughter is amazed with the effort that the school takes
to engage with even the most difficult pupils, enabling young people who otherwise might have been
written off, to leave with qualifications. No one goes around trying to convert people, but you can tell that
many teachers have faith - and that spills out in their love and the lengths that they are prepared to go to
help and support their students. It seems to bring out the best in those without faith too - and creates a
very special, caring, family atmosphere. A school in Kingston founded with an ethos like this, will provide
an amazing learning environment for mainstream and special needs pupils. I have friends with children in
KS2 who have seen my daughter's experience and are keen for their children to go to a similar school. I
really hope that they get that option.
I fully support the proposals for a new C of E Faith secondary School in the centre of the Borough.
I support a faith school in particular, because they are noted for their quality of teaching.
I wish to make some comments.
1. All schools should be open to all local children in the area independent of whether their parents or they
have different faiths or no faith. There should be absolutely no discrimination regarding faith. Any school
run by a religious group is fundamentally a poor solution in a modern society.
2. Parents with other religions will not wish to send their children there because they will, correctly,
assume that the Church of England would push their own religion. Just naming it a Church of England
school will keep other faiths out of the school. So the C of E does not have to say that other religions are
not allowed because they already know that they will not come. This school will cause segregation in our
community.
3. Nevertheless, this is your chance to reduce segregation and you must take it. You must not allow any
children to be allowed in on the basis that their parents are Church of England. This really is the very
least you can do for the community you represent.
Please consider these points in your deliberations.
I would like to register my objection to this proposal primarily because of a single - alterable - feature: it
proposes to discriminate in admissions between children whose parents take them to church and those
who do not - a third of places are to be selected on a faith basis if the school is over-subscribed, with no
legal barrier to an increase in that percentage in the future. That is not morally right at a state school (in
this case, 100% state-funded), and would be illegal in most OECD countries. It runs counter to the
proposer's claims about integration and social cohesion, and to the Church's claim that its schools are
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not faith schools for the faithful, but Church schools for the whole community. And - on the basis of a lot
of research - it will result in social, and probably ethnic, selection, as clued-up educated, middle class
parents are better at doing what is needed to meet the criteria, irrespective of their religious commitment,
or lack of it. It therefore invites hypocritical church attendance, as the case of St. Luke's CofE primary in
Kingston in 2015 illustrates, where the local priest became so exasperated he refused to sign attendance
forms, and the admissions policy was changed to remove faith-based criteria. The Kingston area is
diverse. Surely any new school should aim to maximise integration by religion/belief, socio-economic
group, and ethnicity to prepare pupils for the future in which they will grow up. I am aware that the
Council is in the iniquitous position of not being able to secure funding for a new secondary unless it is
Voluntary Aided, and therefore a religious school. Kingston is therefore forced to back a new school
controlled by the Church of England Diocese, with ‘a distinctive Christian character’ and a curriculum
‘underpinned by Christian values’, as well as compulsory Christian collective worship. This is at a time
when under 1% of 18-24 year olds identify with the Church of England (British Social Attitude Study). The
Council must insist at least that it is equally open to all.
As a father of three young people, all of whom passed successfully through Royal Borough of Kingston
education, I strongly support the proposal to establish a CofE Voluntary-Aided Secondary School in
Kingston upon Thames. In relatively recent years when my youngsters were making their secondary
school choices, with the support of their parents, the absence of a CofE school at secondary level,
having passed through CofE primary schools in the main, constituted a serious gap which should now be
rectified. The absence of such an option following attendance at one of the many faith-based primary
schools is more than unfortunate. There is a significant lack of continuity. Richard Challoner School was
an excellent option at the time but only available to boys, and not offering quite the same opportunity.
This is not about exclusivity; I believe the admissions policy should cover allow for those from all faiths
and none. As a borough resident of many years I would like to see this anomalous deficiency rectified.
I strongly object to the proposed new C of E secondary school. All schools should be inclusive and no
school should actively promote any kind of religion. As an atheist, I have no objection to anyone following
their own belief system even though my own thoughts are that they are at the very least misguided.
However, to teach children or perhaps more accurately indoctrinate them into a religious organisation, is
wrong and in some cases dangerous. By all means teach that some people believe in a supreme being
and religions differ in their ideas about this, but to teach only one type of belief is very wrong, contributes
to a “closed mind” attitude, breeding suspicion and possibly helping to divide society even more. At the
present time this could bring about disastrous results. Thank you for your consideration.
We have heard about the proposed opening of a new Church of England Secondary School in Kingston
with great concern in view that most residents including myself wish all schools in the Borough to be fully
inclusive and non-discriminatory.
Can I add my view as a Kingston resident to those responding to plans for a new faith school in the area.
I am very much in favour of fully inclusive schools for every child. Giving priority to the children of parents
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who profess to believe in virgin births, miracles and creationism seems thoroughly outdated in the 21st
century. I would much rather that local schools had a prevailing humanist ethos; not one whose moral
framework is based on the alleged thoughts of a mythical super-being, be it Jesus or Allah or Thor. I’m
sure the new school can flourish without him/her.
As a resident of the royal borough of Kingston-upon-Thames, and someone whole grew up in north
Kingston, I completely reject the proposal of the C of E school. You must be aware how damaging not
separating religion from education is. Please reconsider this. Children need education irrespective of
their beliefs.
I write as a resident of Kingston upon Thames and an local authority nominated ex-governor at a Church
of England primary and a Roman Catholic secondary school and as an ex chair of governors at a secular
secondary school and an active participant in parent teacher support groups throughout my son’s
education. I have always actively supported the best possible education for our future generations. As
such I would not oppose any new school in principle if it is able to provide good education for all local
young people. The proposed resource centre in the original proposal may well be beneficial to local
pupils if it is based on and encourages inclusiveness and not just religious selection. I object to this, or
any other local and/or state funded school’s proposal to select entrants on religious grounds. This is
particularly so now with the devastating impact of covid 19 on this the secondary school age group’s
current educational provision and future prospects. The Children Act 1992 stated that children’s welfare
is paramount. As such, it is essential that educational opportunity should be available to all in this age
group and not just those with a claimed or actual religious inclination. I also object to this, and any other
faith based school, being funded by local and/or national government. This is unfair to those of us with no
faith as our taxes are effectively subsidising other’s religious inclinations. It may be that the same view
may be held by others from different faith groups. If the C of E, or indeed any other faith, wishes to open,
or continue to run, a faith based school then they should have to raise the funds from within their own
faith group. Certainly, the faith based schools where I was a governor were provided with substantial
diocesan funds. If local religious structures, of any kind, are unable to provide sufficient funds, then that
is the end of the matter. It is not for me, or others of no faith, to subsidise such faith schools, directly or
indirectly.
We are writing to express our unreserved support for the current proposals for a new Voluntary Aided
Church of England secondary school in Kingston, which is long overdue. The proposed admissions
policy is fair, in that, while leaving a clear majority of places open to all applicants, it will for the first time
offer families in the Borough the choice for their children to attend a faith school. We are also very much
in support of the establishment of the Specialist Resource Provision for children with social
communication needs. We are happy that the new school should be co-educational. Overall, this
proposal seems to offer the best and speediest route towards providing the additional secondary school
places which are so urgently needed in Kingston.
37

Annex B
161 JJ

Against

162 NA & VA

For

163 DL

For

As a former pupil, parent and school governor within the Borough, I wish to object to the proposal for a
faith secondary school, under the following points.
1. At the time of choosing a school for their child, many parents, who were not church goers before,
decide to become regular attendees in order to qualify for admission. This is a historic fact within the
Borough with Primary faith schools. Many then let church membership once their child has started
school. Reserving places on the basis of church attendance will result in this practice. It could happen as it does now with primary school places - that children living nearer the school are denied a place over
those whose parents are church goers, even though most places are not discriminatory.
2. Funding is 90% from national taxation and 10% from RBK. None from the SDBE. Why should
taxpayers, the majority of whom are not of Christian or other faith, have none be required to pay the cost
of this school, and SBDE none.
3. Travel to the School by public transport is to be commended, but the volume of traffic on the Kingston
Road (at pre-Covid levels), is already at a near standstill and buses regularly full to capacity - and there
are massive housing developments taking place along the Kingston Road. Then there will be an increase
of pollution – which is bad for the health of children, especially those with respiratory problems.
4. Will staff have to be CoE members or other Christian?
As a Kingston resident and parishioner at St Andrew’s Ham, all of our three children placed in attendance
at St Luke’s CofE primary school, Kingston. Given our experience so far, we would like to register our full
and whole-hearted support for the proposed CofE secondary school in Kingston. This is a wonderful
prospect of being able to cater more adequately for the rapidly growing local population’s educational
needs - with a high quality and fully supported school of faith, which places moral values, community,
and necessarily, a respect for all faiths and those of none - at the heart of its educational philosophy.
Whilst it is appreciated that a noisy minority may have alternative views, the undoubted benefits of this
offering, and the more considered views of the silent majority - should not be overlooked.
As a long-time resident of Kingston, and a member of St Andrew’s (C of E) Church Ham, I strongly
support the proposal for a new C of E Secondary School in Kingston. (Due to other preoccupations at
the time I did not participate in the original consultation process earlier this year.) There appears to be a
fairly urgent need for a new secondary school in the Borough. It makes sense for this to be in an area
where more places are required: the suggested size of each year’s intake appears appropriate. I support
the idea of a co-educational school and applaud the establishment of Specialist Resource Provision as
proposed. The main question at issue seems to be whether or not it would be appropriate for this to be a
Church of England School. Given the long history of the Church in provision of education, the popularity
among parents of the many Christian primary schools, and the lack at present of a C of E Secondary
School in the Borough, I have no hesitation in strongly supporting this application. Faith Schools are an
accepted part of our statutory education system and I believe that to turn down this application would be
to deprive parents of more choice in the selection of a school for their children, and deprive children of
the opportunities available. Being a Christian ‘faith-based’ school does not mean that Christianity would
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be rammed down the throats of young people. Rather it gives an indication of the ethos of the whole
school – a sound education with a broad curriculum and encouraging (not simply teaching through
lessons) of the true meaning of diversity and respect for others. I believe such schools are in demand not
only for families of the Christian faith but for families of other religious persuasion who understand and
appreciate this. I do not know who the people are who have made the recent procedural challenge but
expect, based on what I know of the proposal around 2013 for a C of E School in North Kingston, that the
individual orchestrating the objections is someone who used to be Education Adviser to the National
Secular Society and later Education Officer (paid) of the British Humanist Association. It seems strange
that members, or simply supporters, of a group with such a strongly expressed belief system of their own
should seek to denigrate other, albeit religious, faith systems and deny the many who hold, or otherwise
support, those faiths the right to express and act upon their beliefs. It certainly does not show respect for
others or for diversity. I trust that Kingston upon Thames Council will uphold the Church of England’s
application for a Secondary School in the borough.
I am writing to you to let you know that I would like the new C o E secondary School to be supported by
the Public as we like such a school in the area. I am myself a parishioner at St Andrew’s Church Ham
and strongly approve of such a school opening. I trust that you will do everything possible to carry on
supporting it.
I have discussed the proposal for a new CoE Secondary School with our Headteacher, Steph Playle, and
we agree that we are supportive of the proposal. It will be good for parents to have the opportunity,
should they wish, to be able to able to send their children to a CoE school which is also inclusive.

I am writing to express my strong support for the proposed Church of England Secondary School in
Kingston. There is a real need for this school and I urge you to allow this plan to come to fruition. Many
people of faith strongly desire a school that will reflect the values that they want for their children and, at
the moment, there is no faith school in the Borough that provides for this need. I understand that there
has been strong opposition from humanists but I urge you to reject this. There are already a good
number of schools in the Borough that basically provide a secular humanist education; their needs are
therefore fully catered for. Indeed, it seems to me, that humanists’ simple desire is to stop others from
having their needs met and this is unreasonable.
In respect of the submission from Southwark Board of Education to build a Church of England secondary
school in Kingston, I wish to register my total agreement and support of the application. The range of
secondary schools, both state and independent, that are available within the borough is incomplete as it
misses the requirement of many parents for a Church of England secondary school as a follow-on from
the Church of England primary schools that are so popular. For parents who want a Church of England
secondary school for their child they are looking at Esher, Acton or Wandsworth, with little hope of
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accessing a place. Within Malden Parochial, over 20% of our families are now Muslim or from another
religious denomination. Many conversations over the years with these parents has shown me that they
prefer a Church of England school as there is a strong faith guiding the ethos and values of the school. I
wish to add my voice to the many who feel that a Church of England secondary school is long overdue
within the borough and will be welcomed by many families.
I am in support of the proposed Kingston C of E Secondary School, especially in light of the admissions
criteria which will ensure that a wide range of pupils will gain access to the school. The SDBE are
excellent at supporting standards in education, as I have first hand experience of, and I therefore
consider that this can only be of benefit to the children and families who would join this new school
community. The SDBE ethos is committed to ensuring that every child flourishes through excellent
educational and wellbeing support. This gives me great confidence that the school will enrich the lives of
many children and their families, whilst also recruiting and developing a diverse staff team. I am happy to
be contacted should that be helpful.
I am writing this email in response to the second consultation with regard to building a new Church of
England secondary school in Kingston. I write as the Area Dean of Kingston Deanery (the senior member
of clergy in the area where the school's catchment area will be), the parish priest of St Andrew and St
Mark, Surbiton, and the Chair of Governors at St Andrew's and St Mark's Junior School, Surbiton. There
are a number of Church of England primary schools in this area, which successfully support children
across the whole community of the borough of Kingston. Some of these parents are active churchgoers;
many only go to church occasionally, but wish for their children to benefit from a grounding in a Church of
England school, rooted in Christian values; it is also worth noting that there are many Muslim parents
value the faith element of Church schools and choose a Church of England school above a secular
school. They are welcomed fully. Up to now, among the secondary school provision there has been no
Church of England secondary schools in the borough; this would meet a demonstrable desire among
parents for a Church of England school education for their child; it is the only area of London without a
Church of England secondary school option. The Southwark Diocesan Board of Education has a proven
track record in being able to offer oversight and management and governance at schools. I strongly
advocate the building of a Church School in this area and believe it would benefit the whole community.
I am writing to demonstrate my support for a proposed Kingston C of E Secondary School. As a Christian
parent I have greatly valued the teaching my children have received in an environment shaped by the
principles, morals and ethics of the Christian faith through their current and previous C of E Primary
Schools. It would be wonderful to have the option for a C of E secondary school when the time comes for
our children, where once again the wholesome values of the bible, which have shaped the western world
to date, are recognised and affirmed. With a great many C of E Primary schools in my local area at least
(Surbiton) it has always seemed quite odd to me that the council have not recognised that this may
identify a local need for a secondary school that continues to promote the Christian faith as foundational
to our understanding of how to grow up in our world.
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I write in total support of the proposed secondary school in Kingston that is currently out for consultation.
This school is desperately needed and will provide an education that I believe the people of Kingston
want to have available to them. It answers a question and meets a need that no others have been able to
and the need it meets is extremely great. I fully support it and hope against hope for the parents of
Kingston that it is approved.
As an educationalist and a practising Christian (at Christchurch, Surbiton Hill) I am delighted that so
many have supported the proposal for a new faith based secondary school for the borough. If only my 4
children had had the opportunity to attend a CofE school after attending Christchurch & St Andrews & St
Marks primary schools. I live in Berrylands ward and have brought up my family here in Surbiton. I have
also worked as a Lecturer and College manager for over 30 years and am currently employed on a p/t
basis for RBK. A solid Christian foundation at secondary level is lacking in the borough schools,
assemblies are a collection of individuals rather than a time set aside for reflection & worship. Several
RBK schools used to focus on a Christian tradition including using a hymn book but sadly no more.
Christians should, I feel have an opportunity to see their values reinforced at secondary level. This is
particularly important due to the increasing secularisation of society & an erosion of values such as
respect and consideration for others. I most strongly support the proposal for a CofE coeducational
school for the borough as do so many of the borough residents I know of. I would be happy to participate
in any future discussions on this subject.
This is an email to support the new CofE secondary school planned for the borough of Kingston.
My daughter will be going to the CofE junior school in September and it would be great to have both
enough school places and a CofE school in the borough. I wonder if it might be ensured there are a
number of allocated church places and likewise for children with special needs?
I am writing in support of the proposal to open a Church of England Secondary School in our Borough.
With the population of Kingston Borough growing rapidly as a result of the extensive new residential
developments taking place, the need for growth in our schools provision (Primary and Secondary) is
obvious. We are already happily served by a number of C of E Primary schools with excellent Ofsted
ratings. It would be good if children moving up to Secondary provision were also given a chance to
continue their education in a school with a similar ethos to those they have been used to since Year 1. I
write as a resident of Kingston for my entire life, whose three children all attended Christ Church School
in Pine Gardens and were very happy there. Please add my name to the list of those supporting this
initiative.
I wish to register my wholehearted approval for the introduction of a church based secondary school in
Kingston, open to all.
I am writing to object to the proposed faith school. Our area is in desperate need of school places.
Already privileged access to so much provision in the area is afforded to some congregations which is
neither fair nor contributory to supporting knowledge and understanding within the diverse communities
these schools are situated within. Perhaps more importantly, it is vital to individual and national success
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that we learn to work with and harness the power of diverse thought and experience as we seek to
perceive risk and devise solutions to the seemingly intractable issues facing future generations. Failure to
grasp the opportunity that a school staffed by people of different world views and attended by children of
all walks of life would be a betrayal of our responsibility to equip our children to the best of our knowledge
and resources.
I recently heard that there was a new school being proposed for Kingston but was devastated to find out
that it was going to be a Church of England school. I am a Kingston resident who is currently not able to
send my daughter to a local Kingston school despite paying one of the highest amounts of council tax in
the country. I honestly have no idea why in this day and age we would allow a single faith to be allowed
to indoctrinate our children and paid for by the public purse! I will also write to Ed Davey about this - I’m
horrified and I don’t think many Kingston parents know anything about this. Please stop and think
carefully. We’ve got enough faith schools we need more schools for everyone.
I think the proposal is excellent and much needed and has my full support. We have several C of E
primary schools in Kingston but no secondary.
I am writing in support of the proposal for a C of E Secondary School in Kingston upon Thames. We
desperately need more mixed secondary school provision in the borough and we know from evidence
around the country that C of E schools are hugely in demand, because they provide a strong value base
to establish a positive school identity from the beginning, and that they combine good standards with a
welcome for pupils from all backgrounds. I have 2 children of secondary school age myself as well as
being Churchwarden of Christ Church, Surbiton Hill, and so have been able to get real insight both into
the pressure on schools places and the level of desire for a values-based education in the borough.
I would like to add my support for a C of E Secondary School in Kingston. A school founded on a
Christian ethos would give a strong spiritual, moral and ethical base for its pupils to develop a firm and
positive outlook in their lives. With so many pressures on children in our world, a Christian school would
offer a base for the well-being and future of its pupils at a time when life offers so many difficult
challenges for young people. A spiritual focus is so supportive to the well-being of children and would
encourage many good connections with the local community. The importance for both physical and
mental health, as well as academic success, would be well provided for by a school with a spiritual
foundation for its pupils. Many successful schools over the centuries have been founded on religious
principles and have thrived because they are based on a strong, positive and spiritual foundation, as
Christianity teaches opportunities for all and for each person to be valued as a unique individual. The
borough has several church primary schools which are well subscribed to, showing support from parents
for this provision and giving a more diverse range of choice to the current selection of excellent local
schools. I hope this school will be approved.
I am writing in support of the proposed Kingston Church of England Secondary school. At the moment,
there is no Church of England secondary provision in the borough. There is a need for more school
places and I it would be good to see this choice added to the options available to children and their
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families. The consultation process indicates that 66% of responses supported the establishment of the
new school, with 91% of respondents supporting the particular need for specialist resource provision at
the school. As the parent of an autistic child I would particularly like to emphasize the important
difference that such provision can make to the lives of children and their families.
I am in complete support of the proposal that there should be a new Church of England Secondary
School in the borough of Kingston. I write as a lay person, a trustee of the Southwark Diocesan Board of
Education and as a teacher. I have observed the very great care with which the staff, pupils and
governors of our large body of schools are treated and supported, with excellent training and resources
and sharing of best practice on offer. I believe that such a new school would gain enormously from the
SDBE experience. I should emphasise that SDBE schools are open, diverse and inclusive, for pupils and
staff alike. Although SDBE schools have the strength of a Christian foundation, children of all faiths or
none should feel welcome and they should benefit from the enrichment of learning alongside each other
in our multicultural society. I would hope that the new school would be co-educational and that there
would be provision for teaching those with special educational needs, including autism. In fairness to
parents looking for places for their children, it is appropriate that there should be a Church of England
Secondary School in the borough for them to choose if they wish. It is an exciting prospect for the young
people of today.
With up to one third of pupil places being based on the claimed religion of their parents, the school will
discriminate against those of other religions (and of no religion). It will therefore be inherently racist. It will
not be equally welcoming to pupils from all racial and ethnic backgrounds. If a new school is needed, the
school should be fully inclusive for all the local community without any religious segregation and
discrimination. There is absolutely no need for this school to be linked to the Church of England: the land
is not theirs and they are not providing any funds to pay for the capital cost nor for the running costs. A
racist school should not be permitted.
I am writing to oppose the construction of the aforementioned school at Kingsmeadow. Slow worms are a
protected species. I have read that it's likely you will propose translocation as a mitigation plan. Research
on translocation shows that it is rarely successful for these important species, who are best left where
they are. Although translocation may prevent the immediate death of animals that would otherwise be
destroyed with their habitat by development, the most recent study on this has found "no confirmatory
evidence that mitigation-driven translocations are compensating for the losses of populations to
development." Nash D. J. et al., (2020) Effectiveness of translocation in mitigating reptile-development
conflict in the UK. Conservation Evidence, 17, 7-11. https://www.conservationevidence.com/individualstudy/7228 Construction of this school is almost certain to kill off the Kingsmeadow slow worm
population, already impacted by the adjacent Council's Small Sites' development. For this reason, I
vehemently oppose the building of the school on this site.
I oppose this development on this site due to the disruption to a protected species, slow worms.
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Although I understand there are plans to relocate the colony evidence would suggest that while it will
stop their immediate demise the long term chances of their survival is very slim. This is just decimation
by stealth. I would urge the planners to reconsider and look for a site without impact on our fragile wildlife
I wanted to write to put forward my support for this forward. My husband and I live in Surbiton and have a
young daughter. We have started looking into schools for her and can see good Church of England
primary schools in this area but have struggled to find a Church of England secondary school so when
we heard this news we were very pleased indeed. We are looking to move house and our decision of
where to move is strongly influenced by the school options and with currently very few senior school
options in Surbiton/Kingston we are considering other areas.
As both a local resident and a local worker, I am extremely concerned that schools that actively promote
inclusion of children of certain faiths, to the exclusion of those of other, or no, faith, are still being allowed
and I am opposed to the establishment of a C of E Secondary School in Kingston. Religious practices
should be confined to the home and to places of worship. Schools should be kept open to all. Children
should be able to attend their local school without having to conform to a particular belief structure. There
is absolutely no justification in 2021 for schools still being able to give priority to certain children based on
their parents’ beliefs. Schools should teach the fundamentals of kindness and respect and this can
easily take place outside of religious teachings – these qualities are not the sole preserve of religion. By
allowing faith schools to still be a part of our society, you are depriving children from attending their local
school or, worse, you are forcing them to become indoctrinated into that religion in order to attend or just
to fit in. Despite being atheist, one of my friends recently had to send her daughter to a Catholic state
school as this was the only local place made available to her. Her daughter was starting in Reception and
would perform the sign of the cross at home and talk about punishment and God knowing when she had
“been naughty”. This brainwashing of young minds is horrifying and has to stop. Even at Secondary
level, children are still very susceptible, perhaps more so. We do need a new secondary school in
Kingston but it needs to be inclusive and non-religious. People can just as easily teach, promote and
reinforce their beliefs outside school, including via attending church. They don’t also need to expose
children to it during their school day. Please keep education and religion separate.
I would like to express my strong support for the proposed C of E Secondary School to be built in
Kingston. There is a shortage of places and a particular shortage of Church of England Secondary
Schools. I have 3 children myself, currently in primary school or nursery. I would much prefer to send
them to a Faith school. Without this school being built it is unlikely I will have that option. I support coeducation and special need provision. But my particular desire is for a Faith school that I can send my
children to
I would like to register my support for the proposed new Kingston C of E Secondary School. I understand
that his year there were 158 children in Kingston left without a secondary school place after the initial
placing of children. I am a member of the St Matthew’s Church, Surbiton, and a great believer in the
benefit of faith schools. My grandson attends St Matthews’s primary school and it would be wonderful if
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he had the option to continue his education at a C of E secondary school. I believe the proposed new
school will be a huge benefit to the whole community as it will be open to all, not just members of the
church.
Against Please reconsider having another state funded secondary faith school. We have three children of school
age, none of them religious, and we have very little choice in our catchment (RPA [Richmond Park
Academy] or RPA). Rather than parents in our situation paying tax for discriminatory schools when we
need more good, inclusive secondary schools, please make it a non-faith school instead. A specialist
creative arts school like the Brit would be great (there aren't enough of those in London and I know there
is an appetite for this in the area) but if it is a specialist school in any way it needs to be specialist in
terms of focus and resources whilst being inclusive to all locals.
For
I support the establishment of the proposed Kingston CofE Secondary School on the proposed site.
Currently, in this area non-fee paying secondary school places are forecast to continue to be less than
demand. This will be particularly so as a number of housing schemes will be completed locally in the
near future and filled with new residents including secondary school children. Environmental and access
concerns should be carefully assessed and ameliorated in the detailed design phase. Considering that
building a voluntary-aided school appears to be the only legal and financially viable route to providing
new secondary school spaces in this area, I believe that this proposal is a sound route to reach that goal.
I wish the proposal well.
For
I would like to say that I am fully behind having a new school in the Kingston area, and am pleased that it
has a Christian ethos, but still accepts all pupils from all belief systems.
Neutral Thank you for contacting the NEU and seeking our view in respect of the establishment of Kingston C of
E Secondary School. As you may be aware NEU represents all individuals who work in education, but we
feel it will be inappropriate for us to express any views about the plans for opening a new secondary
school. This we feel is something which should remain in the domain of the community and other school
in Kingston. However, as a trade union representative of teaching and non-teaching staff we would
request that the new school
 enters in 'recognition agreement' with NEU at its conception
 staff are employed based on the terms and conditions laid down in the 'burgundy book' and the 'green
book'.
For
I am writing to say that, as a church member of St John’s, on Kingston Road, I am in favour of the
proposal for a secondary school on the Kingsmeadow site. Having been a governor at a CofE junior
school, I have great respect for Southwark Board of Education in the expertise and support that they can
offer to schools and believe they would have the experience to be able to make a success of a school
which would sit within a deprived neighbourhood. I am aware that many people are not in favour of faith
schools but I feel they allow those with a faith, the freedom to express themselves and those who are
interested in spiritual matters to be able to do so in a safe environment. I would have the expectation that
any school chaplain would have a remit to support those of all faiths and none and to encourage all to
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explore their own spirituality, adding in an extra dimension to education. As a church member, I would be
very happy to support any school on that site but a Church of England school would enable a particularly
close relationship, encouraging support from the local community. From the previous consultation
meeting I attended, I understand that there were some environmental concerns which I hope would be
given due consideration. I appreciate that other schools in the local area have concerns that an additional
school is not justified in terms of pupil numbers or that they would prefer to enlarge their own capacity.
I’m not in a position to make a judgement on this as I have no expertise in this area but I realise the
importance of getting the balance of pupil places right to avoid any schools being underfunded.
As a member of St Matthew’s church where we have a number of children, many who will soon be
leaving St. Matthew’s primary school, we certainly would appreciate having a Secondary Church of
England School for these and many other young people. I fully propose the application for a local Church
of England Secondary School.
I wanted to confirm my family’s strong support for this proposal.
I just wanted to contact you to express my support of your proposed new school. As active members of
Christchurch Surbiton we are very excited at the prospect of a new Church of England secondary school.
We would love the chance to continue at a faith based school up until 16 for our children. I have read the
proposal and think what you have proposed looks very exciting.
I am emailing to register my opposition to the proposed Kingston CofE Secondary School. I am proud to
live in Kingston - a modern, forward thinking and inclusive borough. This proposal is at complete odds
with that - I do not want my council to fund any secondary school that is not open to every single child.
I oppose the school on a number of counts:
1. Flawed consultation
The consultation seems to have been limited to faith schools and community groups who are in favour of
faith schools. Although the proposal says that schools (in general) were provided with flyers promoting
the application in January 2017...I had two children at King Athelstan Primary School and was not
notified of the application.
2. Failure to consider other options
I understand that the current Heads of Kingston Secondary Schools were not consulted. I understand
that they ALL dispute the need for an additional secondary school given that over the last five years there
have been more places in Kingston Schools than Year 6 leavers filling these places.
Councillors stated that the document, "Approved Housing Developments in Kingston upon Thames" was
a core decision making document in the approval of the new school - but this document is speculative
and unreliable. I also understand that the Heads have made it clear that there is capacity to increase
places (with no or minimal build in order to provide three to four extra classes). I am astounded that these
schools were not consulted from the very start.
3. Not inclusive
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The Kingston Church of England Secondary School website states that the school will, "have a distinctive
Christian character and will offer its students the opportunity to grow and develop within a broad and
balanced curriculum framework under-pinned by Christian values". This is not inclusive to those who do
not share the faith ethos. I believe the council, who represent every single person in the Kingston
borough should support a genuinely community ethos school i.e., one with a community, rather than faith
specific ethos.
4. Discriminatory admissions
I understand that up to 1/3 places will be “foundation places” subject to religious selection, meaning
many potential pupils will still miss out due to their families being of the ‘wrong’ or no faith. As an
independent admissions authority, the school may increase this level of religious selection in future years
potentially up to 100%. Alternatively, if the school is undersubscribed it may lead to pupils being assigned
a faith school against their families’ wishes. In September 2020 110 pupils in Kingston upon Thames
were assigned a faith school having preferred a non-faith option.
I wish to express my strong support for this new school on behalf of my wife, Judy, and myself.
It makes me rather sad to hear that some people are opposing the idea of a new secondary C of E
school being established. My children as well as those of many of my friends benefited hugely from
attending a church school and I wouldn’t like to think of others being denied such an education.
As mentioned in my previous response to the consultation I wish to object to the siting of a new school on
the Kingsmeadow on account of the slow worm population there - a protected species. This is a rare
urban population and the impact on this population has not been fully considered. See video here from
local ecologist Alison Fure: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S_qOgYzJIlM. The council admitted via
an FOI that the ecological reports produced for this site are inadequate, this is grounds for a judicial
review on the initial planning application and should be considered. Little evidenced research has been
done into the proposed mitigation plans and translocation is often fatal and ineffective:
https://www.conservationevidence.com/individualstudy/7228?fbclid=IwAR2jWbTw6UvFue5UWw8vpNM5XyQB-BjZsNZPFlqu4gnsmpDmysV4BOUOQG4.
The school must seriously consider the siting and design of its extension and the impacts on this rare
urban population of slow worms. When I was a child, around 20 years ago, I remember building projects
were stopped in their tracks if slow worms were discovered. There has been a noticeable decline in our
wildlife in my short lifetime and the children at this school deserve to experience a rich biodiversity in the
Borough that can also be used as an educational tool. This school must not be sited here.
I am writing in support of the proposal for a new Kingston VA secondary school. Each year I meet with
parents to discuss their child's transfer to secondary school. They often express a desire for more
diversity of choice in the local area. In particular, parents have expressed an interest in:
 a Church of England secondary school in the borough;
 a co-educational school;
 somewhere very local that their children can travel to easily
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This desire for choice, coupled with the growing demand for places makes the proposal very welcome,
indeed.
As parents of children who have attended a church school in Kingston, we fully support the establishment
of a C of E Secondary School in Kingston for the following reasons: Parental choice – there are many C of E Primary Schools in Kingston but no Anglican secondary
school provision whereas other faiths do have this facility e.g. Roman Catholics
 Proven ability of the SDBE to provide outstanding and quality education and robust monitoring
initiatives
 Proven commitment to pastoral care so that all pupils can achieve to the best of their abilities
 Inclusivity – all will be respected and nurtured regardless of faith or no faith
 Specialised resource (SRP) will support and enhance borough wide need
 Establishment of the school will mean places for pupils in the local area who have previously missed
out on first choice
 Proposed before after and school provision which will stimulate the curriculum and provide
exciting and life changing opportunities e.g. Duke of Edinburgh Award
Hoping our points above will be taken into consideration,
As a local resident, I see the need for more secondary school places within the Royal Borough of
Kingston upon Thames. I welcome a new Voluntary Aided School, supported by the Anglican Diocese of
Southwark, giving local parents the opportunity for their children to attend a faith school with the ethos
that such a school will give.
I feel most strongly that Kingston needs a senior faith school which would be open to all. It is very
important that our young people receive a rounded education and learn to become kind and considerate
human beings. We have primary schools which are linked to churches but there is no follow up.
I feel greatly troubled by any school that separates children one group from another because of
faith/belief. Much as I respect other people’s faith/belief, now, more than ever, we should be helping
children to think rationally, make decisions based on clear information and facts, be in control of their
own thinking, feeling, behaviours and know how they impact upon others. Religious segregation in school
will not help the young build confidence in themselves and develop self-awareness.
I am in support of the establishment of a new Church of England VA secondary school in Kingston. As
former Director Education for the Diocese of Guildford I am aware of the popularity of Church of England
schools with parents. C of E schools were established for their local communities, and thus all are
welcome. They seek sensibly to balance choice for those parents and carers who want an education for
their children informed by Christian virtues, teaching and approach to community living, with those who
simply want a good school with values that have stood the test of time. Therefore, I agree with the
balance of 60 Foundation places and 120 Open places (each year) in the proposal. I am aware that in
many C of E schools, if not all Foundation places are taken up, even more Open places are available.
Foundation places often serve to make C of E secondary schools more inclusive. Where a school is
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situated in an ‘advantaged’ area Foundation places are able to draw in students from further afield
including far less advantaged areas. My experience as a former London headteacher bears this out. A C
of E secondary school with no Foundation places at all, can quickly lose its distinctive character. This is
regrettable since it is that character that is so popular with parents. Church of England schools are not
‘faith schools’ in the sense of a school just for those of a particular faith, but they are there to serve those
of all faiths and none. This also applies to the staffing of C of E schools, where, within a community
informed by Christian ideals, all faiths and world views enrich the thinking, teaching and life of the place.
Approx. 1 in 18-20 secondary schools are C of E foundation, and therefore, the vast majority of
secondaries are of a secular character. This means that very few children who attended a C of E primary
school (1 in 4 CE) will get a chance to go to a CE secondary. The creation of this new VA secondary in
the borough will increase choice, albeit modestly for those who have greatly appreciated a C of E based
approach to education at primary level. I know, for example, that the new school will be an attractive
possibility for the parents/ children of the Diocese of Guildford’s school in RBK, St Mary’s Chessington.
RBK is a diverse community where those of many faiths, as well as those with no faith live. In my
experience primary and secondary C of E schools, are very popular with those of other world faiths,
because they know that faith will be honoured, rather than ignored. A particular feature of the proposals I
strongly favour is the inclusion of Specialist Resource Provision. I know that, if this was needed before
the pandemic, it is needed even more now. It will also be a fresh source of training and research that will
cascade out to the main school and other schools. It will have the potential to be a beacon of good
practice for the whole of RBK and beyond. I support co-educational education for the school. I am also in
favour of the new school being in the central area of the borough, where places are needed. I understand
that a large number of pupils were ‘unplaced’ this year, a strong indicator of need. Large scale
developments are also planned in the area, which also point to the need for additional places.
At the meeting of the Parochial Church Council of St Mary’s Long Ditton on Monday [17 May] it was
unanimously agreed that I would write to support the proposal of a new Church of England Voluntary
Aided Secondary School in Kingston upon Thames.
The Governors of The Holy Cross School are concerned about the proposed building and opening of a
new six form (180 students) school by the site of Kingsmeadow Athletics track. The key concern is that
the development of a school of this size has the real potential to create over capacity in the secondary
system within Kingston. The impact of Brexit, the pandemic and the beginning of the end of the primary
bulge is already having a significant impact on primary numbers closer to the centre of London. At a time
of such uncertainty, the building of a school of this size has the real potential to create significant over
capacity in the system. While this over capacity will enable the Local Authority to have confidence that it
will be able to fulfil its legal obligation with regard to school places, it could have a negative impact on
other local schools. The impact of over capacity will mean that some schools will not be full. This will
have a significant impact on budgets, which in turn could have a detrimental effect on the overall quality
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of provision that established schools will be able to provide. In order to mitigate this detriment, we
propose the following:
 Delay the start of the process to review the impact of Brexit and the Pandemic on the projection of
student numbers.
 Reduce the size of the school to a four form of entry (120) or five form of entry (150) to reduce the
impact of creating over capacity.
 If the school does proceed, to have a reduced intake of (120) for the first two years to mitigate the
impact of reduced numbers on other local secondary schools.
We sincerely hope that our reasonable and realistic concerns and proposals will be given appropriate
consideration.
As Chair of Governors of Hollyfield school, I welcome the opportunity to respond to this consultation on a
new school in the borough of Kingston upon Thames. I do not accept that a new school is required, on
the grounds that the demand for school places just does not justify it. The data that has informed the
plans for this school is not accurate. RBK does not have a reliable Pupil Product Ratio Study or a
contextually accurate Student Yield Formula. Over the last five years there have been more places in
Kingston Schools than Year 6 leavers filling these places. RBK’s forecasts justifying the additional
places are based on the building of 1 and 2 bedroom flats in the borough, which are very unlikely to
result in secondary school age children. Building works for many of these projects have yet to begin and
some of them don’t even have planning permission! Local secondary schools including Hollyfield have
been asked to provide bulge years for 2021 and 2022 and have happily supported this requirement with
little or no extra expenditure at council and AFC level. None of the local schools (including Hollyfield)
were consulted in the initial consultation. We would be happy to discuss how further bulge years can be
accommodated but this conversation has not been had. For example, we would welcome the opportunity
to discuss how the 10% of the proposed new school’s funding that RBK has offered to provide could
instead be spent with existing schools to deliver this provision. As Chair of Governors I ask that the
council, the DFE and the RSC rescind the plans altogether and that a discussion is had with local
schools to plan how bulge provision can be delivered by the existing providers.
As a parent governor of Hollyfield School, I want to make clear my thoughts as part of the consultation on
a new school in Kingston. I don't think this proposal should be accepted. There is no justification for a
new school. I believe this case is based on unreliable and inaccurate data. There have been more school
places than students leaving year six in the last five years. And the forecasts rely on the population being
increased by people living in flats - who are hardly likely to have secondary school age children. And this
forecast in itself is inaccurate and based on all projects being completed - when some haven't even had
planning permission yet. I also have concerns about the needs of students with mild to moderate SEN
needs and how they would be accommodated within the school. There are increasing numbers of
students with mild to moderate needs who do not have EHCP plans. How does the school plan to
accommodate them? Hollyfield school has proved that it is able to accommodate additional students 50
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whatever their needs - when asked to do so. Therefore, I would request that existing schools are asked
to consider these additional student numbers and the money is spent on supporting this expansion,
rather than this project.
I am a member of the SDBE Schools Committee and returned Colin Powell’s form at the time indicating
my strong support of the new church secondary school at Kingston. This letter reinforces my support of
that plan; I am sorry that any opposition to it has been raised. The school will bring enormous benefit to
the whole community and my support for it remains unwavering.
I have been asked by Southwark Diocesan Board of Education to write an e-mail of support for a new
Church of England School in Kingston. I am lending my support to this as a member of SDBE.
We are residents of Kingston who support the setting up of a Church of England secondary school in the
borough. There is no such school in Kingston at present and the creation of this school will provide an
additional important choice for parents in the education of their children.
I am writing on behalf of the Parochial Church Council (PCC) of St. Paul’s Church, Hook. We would like
to register the fact that we strongly support the proposal that there should be a Church of England
Secondary School in Kingston. There are currently several primary schools that offer the opportunity for
an education underpinned by the values of the Church of England. These are popular with people of all
faiths and those of no faith. We feel that it would be beneficial and fair if the same opportunity could be
offered to children of secondary school age. As a faith school, it would be open to all and would provide a
wider choice than there is at present. At our most recent meeting, our PCC members, representatives of
the congregation, voted unanimously in support of this proposal.
As a resident and Council Tax payer in the borough of Kingston upon Thames I wish to register my
objection to the establishment of the proposed Church of England faith based school. t is my opinion that
Voluntary Aided schools of whatever denomination are socially divisive and should not be supported by
the state. If there is a need for another school in the borough it should be secular in nature and open to
children of all faiths and none. The Council should not support this proposal and should pursue
alternative inclusive options to address new school needs.
I am writing to confirm my continued and strong support for the proposed Kingston VA Secondary
School. I firmly believe that there is strong evidence that this would be a popular choice for parents as it
would offer diversity of choice, would be co-educational, and would provide necessary Specialist
Resource Provision. Additionally, the school would be located in the central part of the borough where
there is, at present, already insufficient provision - and which is likely to experience even more demand in
the future. I am absolutely certain that the provision of a Church of England secondary school, offering
both Open and Foundation places, would be of huge benefit to children and their parents as well as
being a great and positive asset for the borough for many years to come.
No More Faith Schools is a national campaign coordinated by the National Secular Society, with
supporters from a broad social, political, and religious spectrum. We're dedicated to an end to state
funded faith schools. We would like all schools, particularly new schools, to have an inclusive community
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Society)

ethos, free from any religious discrimination, privilege, or control. We are writing in response to the
statutory proposal by the Southwark Diocesan Board of Education (SDBE) to establish a new voluntary
aided (VA) secondary school in Kingston upon Thames. Kingston upon Thames Council should not
support this proposal and should instead rigorously pursue alternative inclusive options to address new
school need. In the unfortunate event that the council do support this proposal we hope they take
significant steps to mitigate the harm and discrimination caused. For example, by insisting that the school
does not adopt discriminatory admissions criteria.
Objection #1: Exclusive faith ethos
In their statutory proposal, the SDBS claim that the school will have a “community ethos”. This is
potentially misleading and obfuscates the proposal’s faith school status, which the SDBS presumably
recognises would be unpopular. “Community ethos” refers to schools without a religious designation or
ethos, based on the community school model. An exclusive faith ethos will not be inclusive for those who
do not share it. The council should support a genuinely community ethos school i.e., one with a
community, rather than faith specific ethos. The SDBE claim that they have had to demonstrate
“integration and community cohesion plans to ensure that pupils from all faiths and none feel welcome at
the school”. However, no evidence is provided for this and they do not acknowledge that an exclusive
faith ethos is detrimental to these aims.
The Department for Education have refused to provide transparency on how they assess these claims,
and their own equality impact assessment has found that voluntary aided schools may harm community
cohesion and be detrimental to those who do not share the faith.
Objection #2: Discriminatory admissions
The SDBE’s statutory proposal and promotional material attempts to obfuscate the discriminatory nature
of the admissions policy. It states that “It will be open to all children from all backgrounds. Children from
families of any faith or no faith will be able to gain admission.” However, up to 1/3 places will be
“foundation places” subject to religious selection, meaning many potential pupils will still miss out due to
their families being of the ‘wrong’ or no faith. As an independent admissions authority, the school may
increase this level of religious selection in future years. Alternatively, if the school is undersubscribed it
may lead to pupils being assigned a faith school against their families’ wishes. In September 2020, 110
pupils in Kingston upon Thames were assigned a faith school having preferred a non-faith option. In an
actual community ethos school, discrimination on the basis of faith would not be permitted in any
admissions, and the school would be suitable for families of all backgrounds.
Objection #3: Other discrimination
The exclusive faith ethos of the school will have impacts beyond discriminatory admissions. As a VA
school, a religious test can be applied in hiring, promoting, or retaining any teacher. In practice such
discrimination will be limited to senior teaching positions. A majority of trustees will be selected by the
SDBE for their ability to promote the school’s religious ethos, and these foundation governors must take
direction from the SDBE, reducing independent oversight. As a VA school, religious education (RE) will
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be denominational and used to promote the religious ethos. It will also be inspected by the SDBE, rather
than Ofsted. Relationships and sex education (RSE) may also be taught through a religious ethos, with
potential discriminatory effects. The SDBE’s statutory proposal is not transparent on any of these facts.
VA faith schools are far more assertive than is common in their application of the legal requirement for
daily acts of directed collective worship. These will be of a specifically denominal nature and the legal
right to withdraw is often impractical. In an actual community ethos school, none of this discrimination
would be permissible. The religious education curriculum would be fully pluralistic and pursue only
educational aims. Ofsted would inspect all areas of the school. In a community ethos school, the
collective worship requirement would likely be interpreted in a more inclusive manner, assemblies may
even simply be inclusive with an opportunity for non-directed prayer or reflection.
Objection #4: Failure to consider inclusive alternatives
Both SDBE and representatives of the council have asserted that ‘there is no alternative’ to this proposal.
However, the council have a legal duty to ensure adequate school provision and have not produced
evidence that they have adequately explored and rigorously pursued all options. Any of the genuinely
positive aspects of the statutory proposal could be delivered by any qualified provider, without the need
for an exclusive and divisive faith ethos. As with all other state schools, 100% of the running costs in this
case will be provided by public funds. In the case of voluntary aided schools, the (religious) foundation is
normally expected to provide a 10% contribution to capital costs. This “capital contribution” is used to
justify VA faith schools’ wider power to discriminate, and their value for public expenditure. However, in
this case, the SDBE capital contribution will be provided by the council, who will also be providing a
publicly owned site for a 125-year lease. These are assets that the council could have put towards
exploring and attracting alternative, inclusive alternatives, rather than committing to a religious
organisation.
Objection #5: Transparency and public opinion
Since 2017, the SDBE have been carrying out a quasi-consultative process as they gather support for
their proposal. This representation period was relaunched as the council even intended, potentially
unlawfully, to delegate this to the SDBE, depriving residents of any independent public consultation. The
efforts taken by the SDBE to obfuscate or downplay the exclusive faith aspects of the school, and the
lack of information on alternatives, mean that (1) many local residents will be unaware of these proposals
or their most objectionable elements and (2) support for a new local school is being conflated with
support for this faith school. The SDBE’s statutory proposal shows no meaningful engagement with
concerns of residents over the school’s exclusive ethos. Though they have had limited opportunities to
be heard, many residents of Kingston have shared their views with our organisation, a selection of their
comments follow:
“We embrace people of all faiths and none. To select school places based on the faith of the parents is
discrimination and is obscene. I strongly oppose a new faith school in Kingston. I live in the area and my
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10-year-old daughter deserves to not be discriminated against when selecting a school for her to go to.”
– Dominic, from Kingston
“This is discrimination, selecting children based on their parents faith isn't right and it won't help create a
cohesive community. Local schools should serve the communities they are in and selection should not
be based on faith. Teaching of all religions is important but not using one religion as the main focus
within any school... How can I teach my child that society is fair and doesn't discriminate according to
religion when the very institutions that are supposed to teach inclusion, tolerance, diversity are doing the
exact opposite?” – Louise, from Kingston
“As a parent and resident of Kingston upon Thames, I strongly oppose the idea of a faith school
completely backed up with public funds…. The Kingston CofE Faith School project is specifically
outrageous in the sense that the diocese contribution to the school is kept minimum. The proposal simply
asserts that Kingston council allows taxpayers' resources to be used instead of the financial contribution
expected from the diocese. The council should stop the process and investigate alternative plans where
the same resources can be allocated for an inclusive secular school.” – Sedar, from Kingston
“Kingston council have failed to consider any alternatives. None of the other Kingston Secondary Schools
were consulted and there was no exploration into whether they could provide any additional spaces. It is
not right that we are using council money to fund a secondary school that is not inclusive in nature and
fails to serve the entire Kingston community.” – Victoria, from Kingston
“At a time when religious prejudice is an increasing problem in the UK, planning another faith school is
the worst possible option for Kingston. Recruiting staff and a third of its pupils on the basis of religion is
not a recipe for community cohesion. If the school is undersubscribed, pupils of no faith or a different
faith could be allocated places at this C of E school against their wishes. Kingston should instead offer a
school with true community ethos which accepts children of all faiths or none.” – Penny, from Kingston
“Children of minority faiths and no faith should have equal access to high quality education. The current
system allowing publicly funded schools to discriminate against children on the basis of religion is unfair.
My children's school choices were limited by the fact that many of the schools in our area were faith
schools which offered far too few places to local children from outside the faith. I believe schools funded
by the state should be inclusive and secular.” – Nadia, from Kingston
“Such a faith school is divisive and unwelcome. I don't want public money funding such a project.” –
David, from Kingston
“This area is in desperate need of school places. Already privileged access to so much provision in the
area is afforded to some congregations which is neither fair nor contributory to supporting knowledge and
understanding within the diverse communities these schools are situated within. Perhaps more
importantly, it is vital to individual and national success that we learn to work with and harness the power
of diverse thought and experience as we seek to perceive risk and devise solutions to the seemingly
intractable issues facing future generations.” – Mindy, from Kingston
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“We don't want any more faith schools in the area. The practice of making a proportion (1/3 in this case)
of school places as ‘foundation places' means that if/when it is oversubscribed then up to a third of pupils
will be selected based on faith; this is an outdated practice that needs to be consigned to history.” – Paul,
from Kingston
On the basis of these objections and others, I urge you to recommend that the council not support this
proposal and should instead rigorously pursue alternative inclusive options to address new school need.
I object strongly to this proposal on the grounds that no new school should be established that is
selective on religious lines.
I am writing to add my voice of support to the proposed Kingston C of E Secondary school. My own
children are now at the university stage of their education experience, so I do not write as someone with
a personal, parental interest in local education provision. I do, however, write as someone with prior
experience as a teacher in a Church of England primary school and as a Christian involved in my local
Anglican/C of E church. As a teacher, our central London school was a school of choice for families from
a range of faith communities. This was because it was a hugely caring community, with a strong pastoral
ethos, aiming to support its pupils to reach the highest academic standards. But there was another key
feature. While having a Christian foundation and ethos which, in our case, also influenced the broad
range of assembly topics, and involved attendance at the church to which we were attached, it was at the
same time and without any contradiction, a community that was open, utterly respectful of different views,
faiths, backgrounds, and individuals, which celebrated the glorious diversity within our walls. Some may
be surprised by this, and instead may view a faith school as only offering a narrow, limiting and
proselytising experience. I do not consider this would be the case. On the contrary, I think that the
Christian ethos of a C of E school would only underpin the qualities and characteristics that all parents
look for in a school – namely, in my view, a pastorally nurturing environment, a caring community in
which all feel valued, a wealth of support and encouragement to help pupils aspire to achieve combined
with high standards of teaching and learning, a range of experiences and opportunities for personal
development including opportunities to learn about the Christian faith alongside other world faiths, an
environment of openness and respect towards the many facets of the world we inhabit, including
different viewpoints, backgrounds and cultures, which celebrates individuality and diversity and
encourages young people to think for themselves. In short, I believe the ethos of a Church of England
School would support pupils to achieve their full potential, both academically and personally, thus helping
them develop into the best possible versions of their unique, individual selves. I hope you will feel able to
take this view into account in your deliberations. Thank you.
I am writing to express my support for the proposed Church of England secondary school in Kingston
upon Thames. I think that the popularity and success of the Church of England primary schools in the
borough are evidence of the need and appropriateness of such a school. I also think that the plan for the
school to be situated in one of the less affluent parts of the borough and to cater for the needs of some of
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our young people who struggle with mainstream education shows the commitment of the Diocese of
Southwark to education for all.
I'd like to register my support for a CofE Secondary School in the borough in order to provide more
choice at secondary school level.
I am a local resident and, as such, can see the huge benefit derived from faith schools in this area and
also the need for more secondary school places within the Royal Borough of Kingston upon Thames. I
would, therefore, very much welcome a new Voluntary Aided School supported by the Anglican Diocese
of Southwark. This would give local parents the opportunity for their children to attend a faith school with
the ethos and quality of education that the school would provide.
I am a local resident and wish to comment on the above proposal as follows:
 I am in favour of the proposal to establish the CoE secondary school.
 I attended the public e-meeting via Zoom on 10th February this year.
 There is clearly a need for secondary school, given the increasing number of homes in the borough,
such as in the Cambridge estate and along Kingston Road new Malden where new homes are
currently being built.
 The Royal Borough of Kingston has a number of CoE primary schools but no CoE secondary school
unlike many other London boroughs. Friends of ours who wished to send their children to a CoE
secondary had to apply to schools outside the Borough.
 The creation of a CoE secondary school will therefore broaden parental choice
 I understand CoE schools to be community rather than faith schools and I note that the proposed
school will be open to all irrespective of their background or faith.
I totally support a Church of England school in Kingston upon Thames.
As a local resident I wish to make the following comments regarding the proposal to establish a
Voluntary-Aided Secondary School in Kingston Upon Thames. I attended the public meeting via Zoom on
10th February and have downloaded the Statutory Proposal. My points are as follows:
 I am in favour of the proposal to establish the CofE secondary school.
 New homes are currently being built in the area where the school is proposed and there is a need for
an increase in local secondary provision.
 Whilst RBK has a number of CofE primary schools, it does not have a CofE secondary school. As a
recently retired year 6 teacher in a CofE primary school in RBK, I am aware of the desire of some
parents to send their children to a CofE secondary school. In order to do this they have to send their
children out of the borough. I consider we should be able to make this provision available within the
borough.
 I note that the school will be co-educational. Many parents are in favour of sending children to co-ed
schools but the majority of secondary schools in RBK are single sex. The creation of the new
secondary school will broaden parental choice.
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227 Jane McSherry
Against
(Ass’t Director,
Education and
Early Help, London
Borough of
Merton)

Merton Council formally objects to this proposal on the grounds that by the time it is built there will be
surplus places in the area rather than a basic need requirement, and the school risks impacting on the
roll and therefore the financial stability of Merton secondary schools. The site proposed for the new
school is approximately 1.5 miles from the Merton Council border and a simple 10 minute bus journey
from a ‘Good’ Merton secondary school that is presently not quite full, and the roll coming through from
primary schools in Merton will be 350 pupils per year less compared to the present position by 2024/25,
the time for the proposed opening of the new school. We appreciate that, like at Merton, secondary
school places in Kingston are in short supply compared to demand at present, but the fall in demand now
in primary schools clearly shows what is coming to secondary schools by, or close to, the proposed
opening of the school. The council understands the position outlined in RB Kingston’s ‘School places
planning strategy’ document November 2020 and the table in page 21 of the document is copied to this
letter (table 1) showing there to be 39 extra year 6 leavers by 2026 compared to the present – hardly
sufficient to justify a whole new school. More significantly, this table is misleading as it only shows 5
years ahead from now to 2026. It is clear that the most reliable predictor in the outer London area
for future school roll is the corresponding years’ birth figure. Page 11 of the RB Kingston strategy
document provides the birth figures for Kingston. Kingston is a couple of years behind Merton but it is
clear that from 2015 to the present the live births fell dramatically and therefore demand for year 7
starters from 2016 will show a significant fall. Information we have enclosed from the GLA shows the fall
in live births in 2020 and 2021 will be even more dramatic. Therefore, just as the school is built,
demand for places will be falling dramatically in Kingston and Merton. We therefore urge you to look at
the full medium term demographic information and not to proceed with a new school that will create
surplus places in other schools.
Table 1
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Against

I object strongly to this proposal for the following reasons:1) There is no justification for building a school on a greenfield site and the site of a protected species
when we are meant to be protecting nature and biodiversity for future generations. How will the children
at this school feel when they find out that this is what happened?
2) This new consultation has not been advertised widely to the public. I have seen no mention of it, only
the email below, which is to people who responded to the 'withdrawn' consultation, suggesting that this is
not a proper new consultation on the new Statutory Proposal but a 'partial extra'.
Please conduct this consultation again properly.
3) I understand the reason the original consultation was 'withdrawn' was because there was a conflict of
interest in the Diocese of Southwark analysing its own consultation. The whole consultation therefore
needs to recommence:
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https://humanism.org.uk/2021/03/19/council-delays-new-faith-school-decision-after-humanists-ukobjects-to-consultation/.
4) Status of this consultation is unclear: is the Council is relying on the Diocese of Southwark's report of
the original consultation survey (p.3 of the new Statutory Proposal)? It appears that you may be starting
consultation on the new Statutory Proposal from scratch - i.e. discounting any comments that are not resubmitted for this version. And yet any REQUIREMENT to resubmit comments made on the original
application is ambiguous. For the absence of doubt and avoidance of a partial consultation for the new
Statutory Proposal, the Council should re-run this consultation properly, advertising it widely. Given the
previous Statutory Proposal consultation was withdrawn, the very least Council should do is re-analyse
the original consultation comments (if there is any certainty of acquiring them all), and come to their own
conclusion in a report which is made publically available. The Council can't be sure that the Diocese of
Southwark's interpretation of previous data is unbiased. The difficulty with re-analysis is that the council
is always going to be uncertain that it is in receipt of all the previous consultation responses. It is
unacceptable if the Council might be accepting homework from the Diocese of Southwark that the
Diocese have 'marked themselves' for the Statutory Proposal.
5) Biased consultation request: the emailed invitation to respond to the consultation is only soliciting
emails/letters of support:"Please (re)submit your letter/emails of support by Friday 21 May to Kingston Council via Mr Matthew
Paul (matthew.paul@achievingforchildren.org.uk)"
6) For the observance of impartiality, responses should be collated and analysed by an independent
organisation. Comments are to be sent via 'School Place Planning' for Kingston Council, which cannot
act impartially:i) Kingston Council 'School Place Planning' is likely to be more sympathetic to a new school than any
environmental concerns particular to this site, especially as the borough's needs for school places are
pressing and councillors from the party in control have already shown strong support for the school
application.
ii) There is a representative of the Diocese of Southwark, who sits on the Council's 'Children’s and Adult
Care Committee' - the Committee deciding the 'School Place Planning Strategy'. This Strategy was voted
through on the 10th of November 2020 by the 'Children's and Adults' Care Committee, whilst he was in
attendance, and without any declaration of any conflict of interest, despite it referring to the Diocese of
Southwark's plans to set up a school at Kingsmeadow:https://moderngov.kingston.gov.uk/documents/s89961/School%20Place%20Planning%20Strategy%20%20Annex%201%20The%20Strategy%202.pdf
"The Diocese of Southwark has continued to work to fulfil their aspiration to open a voluntary-aided
Church of England secondary school in the borough. In December 2018, the DfE invited bids for new
voluntary-aided schools for which they would pay 90% of the capital costs, on the condition that the local
authority in whose area the educational provider wanted to establish the school would provide a site on a
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peppercorn-rent basis and pay the remaining 10%. Accordingly, after consultation with the Council, the
Diocese of Southwark submitted an application for a six-form entry 11–16 Church of England secondary
school to be established, subject to formal agreement of a long-lease arrangement, on Council-owned
land between Hampden Road and the Kingsmeadow Stadium car park. The Secretary of State
conditionally approved the application in April 2020, subject to a number of factors, including: full site
feasibility; publication (by the Diocese) and approval (by the Council’s Children’s and Adult Care
Committee, acting as ‘local decision-maker’) of a statutory proposal to establish the school; formal
leasing of the site; and planning approval for the requisite build. The Diocese is due to publish its
statutory proposal in November 2020."
See also: https://moderngov.kingston.gov.uk/mgMeetingAttendance.aspx?ID=9064
and for declarations of interest, see:
https://moderngov.kingston.gov.uk/mgCommitteeDetails.aspx?ID=662
iii) The amount of time and effort already expended by the Council (working closely with the Diocese of
Southwark) to achieve this disposal, makes their impartiality a significant problem. The Council are the
owners of the land in question, and have been working for some considerable time with the Diocese on
the disposal of the site for development as a school. It was announced in the press back in April 2020:
https://www.surreycomet.co.uk/news/18366776.new-c-e-school-open-kingston/. Other examples of this:
Adjacent land is being developed by the Council's Limited Liability Partnership - planning application
20/02216/FUL granted in December 2020, to build housing as part of the Small Sites programme. The
boundary of this development was heavily influenced by the expectation of a new school - the school was
marked in the design evolution and documents available publically last year. Boreholes were being drilled
into the proposed site to assess it for a potential school 22nd October last year. "9. School Sites Update
Appendix E This report seeks approval for further work to be undertaken, and revenue funding to be
provided, to further the aim of formally allocating land at Kingsmeadow in Norbiton and Moor Lane in
Chessington for the development of a new voluntary-aided secondary school and a new special free
school in the Borough" - Response and Recovery Committee, 26 November 2020
https://moderngov.kingston.gov.uk/documents/g9182/Public%20reports%20pack%20Thursday%2026Nov-2020%2019.30%20Response%20and%20Recovery%20Committee.pdf?T=10
7) There has been no strategic environmental assessment of the Borough's growth plans and therefore
the cumulative effect of the vast development coming forward in Kingston. Norbiton and across the
Borough has not been analysed and the sustainability of development plans is unknown.
8) GDPR and Privacy uncertainties and lack of such statements: How will Kingston Council process
direct feedback sent - will they share individual comments and people's names and/or addresses with the
Diocese of Southwark?
There is no privacy or GDPR statement associated with the email asking me to respond to the
consultation again, presumably because it is the same organisation who ran the earlier consultation and
they retained my details. The email to me gives no address, or link to who or what 'The Place Group' is,
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or how they process personal data and comments made. The link provided to the Statutory Statement on
the Diocese of Southwark's webpage does not give any such details either. 'The Place Group' ran the
initial consultation for the Diocese of Southwark and had a GDPR statement available at the time.
However the Diocese of Southwark gave consultee names (and other details?) to the Council, as part of
the report on the consultation. These were published in full and made publically available for the Council
meeting. It may be standard practice for consultees' names to be given for statutory proposals but it
needs to be made clear on both the Diocese of Southwark and Council webspages. It is not mentioned
here: https://www.kingston.gov.uk/council-democracy/gdpr-data-sharing-policy/1 or here:
https://www.kingstoncofesecondary.org.uk/statutory-proposal/
9) The Statutory Proposal is different, despite the emailed invitation implying it is the same:
"There will not be an on-line survey this time or further public e-meetings as all the information about the
secondary school has been shared to date and none of the details have changed. Further detail and an
ability to once again review the Statutory Proposal can be viewed at:
https://www.kingstoncofesecondary.org.uk/statutory-proposal/". Without going through all the documents
again, it is quite clear that the Statutory Proposal has been altered since - at least substantially so with
respect to the location of the proposed site and lease details. This is now much more detailed than
'Kingsmeadow' as a location. It is clear, for the first time in the consultation (s), that the school location is
definitely proposed for the recreational land on Kingsmeadow at Jack Goodchild Way, where one of the
most important populations of slow worms resides (a protected species). Example of a difference
between the latest version of the Statutory Proposal and the original (used in the first consultation); new
text in blue:- New version of the Statutory Proposal:
15 Location Subject to formal local authority committee approval of planning permission in due course
(anticipated in 2021 or 2022), the Royal Borough of Kingston upon Thames (Council) will lease part of
the Kingsmeadow site for the school at Jack Goodchild Way, Kingston Road, Kingston upon Thames,
Surrey, KT1 3PB. The lease is expected to be granted to SDBE as trustee of the school for a term of 125
years at a peppercorn rent for educational use only. That location will enable the school principally to
serve future cohorts of children living in Kingston and Norbiton - the areas where some children have
been unplaced at the initial offers stage for the last few years. The proposed site is not used for the
purposes of another school. Version used in the withdrawn consultation:
15 Location Subject to formal local authority committee approval of planning permission in due course,
the Royal Borough of Kingston upon Thames (Council) will lease part of the Kingsmeadow site for the
school. That location will enable the school principally to serve future cohorts of children living in
Kingston and Norbiton - the areas where some children have been unplaced at the initial offers stage for
the last few years. The proposed site is not used for the purposes of another school. This consultation
should be run again because:
a. adjacent residents will lose their closest recreational space and may well be unaware and remain
unalerted to this, unless they responded before.
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b. residents across the borough, who may be concerned about the protection of the Kingsmeadow slow
worm population, may also be unaware of where the school is to be sited and will not be alerted that
there is another consultation (unless they responded before). Even the local Councillor Mr Wehring
appeared unaware about the exact site location during the last consultation on the Statutory Proposal,
saying: "This 'Statutory Proposal', required by Dept for Education, is to hear comments about the school,
not its location. That's to come later." January 31st, Twitter. Please re-run the consultation telling the
public exactly where the proposed site is, not just those who responded to the first consultation, when the
Statutory Proposal didn't make it clear. The question in the previous consultation about whether we want
a new school was misleading as it did not associate a new school with the loss of a site for a protected
species. Further, there was no question in the whole survey asking whether one agrees with this site
specific proposal. You have to go to page 7 of the Statutory Proposal to get a hint where it is, but even
here it is not clear (just says Kingsmeadow, an extensive area, which includes the proposed site)."
10) This site is on Kingston Council leisure services land in Kingsmeadow. Why is this not made clear?
Please re-run the consultation making this clear. It was not mentioned for the 'withdrawn' statutory
Proposal consultation either.
11) This development of a school would deprive local Norbiton residents of very scarce local recreation
space. If this school is built on the proposed site, Norbiton Ward residents will be left with only one small
public park of ~2.5sq m, next to a big main road, at Kingston Recreation Ground (unless people fancy the
cemetery). Leisure services land in Norbiton elsewhere requires membership and paid-for sporting
activities. Norbiton Ward is ~1.35 km sq, with about 12,000 residents and will soon have several 1000
more, due to new developments, including the Cambridge Road estate. They should not lose any further
open space, even for a school; surely it can be sited elsewhere?
12) One of the best populations of slow worms in Kingston live at Kingsmeadow and will be impacted
severely if this school goes ahead on the site as proposed. Slow worms are thriving in Kingsmeadow, as
evidenced by ecology surveys for the Small Sites' Programme - Kingsmeadow site planning application,
and by a local ecologist.
13) Was the Council's Biodiversity Officer consulted before the proposed school site was chosen? Is
there any evidence he was involved early on in the choice of possible sites?
14) Planning mitigations, for another permitted planning application by the Council 20/02216/FUL, rely
upon the proposed school site not being developed. Land for 20/02216/FUL was taken from
Kingsmeadow leisure services land and transferred to Kingston Council's development company, and
planning application granted in December 2020: to build housing as part of the Small Sites programme.
The site survey evidenced a significant slow worm population, including across the site adjacent
boundary into this proposed school site. A local ecologist has also recorded many slow worms in
Kingsmeadow, including in this proposed school site. Mitigation for this other development relies upon
moving Kingsmeadow slow worms - from part of the same field, and from an adjacent brown field site 63
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to this proposed school site. Given the school site would occupy the remainder of the slow worm habitat
in Kingsmeadow, translocation is likely to be the only mitigation possible for this beleaguered population.
15) Slow worm mitigation for the development of a school at the proposed site will almost inevitably lead
to translocation of the remaining protected slow worm population. Little research has been available until
recently to assess the effectiveness of this mitigation of last resort. Now research on translocation shows
that it is rarely successful. Although translocation may prevent the immediate death of animals that would
otherwise be destroyed with their habitat by development, "The study found no confirmatory evidence
that mitigation-driven translocations are compensating for the losses of populations to development."
Nash D. J. et al., (2020) Effectiveness of translocation in mitigating reptile-development conflict in the
UK. Conservation Evidence,17, 7-11. https://www.conservationevidence.com/individual-study/7228. The
school proposal is almost certain to kill off the Kingsmeadow slow worm population, already impacted by
the Council's Small Sites' development.
[Further comments subsequently sent:]
Thank you for sending me the relevant statutory guidance for opening a voluntary-aided school. I
reproduce the relevant section from the guidance below:
Stage one: consultation
It is a statutory requirement to consult any parties the proposer thinks is appropriate before publishing
proposals under section 10 or 11 for new schools and for section 15 proposals to close a maintained
school. The proposer may use the consultation to consider a range of options for the future of a
school (e.g. amalgamation, federation or closure). However, the proposer must then publish specific
proposals (see stage two of the statutory process below). It is these specific proposals setting out
details of the new
school or the school to be closed which can be commented on or objected to during the statutory
representation period. It is for the proposer to determine the nature and length of the consultation. It is
best practice for consultations to be carried out in term time to allow the maximum number of people
to respond. Proposers should have regard to the Cabinet Office guidance on Consultation principles
when deciding how to carry out the consultation period.
While I note that the statutory requirement on consultations gives the proposer the freedom to "consult
any parties the proposer thinks is appropriate", I believe there is evidence that the government did not
intend to restrict this group of people to parents and carers of school age children and that the wider
community should be consulted for their views. This intention is indicated in the final paragraph of the
Consultation part of the Statutory Guidance which states that "It is best practice for consultation to be
carried out in term time to allow the MAXIMUM NUMBER OF PEOPLE to respond". The term used is
clearly maximum number of "people". The government could have said parents and carers, but chose to
say "people". In my opinion, the word "people" includes local residents and other local stakeholders, not
just parents and carers. The majority of people are around and working during "term times" and away in
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the "holidays", so the government appears to have made a reasoned judgement in its choice of words in
stating that the intention in consulting should be to allow the maximum number of PEOPLE to respond.
The Diocese of Southwark has failed to meet this requirement. Further, the consultation on the new
school breaches the Consultation Principles which form part of the statutory guidance for consultation.
Principle C. clearly states that:
C. Consultations should be informative
Give enough information to ensure that those consulted understand the issues and can give informed
responses. Include validated impact assessments of the costs and benefits of the options being
considered when possible; this might be required where proposals have an impact on business or the
voluntary sector.
This is not the case for this consultation. The purpose of the consultation is vague and misleading and
attempts to divert attention from the fact that the location for the proposed school is the slow worm site.
Mr Paul has even said to me directly in an email of 21 May 2021: "The consultation isn't principally about
the location of the school and the issues involved therein, but the vision for, educational aspects of, and
need for, the school." But this is not true. The Statutory Proposal consultation RE-RUN is clearly about
the location. It clearly states the precise location of the proposed school. This compares with the first
consultation which simply stated that the school would be on "Kingsmeadow" which is an extensive area
which reaches far below the slow worm site. The extremely restricted consultation means that the
majority of people will never know that this is the site on which the school is being proposed. Similarly, by
not consulting widely on its Statutory Proposal with the local community that will be affected by the
building of a large school in their neighbourhood, the Diocese has breached Consultation Principle F.
The Diocese has provided NO evidence that it has considered "the full range of people, business and
voluntary bodies affected" and has also failed to "tailor" the consultation to the "needs and preferences of
particular groups" as stated in Principle F:
F. Consultations should be targeted
Consider the full range of people, business and voluntary bodies affected by the policy, and whether
representative groups exist. Consider targeting specific groups if appropriate. Ensure they are aware
of the consultation and can access it. Consider how to tailor consultation to the needs and
preferences of particular groups, such as older people, younger people or people with disabilities that
may not respond to traditional consultation methods.
In addition, sending a letter to schools is all very well but it can not be correct, even within the context of
that extremely limited distribution, that the Diocese relied on school administrators to publicise the
application to parents and carers. Schools have no legal obligation to do such a thing and there is no
evidence that all parents and carers know about the proposal or if some do, what proportion of total
parents and carers have been given easy and full access to the consultation and information
accompanying it. In my opinion, the Diocese has not therefore fully complied with statutory requirements
relating to consultation and I ask that the Council refuse to grant statutory permission on this basis alone.
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I also hope that the Church would not wish to exclude the local community from having its say on these
proposals. After all, it is not just legal obligations that count. Surely, the Diocese of Southwark, as part of
the Church of England, needs to demonstrate moral and spiritual integrity by making the consultation on
its Statutory Proposal truly inclusive. Otherwise, the consultation on the Diocese's proposal would be
nothing more than a sham. Thank you for taking these comments in to account as part of my response
on the consultation on the Statutory Proposal for a new Church of England Secondary School which is
being planned to be built on the Slow Worm Site in Kingsmeadow, Kingston. For the sake of clarity, I am
aware in general terms that the Diocese of Southwark has chosen to consult with certain bodies on this
proposal. However, "a wide variety" of local organisations is a statement of your opinion only, and does
not take away from the fact that local residents have not been consulted on this new proposal unless
they responded to the previous consultation. I refer to my previous submissions on this matter. A single
advertisement of the proposals in the Surrey Comet is not evidence that the Diocese has made
reasonable efforts to engage with residents and to encourage the MAXIMUM number of people to
respond. You refer to pages 28 to 32 of the Guidance. In that part of the Guidance, you will find the
following statement: “When considering, publishing or deciding a proposal, the proposer and the decisionmaker should take account of the community to be served by the school and the views of different
sections within the community.” I believe that the Diocese of Southwark and the Council do not meet this
requirement given the lack of consultation of local residents on a wide basis on these new proposals. The
"community to be served" by the new school does not consist of CURRENT parents and carers at
EXISTING schools who may have seen information about this proposal. Indeed, the "community to be
served" by the new school consists of many residents who may not yet have children, of single people, of
childless couples, of older people who are or will become grandparents and take on a caring
responsibility for a school-age child. There is every reason to believe that the lack of general consultation
with local residents means that the "views of different sections within the community to be served by the
school" have been completely overlooked and this requirement breached. How also, can the views of
"different sections" of the community have been taken in to account when no information has been made
available to people in any language other than English? I was speaking to a person from another Church
yesterday, who confirmed that there are many ethnic minority people and refugees living on the
Cambridge Road Estate who do not speak English. How will the views of these people be considered in
this consultation? Richmond Council has gone to great lengths explicitly to reach out in its consultations
to the silent majority of its residents who are NOT part of "organisations" and whose voice could
therefore go unheard. Here is a council that recognises that every voice and every person matters.
Kingston Council and the Diocese of Southwark need to do the same.
Please accept this email in support of the proposal for a. New Senior C of E school in Kingston. This is
greatly needed as there is a shortage of places within the Borough. This will be increased once all the
new building works are completed. I support the proportion of foundation places each year as at present
there is no C of E Senior School in the Borough and is not an unreasonable number.
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Against

As a resident of the Borough, I refer to the proposal for a new academy to serve 11–16-year-olds in
Kingsmead, Kingston Upon Thames. I strongly object to this proposal on the grounds outlined below
and ask the deciding committee to reject it. I urge the committee to proceed with due haste to adapt this
proposal so that it can be followed through by a non-denominational, secular group base in the
Borough.
Rejection Grounds A: Process
I suggest that Kingston Borough Council has behaved in a prejudicial manner in collaborating with a
single provider, Southwark Diocesan Board of Education whose stated aim is to “Develop Church of
England Education”. It has given advantage to this provider without enabling an alternative provider to
emerge. The decision is, therefore, likely to be predicated on the work already done, and as such may
not meet the standards required of an independent assessment of this proposal.
Notwithstanding rejection grounds A, I also object on the basis of the detail of this proposal as outlined
below – Rejection Grounds B and C.
Rejection Grounds B: Religious, social, community divisiveness
1. Social Division:
1.1. The increasingly multi-cultural, multi-faith, and no-faith nature of the Kingston Upon Thames
community indicates that a new faith-based school is not consistent with the needs of the population
and should not be given public money at this time.
2. Discriminatory Effect:
2.1. The proposal is to use 100% public money to fund what is admitted as 100% a Church of
England based institution. Some half of the people of Kingston identify as Christian (2011) and
this includes all denominations. Public funds should not be used in this discriminatory way even
if the law allows for it.
2.2. Just 3% of London born babies were baptised in the Church of England in 2019 (the national
figure is less than 10%). This school proposed to make 33% of its places available for this 3%
in future. This is disproportionate.
2.3. If the school is academically successful it becomes liable to become a means of recruitment
into the faith. No public funds should be provided for what would be a back-door method of
recruiting new faith members.
More importantly, such an outcome creates rather than diminishes social division in the
community and it has been argued in other Boroughs that it increases social division.
2.4. The proposal declares that it will admit pupils from all background, but that up to 33% of
applicants from Church of England faith will be admitted as priority. It is also possible for the
School to alter this cap of 33% at its own discretion. It is inequitable that a publicly funded
school should be given such discretion into the future.
3. Lack of Transparency in Ethos Declaration:
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3.1. The proposal is self-contradictory in that it states it will take children from all and no faith
background into the school without discrimination, but also that the school will have a ‘Christian
ethos’.
It proposes to be “highly inclusive” and “have a distinctly Christian character”. If it has a
distinctly Christian character it is highly exclusive, not inclusive – if the proposers are not aware
that a distinctly Christian character is not amicable to Muslims, Jews, Sikhs, Hindu’s, and those
of no faith they show themselves to be not credible in running a faith-minority base school such
as is proposed.
Is the proposal then that many faith pupils will be educated in line with Christian ethos? This is
unclear and in the absence of spelling this out the proposal renders the school capable of
endangering the faith/non-faith family value of the majority of its pupils. That the proposal
should get to this stage with this obvious anomaly unanswered is cause for concern.
3.2. The proposal goes further to show that it will be, in fact, a religious school. It states that it will
have a “broad curriculum” and that that curriculum will be “underpinned by Christian Values”.
Not only that but it will “deliver high quality religious education and collective worship”.
These explicit proposals demonstrate that this will be a Christian (C of E) school with collective
worship and Christian doctrine informing the curriculum. There is no barrier to the Church of
England setting up such a school on a private basis, but this would be a public school where it
declares some 66% of the pupils may not be Christian.
If the proposal means, and this is by no means clear, that such collective worship, “strong
chaplaincy”, and “Christian basis” to the curriculum only applies to the 33% of C of E pupils it
would be immediately divisive with a bias in favour of the minority.
3.3. The Christian Ethos referred to is not clarified. While there is no basis to question the bona
fides of the proposers, there are some aspects of the C of E faith belief system which should
not be unwittingly visited upon young people in the view of many in the community, both of
other faiths and no faith,. In particular the Church of England’s belief in the inherent sinful
nature of humans, (Article IX of the Articles of the Church of England) and its adherence to the
belief that the founder Jesus Christ was the son of God and gave his life for the redemption of
the sins of mankind. These are not trivial social beliefs: they are at the very core of Church of
England theology and inform what are called Christian values or such an ethos.
3.4. The proposer also advances its determination to advocate British Values. It does not clarify
what these are, or its position on them. Given the manner in which this term has been
appropriated by radical political movements in recent years, no school governance should be
contemplated which is not crystal clear on what this might mean.
Further details on the above objections are include[d] in an Appendix outlining rebuttal of the statements
made by the proposer in the Admissions Policy.
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Rejection Grounds C: Focus on educational needs in change and pedagogical considerations
The proposal lacks detail on the broader (as opposed to the religious) educational thrust of the school.
Beyond stating that it would be “broad based” it presents little analysis of the detailed educational
requirement of a cross section of the Kingston community in terms of education for the future.
It lacks detail on the educational or pedagogical philosophy it would adhere beyond some broad
anodyne statements. It appears to pay no attention to pedagogical underpinning for the integration of
technological, social and humanity demands in the emergent socio-economic context of Kingston. In
this respect it might have been written anytime in the past 50 years whereas a new school now should
not be instituted without due attention to the rapid process of social and technological change Kingston
is experiencing. It claims an aspiration to be biased towards preparing students to “be the future
professional workforce for the area”. It appears to be light on technological, and non-professional
requirements in an integrated community of Kingston. Given that it claims to be a community cohesive
force these gaps are worrying. Further, the proposal lacks details on how it would integrate with the
tertiary and primary sectors; what special skills or perspectives it would bring to pedagogy; and how it
might add value to the education of the physical, moral, and spiritual person in its tutelage. Beyond
saying that it already runs good schools there is no compelling reason advanced as to why this provider
should be favoured over any other. I suggest that Kingston Upon Thames should aim higher in its
aspirations for its future generations than is evident in the current proposal. For all the above
reasons I urge the Council to reject this proposal.
Summary
Please reject this proposal on the grounds that it:
 Has advanced too far with a single provider without consideration of other local opportunity
to provide this educational need;
 Is divisive and discriminatory in concept and provides public money to unpin the educational
interests of one section of the community;
 Lacks sufficient pedagogical thoroughness/detail to meet the needs of the future Kingston
community at a critical time in the Borough’s development.
Appendix: Specific Comments on Stated ‘Admissions Policy’
(My comments in bold, proposal in ordinary typeface)
1. The school will serve the local community and will increase parental choice for all local families.
No evidence provided that it will increase parental choice and by its discriminatory selection
policies it will do the opposite. It traps public funds for new school places in trust that has
an inherent and admitted policy of discrimination.
2. All new schools that open through the Voluntary-Aided schools capital scheme are required to have
strong local integration and community cohesion plans to ensure that pupils from all faiths and none
feel welcome at the school.
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How can it do this if it also states it will (ref the Power Point presentation)
 Be highly inclusive and have a distinctive Christian character
 Offer its students the opportunity to grow and develop within a broad curriculum
framework underpinned by Christian values
 Deliver high quality religious education and collective worship
 Have strong pastoral care and chaplaincy

231 AT
232 Peter Haddock

For
For

Clearly stated in the proposal this school will have collective worship, strong chaplaincy,
distinctively Christian ethos. At best the terms used are contradictory at worst they are
meant to mislead. Jew, Muslims, and Atheists, inter alia, are likely to be alienated by all of
the criteria mentioned not feel included.
3. Schools created through this Voluntary-Aided schools capital scheme have the same freedoms as
existing voluntary aided schools, including determining their admission arrangements.
This contradicts the suggestion that parental choice will be increased.
4. Kingston Church of England Secondary School will be a non-selective, co-educational inclusive
school. It will be open to all children from all backgrounds. Children from families of any faith or no
faith will be able to gain admission.
Item 6 below says otherwise: while it may be open to all it is intended to discriminate initially
in favour of Church of England faith members at the rate of 33% (against a population of new
baptisms in London of 3%). This is potentially significantly discriminatory in its effect.
5. The Admissions Policy for Kingston Church of England Secondary School will meet the statutory
requirements of the School Admissions Code, the School Admissions Appeals Code and
admissions law. Our admissions process will be inclusive, open, fair and transparent.
The cap of 33% referred to in item 6 is voluntary: no proposal is contained that will guarantee
that that be permanently limited to this level. This is neither open nor transparent as it
stands.
6. The new school will have six forms of entry with 30 pupils per form, giving a Planned Admissions
Number (PAN) of 180. Each year 180 pupils will be admitted to Year 7. The school intends that 120
of the 180 places per year group will be ‘open’ places with no reference to faith.
This is a major new school which will affect the Borough for a long time into the future. Such
a major undertaking should not be placed in the hands of any faith group but should be
provided through non-denominational Borough Based governance group.
7. & 8. Welcomed.
I fully support the above [proposal] and hope it will come to fruition.
I am writing to you regarding the consultation for the proposed Kingston CofE Secondary School and the
request to resubmit responses. I apologise that I cannot remember exactly what I wrote in my original
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233 HC

response but hopefully I still can explain my main points. I am in favour of the proposed new church
secondary school. I have several interests in the proposal...
 I am a parent of a child at St Paul's CofE Primary School who will be in the future catchment area of
the proposed secondary school and I have step children who have attended secondary schools in the
Kingston Local Authority.
 I am currently a Headteacher in a Merton school which is within the Southwark Diocesan Board of
Education (The Priory CofE Primary School).
 I am a resident of Cambridge Gardens close to the school site.
 I am a member of the congregation at St Peter's Church in Norbiton which I believe will be the Parish
church of the new secondary school.
In April 2020, Reverend Peter Holmes, the vicar of my church which I mention above, sadly passed away
from Covid 19. For many years he told me about how he had campaigned for a church secondary school
in Kingston. When he was in hospital, I heard that plans were going forward and that the school would be
in our parish and possibly linked to our church, I was very pleased - not least because it was Rev.
Holmes wishes that a church school would bring much needed renewal and focus in our local
community. Although there are a number of secondary schools in Kingston, many are single sex which
leaves Hollyfield and further out Chessington. A new church mixed school would provide much better
choice for local parents. I also think with the Cambridge Estate being developed near the school, the
school will be part of a much larger development for the local area and will contribute to social mobility in
one of the more deprived areas of Kingston. As a headteacher in a Southwark Diocese school, I also see
the passion and commitment of staff and the school communities in SDBE schools which I believe would
attract many families - certainly my own son would be attending. I really hope to see the Church School
go ahead for the whole community, especially for the children and young people in the area whom I know
would really benefit from a school whose ethos will contribute greatly to improving their life chances.
Against I support the creation of a new secondary school but only one which provides fair and equal access to all
children within the intake age range and seeks at all times to promote diversity and inclusivity. I object to
the proposal on both admissions and religious ethos criteria.
Objection in admissions criteria
1) the proposal does not provide equal and fair access but instead ‘ring fences’ a proportion of places
based on religious affiliation and this is a form of religious privilege. Free from the concerns of
catchments, religious families can live anywhere in the borough and get entry along with subsequent
siblings.
2) Using as an argument that there are several religious primary schools in the area but no secondary is
not valid. The majority of the pupils at these religious schools are not in fact religious but have been
subject to the same unfair system of religious based admissions at primary level.
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235 Cllr Sharron
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Against

3) admitting by distance alone would ensure a fair representation of the actual demographic of the
catchment area, children would be schooled alongside peers who represent the actual neighbourhood
diversity not one contrived based on religion.
4) the admissions criteria mean that children who live closer to the school but cannot gain entry as the
place as this is given to a child living further away but meeting religious criteria, will lose the opportunity
to attend their most local school with their friends and neighbours dividing communities we should be
seeking to unite and provide cohesiveness.
5) awarding places to pupils from across the borough if they meet religious criteria increases travel time/
car usage/ transport usage for those both travelling to the school and those who have missed out on
place travelling to an alternative school, which is not their closest. This is not environmentally justifiable
and adds more pressure to Kingston’s travel infrastructure.
Religious ethos
1) the majority of the pupils( those not awarded a place by religion) attending the school will be non
religious or of other religions. They have no choice of school if they are awarded a place based on
distance. Yet they will face daily religious teachings of a single religious viewpoint that is either at odds
with their own religious views or of no relevance at all. Why should anyone let alone the majority be
made to feel ‘different’ from this way of thinking on a daily basis. Removing a singular religious ethos,
removes these potentially time wasting activities from what is already a busy school day. Instead there is
an opportunity for all pupils’ views to be valid through inclusive teaching of values both religious and non
religious. I fail to see any benefit of attaching religious ethos and teaching to a place designed for
education. It does not promote inclusivity or diversity. There is also no argument based on funding, the
council own the land, build the buildings and employ the teachers from the taxpayer. The diocese funds
the building maintenance but this is funded fully by ‘voluntary parental contributions’ from the schools in
their network, made by parents who often are not religious. The diocese spends very little yet in return
controls the ethos and entry criteria of the school, creating a segregated teaching system to the exclusion
of the local population. The taxpayer funds the majority yet may find their son or daughter excluded from
their most local school. This doesn’t seem a fair deal and I suggest Kingston find a more equitable
partnership. Thank you for the opportunity to submit my views.
I hereby wish to record my full support for the proposed Church of England Secondary School in
Kingston.
Can I firstly say I am extremely concerned about the lack of publicity around this consultation and the
accompanying wording which I believe is extremely leading and only encourages views from those whom
support the application. I myself received notification of the consultation through my son’s school. The
accompanying text only asked parents to submit their emails in support of the proposal, which I feel is not
a neutral stance and given the controversy the first consultation attracted I’m surprised that AFC did not
do more to ensure the consultation was handled correctly and in a fair way this time. We at Kingston
Green Party do not support the establishment of another faith school in our borough. The Green Party
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firmly believes in the equality of education, we feel that secular education allows our children to develop
their own identities free from dogma and are instrumental in leveling up education for the least well off
children in our society. We feel:
 The Council should only facilitate opening schools that are religiously inclusive, not one that can
religiously discriminate in its pupil admissions and teacher employment policies.
 Religious discrimination should not be a part of the life of a state funded school because it is
unnecessary, unfair and segregatory, which is bad for social cohesion in our increasingly diverse
society.
 The Diocese has not demonstrated how the curriculum and assemblies of the proposed school would
be accessible and inclusive for all, regardless of people or their family’s religious or non-religious
beliefs
 We do not feel the Diocese has sufficiently answered our questions about inclusivity for LGBTQI+
teenagers’
 We are gravely concerned about the location of this school as the site is home to a large colony of
slow worms and is being used as mitigation for the removal of slow worms from another part of the
Kingsmeadow which has recently had been given planning permission. The construction of a school
on this site does not meet the Councils Climate Emergency Policy
 Due to their faith based admissions criteria, religious schools have larger than normal catchment
areas. Given this larger catchment area we are concerned more pupils will be travelling from outside
the borough to school and generating additional carbon as a consequence. Which once again does
not meet RBK’s Climate Emergency Policy. We do not feel the schools transport policy sufficiently
addresses this
In approving this school the Council would be: 1) undermine efforts of local people to move away from
religious discrimination in schools, 2) be at odds with the Councils policy on equalities. 3) be at odds with
the Councils policy on the Climate Emergency. We ask that this scheme is abandoned and an alternative
solution is found to Kingstons school places shortfall
I strongly oppose to the proposed new Kingston C of E Secondary School being located at
Kingsmeadow. The primary reason for my objection is the fate of the resident slow worm population and
the unlikeliness of any relocation being successful in the medium term - I understand that new research
on translocation shows that it is rarely successful. My second reason for objection is the lack of due
process in the way in which the consultation has taken place - if the statutory proposal has changed, then
a new, full consultation should be undertaken and properly advertised; if the statutory proposal has not
changed, then all previous comments and representations should still be considered valid.
I am writing to object to building the school on this site. The site is being developed without suitable
mitigation measures for slow worms and after an inadequate survey. This is the second such valuable
site for wildlife (and for people to enjoy!) adjacent to the Hogsmill to have been developed recently.
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Against Christianity and Faith School s
J. G. Hunt

May 2021

Prologue
1. Teach pupils about the religions of Sumer, Mesopotamia, Ancient Egypt (including Akhenaten's
monotheism), and the Indus Valley; about hinduism, zoroastrianism, jainism, buddhism; about
Socrates and Confucius; and about the Greek, Roman, and Norse gods. Teach them also about
judaism, christianity, and islam: how their scriptures combine mythology with political spin and are
intrinsically disordered, NOT reliable historical documents; how attempts to translate scriptures into
the vernacular were murderously resisted for centuries, to preserve the power and the glory of the
priesthood; how translations are fraught by incomprehensible words and passages in "original" texts,
and how they have been repeatedly subverted to provide appropriate spin for their new setting; how
doctrine and dogma continue to result not just in repeated schisms and in the proliferation of sects,
but also in warfare, executions, assassinations, torture, maiming, imprisonment, ghettoes, cruel and
unusual punishment, crusades, inquisitions, misogyny, homophobia, suicides, crimes against
humanity, destroyed homes, destroyed families, and destroyed lives. Do not neglect to teach them
that religious institutions, whenever there is even a hint of scandal, invariably seek to protect the
reputation of the institution. God forbid that there should ever be any acknowledgement, admission
of guilt, apology, atonement, or token compensation!
Bible text: infallibly the Word of God? Most definitely NOT.
Rather a house built upon the sand [Matthew 7:26]
Old Testament
2. Creation myth: Genesis (universe created in six days) contains two contradictory accounts. Some
christians now believe it is fictional, while others maintain that every word is true, (presumably
unaware of the contradictions). Discrepancies spotted in the 1700's led to realisation in the 1800's
that the first five books of the Old Testament, ("traditionally" written by Moses), had been pieced
together by editors and redacted from older accounts. This is the "Documentary Hypothesis":
widely accepted throughout the 20th century, [Friedman,1997]. Subsequent investigations revealed
that much of the Old Testament was redacted, often to include political spin. Fossils, evolution, and
DNA clearly demonstrate the "Tree of Life".
3. Noah's Ark: In 1872, a cuneiform tablet at the British Museum revealed a Babylonian tale of a man,
Atrahasis, instructed by the gods "to build an ark to house one male and one female of all species
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5.

6.

7.

until the waters subsided". Dr. Irving Finkel at the British Museum deciphered another tablet (c. 1750
BCE) with precise instructions for building a circular coracle, 70 metres in diameter, using a method
still employed in Iraq in the 1930's, and built one for a documentary first broadcast on Channel Four.
Although this was supposedly a GLOBAL flood, with impossible quantities of rain, there is NO
geological evidence to support it, and several thriving civilisations failed to document it.
Pervasive fixation with circumcision (Abraham, Shechem, Moses, David): God instructed
Abraham, aged 99, to circumcise himself, his sons, and his male slaves on pain of being "cut off
from his people", [Genesis 17:10-14]. Then Prince Shechem had sex with Jacob's daughter, Dinah,
(was it rape or consensual?), so all the men in Shechem's tribe agreed to be circumcised. However,
that was just a ruse: while the men were still "sore", Dinah's brothers slew them all, took their sheep,
oxen, asses, "and all their little ones, and their wives took they captive, and spoiled even all that was
in the house", [Genesis 34]. Praise the Lord! Gratuitous scene, (just three verses, no explanation):
God tried to kill Moses, who was saved by the quick thinking of his wife, Zipporah, circumcising her
son and throwing God the bloody foreskin, [Exodus 4:24-26]. Later King Saul offered David his
daughter in marriage, in exchange for 100 Philistine foreskins: so David and his men generously
slew 200 Philistines, [1Samuel 18:20-27]. Though the Greek version ("Septuagint") used by jews in
Egypt writes that they slew only one hundred. Was the Hebrew 200 political spin?
Exodus from Egypt: Any "exodus" from Egypt must have been limited to a small proportion of
Hebrews/Israelites/Jews: specifically, the Levites, who had Egyptian names. All biblical accounts of
plagues and the exodus are related in Levite passages, as is the "massive treatment" of the
Tabernacle, modelled on the tent of Rameses II", while the ark "entrusted to the Levites" was
modelled on the Egyptian barques". Many names occurring in the exodus tale first appeared in the
7th or 6th centuries BCE: long after any exodus happened. Camels ("first domesticated at the start of
the first millennium BCE") also appear too early, [Friedman,2017].
Priestly drug use: The Lord's instructions to Noah for building the Ark occupy just ONE VERSE
[Genesis 6:14]: but THREE CHAPTERS of Exodus (25-27) are devoted to building and adorning the
Tabernacle before ch.28 precisely details the stylish robes for the priests, with alternating bells of
gold and pomegranates, (an occult reference to opium). The 1611 King James text for v.35 is
obscure, but an American translation reveals: "its tinkling shall be heard when he enters and leaves
the holy place before the LORD, so that he will not die", [NASB,1995]. Clarification: "The bells were
to be the sign that the high priest had not died in the presence of Yahweh … When the bells stopped
tinkling, it was time to pull the high priest out of the Holy of Holies, with the rope tied around his
waist", [Agorio,2010].
Biblical Commandments: The Code of Hammurabi (c. 1755-1750 BCE – several centuries before
Moses supposedly received the tablets in 1446 BCE) is "the longest, best-organised, and bestpreserved legal text from the ancient Near East", although not the earliest. The 282 laws are
inscribed on a basalt stela, (now in the Louvre, with plaster copies in the British Museum and the
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Science Museum), noting that Hammurabi received them "from the sun god Shamash, the patron of
Justice". A translation at https://avalon.law.yale.edu/ancient/hamframe.asp includes 196 "An eye for
an eye" and 200 "A tooth for a tooth": cf. Exodus 21:22. Israel Shahak explains how "Thou shalt not
steal" is interpreted by orthodox rabbis as a prohibition NOT on stealing property but on kidnapping a
jewish person!
8. Biblical Values: Severely beating slaves and concubines merits NO punishment, unless they die
within hours, [Exodus 21:20-21]: "And if a man smite his servant / slave, or his maid / concubine,
with a rod, and he die under his hand; he shall be surely punished. Notwithstanding, if he continue a
day or two, he shall not be punished: for he is his money." (Unlike Allah, the Lord God does not
claim to be compassionate and merciful: just jealous.)
New Testament
9. Nativity mythology: According to catholic doctrine, (but without any biblical basis), Mary was
"conceived without the stain of original sin", never had sex, and so did not die but was "taken up into
heaven". "Matthew" believed that the Greek Septuagint had Isaiah prophesying a virgin birth,
(although that is NOT implied by the Hebrew text). "Luke" just wanted "proof" that Jesus was the son
of God. The other gospels ignore the birth of Jesus. Today, at least half of Church of England clergy
DON'T believe in the virgin birth. Pope Benedict rejects animals in the stable: even though the
Vatican include them in nativity displays in Rome.
10. Jesus's Miracles and Resurrection: Despite gospel accounts of healing the sick, performing
exorcisms, raising the dead, and changing water into wine, belief in miracles was not uncommon
2,000 years ago. Miracles were attributed to the Jewish prophet Elisha, the Greek physician
Asclepius, and the philosophers Pythagoras and Empedocles. Some of the healings may have been
psychosomatic maladies: but the gospel accounts were NOT accurate reports; and demons do not
exist. Biblical scholar Prof. Bart Ehrman writes that "Jesus appears to have been a Jewish
apocalypticist who expected God to intervene … to overthrow the forces of evil … very soon, within
his own generation": but two millennia later it is clear that he was greatly mistaken. The Roman
historian Josephus reported asking Emperor Flavius to reprieve three men being crucified: Flavius
obliged, the men were taken down, but two died, though the third survived.
11. St. Paul's Damascene Conversion: Knowledge of St. Paul (notorious for condemning
homosexuality and for telling women to remain silent) comes ONLY from the bible: Acts of the
Apostles, (written after his death), and from his letters. Unconvincing attempts to reconcile the three
inconsistent accounts of his conversion from pharisee to apostle (Acts 9, Acts 22, and Acts 26) rest
on finer points of Greek usage. Simpler explanations have been suggested: sun stroke; seizure;
temporal lobe epilepsy (1987 – Journal of Neurology, Neurosurgery, and Psychiatry); or "mood
disorder associated psychotic spectrum symptoms" (2012 – Journal of Neuropsychiatry and Clinical
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Neurosciences). Paul's letters in the New Testament (some probably forged with under name) were
written to address the problems riddling the early church communities.
By their fruits shall ye know them [Matthew 7:20]
Evil church, evil priests, corrupted through and through.
Fourth Century
12. Holy Trinity: Disputes about this doctrine (Father, Son, and Holy Ghost) led to over 40 sects. The
most notorious, Arianism, was accepted by influential churchmen at the court of Emperor
Constantine, but rejected by others. Constantine, (a happy pagan polytheist who converted to
christianity only on his deathbed), was not interested in theological niceties, but was concerned
about possible unrest. In 325 he convened the First Council of Nicæa, inviting all the bishops of the
Roman Empire and charging them to cure all the afflications that disturbed the "Peace of the
Church". These included settling the date of Easter, (to avoid consulting Jewish clergy), and the
Arian controversy. Arius died dramatically before proceedings were concluded (a sign from God or
poisoning?), but Arianism continued.
13. Constantine & Helena: Constantine had his eldest son, a nephew, his brother-in-law, and relatives
of previous emperors executed, and had his wife assassinated (possibly boiled like a lobster).
Constantine's mother, Helena, was involved in several of these plots She then toured Palestine,
where she miraculously discovered holy relics: some of the "True Cross" on which Jesus was
supposedly crucified, and fragments of his "tunic" and of the rope binding him to the cross. Helena
was beatified. Calvin noted that "all the extant fragments, if put together, would fill a large ship",
though apologists counter that "the blood of Christ gave to the True Cross a kind of material
indestructibility, so that it could be divided indefinitely without being diminished". Pope John XXIII
dropped the Feast of the Finding of the Cross from the church calendar in 1960. The Church of
England has no mechanism for creating saints, but apparently still celebrates "Helena, Protector of
the Holy Places" on 21st May.
More recent relics (bejewelled skeletons) can be viewed at [Gilbert,2013]. The many examples of
Jesus's Holy Foreskin can sadly no longer be viewed, [Luksic,2021].
Middle Ages
14. Crusades: chaos, rape, pillage, slaughtering jews – sometimes christians too. Nearly two centuries
of intermittent savagery and enough bloodshed to fill swimming pools, from the First Crusade/10961099, when pope Urban II offered rewards in heaven (remission of sins) to the Ninth Crusade/12711272 under pope Gregory X. The nominal targets were muslims, but often others also found
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15.

16.

17.

18.

themselves targeted. The Albigensian or Cathar Crusade/1209-1229 was a 20-year military
campaign (now considered an act of genocide) initiated by pope Innocent III in southern France
when "heretic" Cathars rebelled against the scandalous and dissolute lifestyles of clergy.
Inquisitions: 1184/Pope Lucius III excommunicated all heretical sects and anyone supporting them.
1231/Persistent heretics were handed over to civil authorities for punishment, which could include
burning at the stake: but no blood would be spilt by the church! 1252/Pope Innocent IV authorised
limited torture by inquisitors: see [Macdonald,1894] for images of torture instruments. 1320/Pope
John XXII added witchcraft to the list of heresies. 1478/Pope Sixtus IV granted a papal bull
establishing an inquisition in Spain. 1483/Jews were expelled from Andalusia. Evidence to identify a
crypto-Jew included the absence of chimney smoke on Saturdays (observing the sabbath), buying
many vegetables before Passover, or buying meat from a converted butcher. 1536/Portuguese
Inquisition formally established: soon expanded to Portugal's colonial possessions, including Brazil,
Cape Verde, and Goa in India, where it continued until 1821. 1542/Roman Inquisition began.
Reformation / Luther / Henry VIII: 1384/Wycliffe's bible, translated from the Latin Vulgate into
Middle English. Wycliffe advocated relying on the bible, not on popes and clerics, denied any
scriptural justification for the papacy, and denounced monasticism as irredeemably corrupt, thus
inspiring other reformers, including the Czech Jan Hus. A century later, Martin Luther (monk and
professor of theology) became vociferous about church corruption: especially selling indulgences.
As professor, in 1517 he proposed an academic discussion on indulgences in his "Ninety-five
Theses". He was excommunicated by pope Leo X, but in 1534 published a German translation of the
bible. n 1539 Henry's Great Bible was the first authorised edition in English: based not on Wycliffe's
already outdated version, but on work by Tyndale (charitably strangled to death at the stake before
his body was burned for heresy) and Coverdale, with careful alterations to make the text acceptable
to conservative bishops. Word of God? Unholy Chinese whispers!
Church of England / Dissolution of the monasteries: In 1521 Henry VIII had been granted the
title "Defender of the Faith" (still used on UK coinage) by pope Leo X for his book "Defence of the
Seven Sacraments" on marriage, criticising Luther, and defending papal supremacy. However, after
the pope refused to grant Henry an annulment from his wife Catherine, the 1534 Act of Supremacy
acknowledged him "the only Supreme Head on earth of the Church of England". Henry promplty
began "dissolving" the monasteries, seizing their assets to enrich his treasury, (1536–1541).
Churches, no longer under the control of the pope, were instructed to read the Great Bible to
congregations, and to allow parishioners access to read for themselves. Commoners could thus
begin to understand the religion that dominated their lives.
Anti-science: faith trumps discovery. 1600/Philosopher, mathematician, and cosmologist
Giordano Bruno was burned at the stake in Rome. 1616/Copernicus's book proposing that the Earth
moves around the Sun was prohibited. 1633/Galileo was forced to recant his revised heliocentric
model, and his book was prohibited. 1826/School teacher Cayetano Ripoll was garotted – the last
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person executed by the Spanish Inquisition. 1834/Spanish Inquisition abolished by Royal Decree by
regent Maria Christina of the Two Sicilies. 1859/Darwin proposed natural selection in "On the Origin
of Species", which was immediately decried by traditional clerics, including Bishop Samuel
Wilberforce. 150 years later, the Vatican (Benedict XVI) denied that it owed Darwin an apology: but
six years and one pope later (Francis), miraculously the new catholic orthodoxy is that "Darwinian
evolution is real, and so is the Big Bang". God could not be reached for comment. – “Immortal,
invisible, God only wise / In light inaccessible hid from our eyes … We blossom and flourish as
leaves on the tree / And wither and perish, but nought changeth Thee".
Modern
19. Spanish Inquisition: "When Napoleon conquered Spain in 1808 … the Dominicans blockaded
themselves in their monastery in Madrid. When … troops forced an entry, the inquisitors denied the
existence of any torture chambers. The soldiers searched the monastery and discovered them under
the floors. The chambers were full of prisoners, all naked, many of them insane. The French troops,
used to cruelty and blood, could not stomach the sight. They emptied the torture-chambers, laid
gunpowder to the monastery and blew the place up."
20. Papal corruption: mediæval – adulterers, apostates, heretics, murderers, thieves; crusades,
ghettoes for jews, indulgences, inquisitions – all just from the first page of the preface of Vicars of
Christ by Prof. de Rosa, a former Jesuit. Misogyny: "in the Church of Rome, there is only male".
Clerical sex abuse: "John Paul II failed to mention it in 200 volumes of addresses … never once
condemned bishops for shielding priests who had preyed like clerical wolves on little children, nor did
he make an apology to its victims". Papal succession: "After John Paul II gerrymandered a
cardinalate of his clones … 78-year-old Benedict XVI had already had two brain hæmorrhages".
21. Slavery: 1814/Great Britain requested a papal prohibition on the slave trade, but Pope Pius VII
declined, instead writing that slavery was approved in the Old Testament and was not against
"natural law", [Ranan,2006,p.117]. The "church, religious orders, and even popes bought, sold, and
owned slaves", taking scare to buy slaves cheaply, [ibid.]. Slaves owned by missionary societies
were branded, [BBC,2020]. Where it was "thought that no Christian, however cruel, would lash the
image of Christ", a crucifixion might be tattooed on a slave's back, [RMG/Tattoos]. The legacy of
slavery includes high rates of Black crime and violence in Europe and the USA, [Martin,2017].
Slavery has been carefully edited out of many translations of the bible, using euphemisms like
"servant" or "handmaiden". ISIS were adamant that slavery is perfectly legitimate in islam, as the
qur'an includes many references to "those whom your right hands possess", i.e. slaves or "sex
slaves".
22. Nazis and Communists: Three chapters of [Ranan,2006] are devoted to institutional catholic
antisemitism and the Holocaust. 1929/Lateran Treaty, between Benito Mussolini and the papacy,
paid the Vatican to keep its nose out of politics. 1933/Reichskonkordat between Nazi Germany and
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the papacy agreed that the Vatican would keep out of politics, and (in a secret clause) that clergy
would be exempt from military service, although the Treaty of Versailles which concluded WW1
prohibited Germany from building an army. At the end of WW2, the "Vatican Ratline sent war
criminals first to [Bishop] Hudal in Rome, where they were hidden in Church properties while false
documentation and travel papers were prepared", [ibid.,p.226]. In 1946 a cardinal and a bishop from
Argentina met a French cardinal at the Vatican "to organise the smuggling of French war criminals to
the Argentine", [ibid.]. After WW2 the pope was not interested in jews, so "in various catholic
countries of eastern Europe, post-war pogroms of jews took place", [ibid.,p.229]. 1949/The pope
"excommunicated anyone who voted communist in Italy, [but] did not excommunicate a single nazi,
let alone anyone who voted nazi", [ibid.,p.216]. Yet Cardinal Bertram instructed all parish priests in
his diocese "to hold a solem requiem in memory of the Führer and all those members of the
Wehrmacht who have fallen in the struggle for our German Fatherland", [ibid.,p.213], (even though
Hitler had committed suicide – a "mortal sin").
23. Nuclear war: Brief comment by Archbishop Geoffrey Fisher, [Fisher,1958], often summarised as:
"The very worst the Bomb can do is to sweep a vast number of People from this world into the next
into which they must all go anyway". His five-paragraph statement, (quoted in full by Toynbee),
includes this. "For all I know it is within the providence of God that the human race should destroy
itself in this matter. There is no evidence that the human race is to last for ever and plenty in
Scripture to the contrary effect. Though, as you say, the suffering entailed by nuclear war would be
ghastly in its scale, one must remember that each person can only suffer so much; and I do not
know that the men and women affected would suffer more than those do who day by day are
involved in some appalling disaster. There is no aggregate measure of pain. Anyhow, policy must
not be based simply on fear of pain. I am not being unfeeling. Christ in His Crucifixion showed us
how to suffer creatively." Suffering as an art form? Do the Royal Ballet nuke students lightly as
part of their training?
24. Sex abuse: The tsunami of publicity over the past thirty years demonstrates that ALL faiths and
sects include abusive clerics (in some cases even raping babies) and that ALL faiths and sects
have attempted to conceal abuse. Bishop Accountability's website includes two pages devoted
solely to catholic BISHOPS, (not lower ranks). "Abuse-Enabling Bishops Who Resigned or Were
Removed" (last updated March 2018) notes that Vatican announcements (a single sentence)
invariably explained that each bishop had "become less able to fulfill his office because of ill health
or some other grave cause" and in all cases "the disgraced prelate retained the title of bishop and
remained active in the church". "Bishops Accused of Sexual Abuse and Misconduct – A Global
Accounting" (last updated September 2020) does not include bishops who "merely concealed"
abuse by lower orders: these are all bishops who have themselves been accused of sexually
abusing adults or minors. Only seven had been laicised. All the remaining bishops named, "even
those found guilty under canon law, have been allowed to retain the title of bishop and to be called
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emeritus, a status that confers continued prestige and power … beginning ‘a new phase of his
ministry". Bishops, grouped by country, include five in Ireland, two in Scotland, and one each in
England and Wales.
25. Institutional homophobia: The catholic church, "as part of official policy distances herself from all
marginal people, such as divorcees and homosexuals", [DeRosa,2006,p.385]. Unfortunately, "she"
is not content with social distancing. (This applies equally to other christian sects, and to other
faiths.) 533/Buggery Statute: beheadings and hangings until 1861. 1885/The Labouchère
Amendment criminalised "gross indecency", (without defining it): under which Oscar Wilde was
sentenced to two years' hard labour. Many more men were imprisoned under that (and their lives
were destroyed) before sex between men was PARTIALLY DECRIMINALISED in 1967. Joseph
Ratzinger, prefect of the "Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith" (formerly the Inquisition), from
1981 to 2005 (and then pope Benedict XVI), was notoriously homophobic. In his capacity as
prefect he decreed that "all sex abuse complaints [should] be processed in utter secrecy and
withheld from local police and courts", [Robertson,2010,p.viii]. As the Holy See is regarded as a
state, it has the "right" to speak and lobby at the United Nations, "to promote its theological agenda:
homosexuality is 'evil', and so is divorce; women have no right to choose, even to avoid
pregnancies that result from rape or incest; IVF is wrong because it begins with masturbation;
condom use, even to avoid AIDS within marriage, must never be countenanced", [ibid.]. The
Anglican Communion have been tearing their hair out for several decades over LGBTQ+ priests,
same-sex marriage and the "quadruple lock" to protect churches from equal rights legislation which
would require them to marry same-sex couples, and now "conversion therapy", (stridently opposed
in N.Ireland by Edwin Poots, the new leader of the DUP who also believes Archbishop Ussher's
calculation that the Earth and Universe were created in 4004 BCE). The notorious Section 28 (of the
1988 Local Government Act) sought to prohibit local authorities from "promoting" homosexuality or
gay "pretended family relationships", and prevented councils spending money on educational
materials, including LGBTQ+ sex education, and combating homophobia, [Gillan,2003],
[Day,2019]. Its effects still persist. Indoctrination in schools with bigoted interpretations of
fraudulent bible translations often still teaches that anything other than the missionary position
within a faithful heterosexual marriage is wrong, sinful, and will damn perverts to Hell for Eternity;
while sex education remains pretty ineffectual even for heterosexuals. Although today many
people give neither a damn nor a toss about such prescriptions, sadly some communities and
some families do. Even more in the USA: which strongly influences UK viewing. God "does not
particularly like homosexuals and really hates it when homosexuals actually have sex … Islamic
law is particularly harsh in this area", [Ranan,2006,p.266]. This can lead to bullying, lack of selfesteem, depression, self-harm, suicides, murders, lynchings, and massacres. Only yesterday press
reported the suicide of a boy aged 12 who had been bullied at school over his sexuality,
[Elvin,2021]. It appears that religion invariably underlies homophobia, directly or indirectly.
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Religious indoctrination should be banned as #FakeNews, and also on grounds of health and
safety.
Today's Zeitgeist: Quo Vadis?
26. Tastes change: many clergy no longer believe traditional core teachings, and, while the general
public may still like some of the tales and some of the festive trappings, they can no longer
mindlessly swallow miracles or stomach the hypocrisy. Consequently faiths are dwindling. The
chart below is intended "to illustrate the proportion of respondents who have switched between
religious groups at some point between childhood and at the time of the survey, including from
having a religious identity to having none, or vice versa", [McAndrew,2010]. (Confusingly the title of
the chart specifies Britain, yet the principal religion is cited as Church of England: so maybe the
statistics relate just to England.) Significantly, while children raised by parents of "no religion"
overwhelmingly faithfully remain faithless, all three christian groupings hæmorrhage members as
children grow up.
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The "British Social Attitudes" graph below depicts a "dramatic decline" of christianity from 1983
(66%) to 2018 (38%), accompanied by "a substantial increase in those with no religious affiliation"
(to 52%) [NatCen, 2019]. The report notes that "church attendance has declined steadily since at
least 1851"; that in 1900 church membership was around 25%, but is now under 10%; that
attendance at Sunday schools has fallen from over half the "age-relevant population" in 1900 to
under 4%; and that before WW2 the "Church of England was baptising three-quarters of the
English population", now dropped to 15%. Non-denominational christians (13%) have overtaken
the Church of England (12% – presumably including "sister churches in Scotland and Wales".
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Furthermore, 63% of the British public "agree that religions bring more conflict than peace", while
only 13% disagree. Falling confidence in religious institutions "is likely to reflect public exposure of
abuse scandals and their handling by churches, coupled with a tendency to associate religious
organisations with controversial positions on gender, marriage, sexuality, abortion, and so on": and
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confidence has dropped even amongst christians. The Church of England is no longer the church
of the English people. Congregations are dying off. The writing is on the wall: in very large letters,
[NatCen,2019].

Baptisms, confirmations, and church funerals have been dying for over a century. Church weddings
retained a certain glitz: but they have lost their monopoly and are waning too, [CofE,2020]. –
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27. Disestablishment of the Church of England: A large proportion of the population would be
delighted: and neither Justin Welby, archbishop of Canterbury, nor his predecessor, Dr. Rowan
Williams, would consider that disastrous, [Sherwood,2018]. Moreover, why in the UK's highly
multiethnic and multicultural society in 2021 should the Head of State also be "Supreme Governor"
of a church that is fast dwindling into history? Put it out of its misery, and us out of ours. What
better way to celebrate the quinquecentennial of the Dissolution of the Monasteries than by
dissolving the C of E and returning its assets to the State, (for the people – schools, NHS, homes,
transport, and greening the country, NOT for "chumocracy")? Of course, ALL faiths, sects, and
organisations claiming to be "religious" should be treated equally. As for teaching religion in
schools: teach ABOUT religions, but do NOT indoctrinate pupils in ANY of them.
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Wikipedia/Conversion (Acc. May 2021) Conversion of Paul the Apostle
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Conversion_of_Paul_the_Apostle#Differences_between_the_accounts
Wikipedia/Helena (Acc. May 2021) Helena, mother of Constantine I
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Helena,_mother_of_Constantine_I
Wikipedia/CalendarOfSaints (Acc. May 2021) Calendar of saints (Church of England)
https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Calendar_of_saints_(Church_of_England)
Martin, A. (2017) Black-on-black crime, black-on-black punishment in America
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/long_reads/martin-luther-king-racism-obama-civil-rights-rodneyking-black-panthers-james-foreman-a7705636.html
"We were kept in bondage and political servitude and forced to work as slaves by the military machinery
and the Christian church working hand in hand."
Guardian (2020) Editorial: The Guardian view on Poland’s Catholics: losing faith in their church
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2020/dec/02/the-guardian-view-on-polands-catholicslosing-faith-in-their-church
A Partial Chronology
c.1350 BCE: Reign of Pharaoh Akhenaten, (??father of Tutankhamun), the world's first recorded
monotheist
c.720 BCE: Neo-Assyrian Empire conquered Israel (in the north) – some of the inhabitants exiled.
Judæa (in the south) remained nominally independent, but paid tribute to the Assyrian Empire from 715.
c.587 BCE: Nebuchadnezzar burnt much of Jerusalem, including Solomon's temple: partial exile to
Babylon
539 BCE: Babylonian Empire conquered by Cyrus the Great of Persia:
332 BCE: Judæa conquered by Alexander the Great
204 BCE: Hannibal invades Italy; worship of Cybele / Magna Mater begins in Rome
[Enc.Britannica/GreatMother] – role model for the cult of the Virgin Mary
97 BCE: Roman Senate bans human sacrifice in pagan worship
313: Edict of Milan: made the empire officially neutral with regard to religious worship
321: Sunday (sacred both to christians and to the Roman Sun God Sol Invictus) was declared an
official day of rest: markets were banned and public offices were closed (except for freeing slaves), but
no restrictions on farm work.
325: Constantine outlawed tattooing the face because the face, in God's image, should not be
disfigured
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337: Constantine abolished crucifixion throughout the Roman Empire
380: Christianity established as the official faith of the Roman Empire by Emperor Theodosius the
Great
397 Council of Carthage publishes Biblical canon
405 Translation of Holy Scriptures into Latin as the Vulgate by Jerome.
532: Justinian the Great orders building of Hagia Sophia; death of Sabbas the Sanctified.
614: Persians sack Jerusalem under Chosroes II of Persia; Church of the Holy Sepulchre damaged by
fire, True Cross captured, and over 65,000 Christians in Jerusalem massacred.
664: Synod of Whitby held in northern England, adopting Roman calendar and tonsures in Northumbria
687: Destruction of Whitby Abbey by Danish Vikings
750: Donation of Constantine accepted as a legitimate document, used by Pope Stephen II to prove
territorial and jurisdictional claims.
793: Sack of Lindisfarne Priory, beginning Viking attacks on England.
863: First translations of Biblical and liturgical texts into Church Slavonic by Cyril and Methodius.
912: Normans become Christian
962: Denmark becomes Christian nation with baptism of King Harald Blaatand ("Bluetooth"); Holy
Roman Empire formed, with Pope John XII crowning Otto I the Great Holy Roman Emperor.
988: 'Baptism of Rus' begins with the conversion of Vladimir of Kiev
1000: Conversion of Greenland and Iceland.
1008: Conversion of Sweden.
1066-1171: Beginning reformation of English church and society to align with Latin continental
ecclesiology and politics.
1170: Anglo-Norman invasion of Ireland; city of Dublin captured by the Roman Catholic Normans.
ca.1207: Stephen Langton divides the Bible into the defined modern chapters in use today.
1302: Papal Bull Unam Sanctum issued by Pope Boniface VIII proclaims Papal supremacy.
1379: Western Great Schism ensues, including simultaneous reign of three Popes of Rome.
1444: Donation of Constantine proved forgery.
1455: Gutenberg makes first printed Bible.
1534: Act of Supremacy (separating the Church of England from Rome)
1536-40: Dissolution of the monasteries
1559: Act of Uniformity (Latin mass no longer legal)
1560: John Knox appointed minister of the main church in Edinburgh
1582: Institution of the Gregorian Calendar by Pope Gregory XIII.
1611: Publication of the Authorised (King James) Version of the Bible
1640s/50s: Puritan ascendancy in England
1688: ‘Glorious Revolution’ against Catholic King James II
1690: Status of Church of Scotland as national church confirmed
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239 NB

Against

240 DF

Against

1700: The Creation Era calendar in Russia, in use since AD 988 was changed to the Julian Calendar
by Peter the Great
1701: Act of Settlement excludes Catholics from throne
1738: Beginnings of Methodism with John Wesley
1767-1815: Suppression of the Jesuits in Roman Catholic countries, subsequently finding refuge in
Orthodox nations, particularly in Russia.
1768: Jews are massacred during riots in Russian-occupied Poland.
1829: Catholic Emancipation Act
1843: The Disruption (division of the Church of Scotland)
1854: Immaculate Conception declared dogma by Roman Catholic Church.
1858: Jews admitted to Parliament
1871: Church disestablished in Ireland
1885: Archbishop of Canterbury officially removes all of Apocrypha from King James Bible.
1908/Italy: Inquisition renamed "Supreme Sacred Congregation of the Holy Office"
1920: Church disestablished in Wales
1929: Kingdom of Italy and Papacy ratify Lateran Treaty, recognizing sovereignty of Papacy within the
new state of the Vatican City.
1941-45: Croatian Ustasa terrorists kill 500,000 Orthodox Serbs, expel 250,000 and force 250,000 to
convert to Catholicism.
1945: Library of early Christian texts discovered at Nag Hammadi in Egypt
1950: Pope Pius XII proclaims the Bodily Assumption of the Virgin Mary as a dogma. 1962-1965:
Second Vatican Council held in Rome, initiating major liturgical and theological reforms for the Roman
Catholic Church, including restriction of ancient Tridentine Mass and introduction of the Novus Ordo.
1967: Albania is declared an atheist state, closing all religious institutions and forbidding any religious
practices.
1968: Alhambra Decree expelling Jews from Spain was formally rescinded.
1992: Church of England accepts women into priesthood
2004: Civil partnerships for same-sex couples legalised
2006: Inciting hatred against someone on grounds of their religion becomes a legal offense.
2008: Abolition of the crime of blasphemy
2014: Same-sex marriage legalised in England, Wales and Scotland: with "quadruple lock"!
2015: Church of England appoints first female bishop
I have read about preservation of slow worms on this proposed site. I would like to raise my objections to
this project. It may seem insignificant but as we chip away at all the little things it leads to a mass
destruction of our planet and eco-system. Please note my objections.
I would like to object to this ill conceived proposal. Firstly the lack of publicity around this consultation and
the biased wording issued by schools to parents, along with the leading questions are designed to only
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241 CM

Against

encourage views from those who support the application. Sadly, this is not the first consultation carried
out by this administration that fails to meet basic best practice principles - pretty much everything this
council does is designed to obfuscate, cover up and deny local people any meaningful say in decisions the Lib Dem leadership and overpaid senior officer core may find this convenient, but as council tax
payer it will eventually cost us more as the risk to Achieving for Children and the council is that these
major flaws will leave any decision open to judicial review. I do not support the establishment of another
faith school in our borough. Religious sectarianism is a scourge that needs to be expunged - not
encouraged - and subsidising failing religious institutions like the Church of England is not something a
supposedly liberal and democratic council should be pursuing. In a multi cultural and multi faith
community like we have in Kingston it is only through secular education that our children can develop
their own identities free from religious and social dogma. This school (and particularly its sectarian
admissions policy will only perpetuate difference and religious exclusivity. The Council should only
facilitate opening schools that are religiously inclusive, not one that can religiously discriminate in its pupil
admissions and teacher employment policies. Religious discrimination should not be a part of the life of a
state funded school because it is unnecessary, unfair and segregatory, which is bad for social cohesion
in our increasingly diverse society. Most worryingly the Diocese has not demonstrated how the
curriculum and assemblies of the proposed school would be accessible and inclusive for all, regardless
of people or their family’s religious or non-religious beliefs. Nor has it sufficiently answered questions
about inclusivity for LGBTQI+ teenagers. I like many others across Kingston are gravely concerned about
the location of this school as the site is home to a large colony of slow worms. Not only that the site is
being used as mitigation for the removal of slow worms from a neighbouring site which has recently had
been given planning permission for housing. It is clear the construction of a school on this site does not
meet the Council's Climate Emergency Policy or provide for biodiversity net gain under NERC. Faith
based schools of course have larger than normal catchment areas as they attract students from further
afield. This means more pupils will travel from further within the borough as well as from outside and
generate more carbon and pollution as a consequence. This does not meet RBK’s Climate Emergency
Policy (not that this administration appears to care). The school's transport policy singularly fails to
address this. If the Council approved this school it would undermine efforts of local people to move away
from religious discrimination in schools, be at odds with the Councils policy on equalities and on the
Climate Emergency. Therefore I ask that this scheme is abandoned and an alternative solution is found
to Kingston's school places shortfall - perhaps by converting one of the underused offices at the Guildhall
complex.
Thank you for alerting me to take part in this second ‘iteration’ of the consultation for the Statutory
Proposal. However, I still object strongly to the Statutory Proposal, especially the proposed site,
which is an intrinsic part of the Proposal.
I have similar objections as before, but there are a number of additional concerns:1) Consultation for the Statutory Proposal is unnecessarily exclusive - restricted to those who
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responded to an earlier consultation (and perhaps some schools) but not the wider public. I
understand the reason the original consultation was 'withdrawn' was because there was a conflict of
interest in the Diocese of Southwark reporting on its own consultation:
https://humanism.org.uk/2021/03/19/council-delays-new-faith-school-decision-after-humanists-ukobjects-to-consultation/ Therefore, this new consultation appears to be the consultation of the
Statutory Proposal for the Secretary of State ( Department of Education). The Council has said to
at least one respondent that comments made on the earlier withdrawn Statutory Proposal
consultation will not form part of the consultation report on the Statutory Proposal. But this
consultation has not been advertised, there are no meetings; I have seen no mention of it, save
the email sent to me (below), from an agent who was acting for the Diocese last time. Indeed, the
emailed invitation, to those who responded to the withdrawn consultation, even highlights that it
is “not being made more widely available”. The guidance* from the government on such
consultations leaves latitude about who should be consulted, but it does say that it should
include:“any groups or individuals that may be affected by the opening of your school”
“local community groups with an interest” (which if any did it consult?)
“the local population” (they missed this as I know people who live adjacent)
“faith groups” (It must surely be aware of diverse faith groups in Kingston - which did they consult, if
any?)
From its earlier consultation, the Diocese was fully aware of the concerns about:i)
wild life on the site (Kingston natural history/wildlife groups were not consulted)
ii)
losing leisure services land used for recreation by locals and people visiting the sports facilities
nearby (no evidence the Diocese tried to reach these groups)
It must surely be aware of diverse faith groups in Kingston - which did they consult, if any?
Why haven’t they approached concerned community groups?
The guidance also says:
“It is important that you give as many people as possible an opportunity to respond”
They have certainly failed to do this.
”You may also want to consider translating the consultation materials into other languages if the school
being proposed is in an area with a diverse population”
“Finally, you should be able to provide accessible versions, for example a braille version”
I have seen no evidence that the Diocese has tried to reach out to the extremely diverse population in
Norbiton, many of whom do not speak English as a first language, or groups representing those with
disabilities.
The emailed communication via the Diocese, and reports from other residents, indicate that the Diocese
has set out to be exclusive in this consultation, and has shown no appreciation of Public Sector Equality
Duties.
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* Government Guidance https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/free-school-pre-openingguide/free-school-pre-opening-guide#statutory
“Who needs to be consulted
The Act states that you should consult such persons as the trust thinks appropriate. This includes any
groups or individuals that may be affected by the opening of your school. Examples include nearby
schools, the local authority, any surrounding local authorities, local community groups with an interest,
the local population and faith groups.
How to consult
It is important that you give as many people as possible an opportunity to respond. You may therefore
use a variety of channels, such as mailshots, leaflets, social media, open meetings, media
announcements or a combination of all of these. Many trusts set up websites for the consultation, but
you should make sure that the consultation is also available to those without a computer or the
internet. You may also want to consider translating the consultation materials into other languages if the
school being proposed is in an area with a diverse population. Finally, you should be able to provide
accessible versions, for example a braille version of the consultation, on request.
As such, this is not a fair inclusive new consultation on the Statutory Proposal, and not even a
'partial extra'. Regrettably, I understand also that some people who responded the first time
have not received even this consultation notification. Another resident told me she heard
through her school. Please ensure the Diocese of Southwark conducts this consultation again
properly, before any decision, with the public alerted about the updated Statutory Proposal,
otherwise it is likely to attract complaints to the Secretary of State.
2) GDPR and Privacy uncertainties and lack of such statements: How will Kingston Council
process direct feedback sent - will they share individual comments and people's names and/or
addresses with the Diocese of Southwark?
There is no privacy or GDPR statement associated with the email asking me to respond to the
consultation again, presumably because it is the same organisation who ran the earlier consultation and
they retained my details. The email to me gives no address, or link to who or what 'The Place Group' is,
or how they process personal data and comments made. The link provided to the Statutory Statement
on the Diocese of Southwark's webpage does not give any such details either. 'The Place Group' ran
the initial consultation for the Diocese of Southwark and had a GDPR statement available at the
time. However the Diocese of Southwark gave consultee names (and other details?) to the Council, as
part of the report on the consultation. These were published in full and made publically available for the
Council meeting. It may be standard practice for consultees' names to be given for statutory
proposals but it needs to be made clear on both the Diocese of Southwark and Council
webpages. It is not mentioned here:
https://www.kingston.gov.uk/council-democracy/gdpr-data-sharing-policy/1
or here:
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https://www.kingstoncofesecondary.org.uk/statutory-proposal/
3) Why did the Council not allow competition and public consultation for a free school, before
focusing on the Church’s proposed school?
4) The Statutory Proposal is different, i.e. new, despite the emailed invitation implying it is the
same:
"There will not be an on-line survey this time or further public e-meetings as all the information about the
secondary school has been shared to date and none of the details have changed.
Further detail and an ability to once again review the Statutory Proposal can be viewed
at: https://www.kingstoncofesecondary.org.uk/statutory-proposal/". Without going through all the
documents again, it is quite clear that the Statutory Proposal has been altered since - at least
substantially so with respect to the location of the proposed site and lease details. This is now much
more detailed than the previous 'Kingsmeadow' (a large area) given as the location. It is clear, for the
first time in the consultation(s), that the school location is definitely proposed for the recreational land on
Kingsmeadow at “Jack Goodchild Way”, where one of the most important populations of slow worms
resides (a protected species). Additional wording for the site, in the latest version of the Statutory
Proposal is highlighted here in blue:
Latest version of the Statutory Proposal:
15 Location Subject to formal local authority committee approval of planning permission in due
course (anticipated in 2021 or 2022), the Royal Borough of Kingston upon Thames (Council) will lease
part of the Kingsmeadow site for the school at Jack Goodchild Way, Kingston Road, Kingston upon
Thames, Surrey, KT1 3PB. The lease is expected to be granted to SDBE as trustee of the school
for a term of 125 years at a peppercorn rent for educational use only. That location will enable the
school principally to serve future cohorts of children living in Kingston and Norbiton - the areas where
some children have been unplaced at the initial offers stage for the last few years. The proposed site is
not used for the purposes of another school. I do not have time to go through the Statutory
Proposal for further changes, but these changes alone should mean the consultation is run
again properly by the Diocese - from scratch and with further public e-meetings and advertising.
5) Status of this consultation is unclear: clarification is needed as to whether the Council is
relying on the Diocese of Southwark's original consultation survey (p.3 of the new Statutory
Proposal), or this new consultation for the decision on the Statutory Proposal - i.e. discounting
comments that are not re-submitted for this version. For the absence of doubt and avoidance of
a partial consultation for the new Statutory Proposal, the Diocese should re-run this
consultation properly, advertising it more widely.
6) Biased consultation request: the emailed invitation (from the Diocese’s agent) to respond to the
consultation is only soliciting emails/letters of support:"Please (re)submit your letter/emails of support by Friday 21 May to Kingston Council via Mr Matthew
Paul (matthew.paul@achievingforchildren.org.uk)" This is most irregular and not what I would expect
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from the Church of England, or its representatives.
7) The impartiality of Kingston Council in the decision-making process is in doubt.
i) Comments are to be sent via 'School Place Planning' for Kingston Council, which is likely to
sympathetic to a new school, not environmental concerns particular to this site. The borough's
needs for school places are pressing and the Council have already told the press that the school at
Kingsmeadow has been agreed. Councillors from the ruling party have shown strong support for the
school application.
ii) There is a representative of the Diocese of Southwark, who sits on the Council's 'Children’s
and Adult Care Committee' – which is the actual decision-making Committee for this Statutory
Proposal! The 'Children's and Adults' Care Committee is also the Committee which decided the current
'School Place Planning Strategy'. This Strategy was voted through on the 10th of November 2020,
whilst the Diocese of Southwark member was in attendance, referring to the Diocese plans to set up a
school at Kingsmeadow:- "The Diocese of Southwark has continued to work to fulfil their aspiration to
open a voluntary-aided Church of England secondary school in the borough. In December 2018, the
DfE invited bids for new voluntary-aided schools for which they would pay 90% of the capital costs, on
the condition that the local authority in whose area the educational provider wanted to establish the
school would provide a site on a peppercorn-rent basis and pay the remaining 10%. Accordingly, after
consultation with the Council, the Diocese of Southwark submitted an application for a six-form entry
11–16 Church of England secondary school to be established, subject to formal agreement of a longlease arrangement, on Council-owned land between Hampden Road and the Kingsmeadow Stadium
car park. The Secretary of State conditionally approved the application in April 2020, subject to a
number of factors, including: full site feasibility; publication (by the Diocese) and approval (by the
Council’s Children’s and Adult Care Committee, acting as ‘local decision-maker’) of a statutory
proposal to establish the school; formal leasing of the site; and planning approval for the requisite build.
The Diocese is due to publish its statutory proposal in November 2020."
https://moderngov.kingston.gov.uk/documents/s89961/School%20Place%20Planning%20Strategy%20%20Annex%201%20The%20Strategy%202.pdf
(School Place Planning Strategy)
https://moderngov.kingston.gov.uk/ieListDocuments.aspx?CId=662&MId=9064&Ver=4 (minutes of the
meeting the School Strategy was agreed, 10th November 2020). I can find no declaration of any conflict
of interest, or any statement about the Diocese representative’s role on the 'Children's and Adults' Care
Committee. Presumably he is there in an advisory capacity about the school, but he is likely to have
guided or lobbied for the school. He was co-opted by the Council in November 2019, presumably
around the time when the Diocese was submitting the school proposal to the Secreatry of State. I can
find no declaration of any conflict of interest or any statement about the representative’s role on this
also: https://moderngov.kingston.gov.uk/mgMeetingAttendance.aspx?ID=9064
and for declarations of
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interest,see: https://moderngov.kingston.gov.uk/mgCommitteeDetails.aspx?ID=662
iii) The amount of time, money and effort, so far expended by the Council, working closely with
the Diocese of Southwark to achieve this disposal, makes impartiality/a balanced decision,
unlikely. The Council are the owners of the land in question and have agreed to lease the
Diocese the site for development as a school. It was announced in the press back in April 2020:
“A new Church of England (C of E) secondary school will open in Kingston, the council
confirmed on Monday (April 6). The school was proposed by Diocese of Southwark and is set to
provide 180 places per year for children aged 11 to 16 and is expected to open for its first Year 7 cohort
in 2023. Kingston Council (RBK) will fund 10 per cent of the building, set for a site on Kingsmeadow,
while the Department for Education will pay for the other 90 per cent. The council heralded the news on
Monday after describing how it had worked closely with the Diocese of Southwark on the project in the hopes of
meeting the need for school places in the borough in the future.
https://www.surreycomet.co.uk/news/18366776.new-c-e-school-open-kingston/
Another example:

"9. School Sites Update Appendix E This report seeks approval for further work to be undertaken, and
revenue funding to be provided, to further the aim of formally allocating land at Kingsmeadow in
Norbiton and Moor Lane in Chessington for the development of a new voluntary-aided secondary school
and a new special free school in the Borough"
https://moderngov.kingston.gov.uk/documents/g9182/Public%20reports%20pack%20Thursday%2026Nov-2020%2019.30%20Response%20and%20Recovery%20Committee.pdf?T=10 Response and
Recovery Committee, 26 November 2020.
Finally, adjacent land being developed by the Council's Limited Liability Partnership - planning
application 20/02216/FUL - was granted in December 2020, to build housing as part of their Small Sites
programme. The boundary of this development was heavily influenced by the Council’s plans for a new
school site- the school was marked in the early design evolution and documents available publically last
year.
8) The address of the proposed site is now referred to in the Statutory Proposal, so a re-run
would alert people to the precise location. Please ensure the Diocese of Soutwark re-run this
consultation for the public, not just those who responded to the first consultation - where the
Statutory Proposal just said "Kingsmeadow", an extensive area.
My answer from the previous (withdrawn) survey consultation shows the lack of clarity about the
location of the proposed site at the time:
"1) I have no objection in principle to a school in Kingston per se, BUT NOT on the site hinted at in the
Statutory Proposal. I have therefore been forced to answer 'No' to the first question, because it is
entirely biased to gain a 'yes' response (few in Kingston would turn down the offer of a school) but says
nothing of the proposed site. Further, there is no question in the whole survey asking whether one
agrees with this site specific proposal. You have to go to page 7 of the Statutory Proposal to get a
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hint where it is, but even here it is not clear (just says Kingsmeadow, an extensive area, which
includes the proposed site)."
Residents are being kept in the dark:a. adjacent residents will lose their closest recreational space and may well be unaware and of
this, unless they responded before.
b. residents across the borough, who may be concerned about wildlife protection, may well be
unaware of exactly where the school is to be sited, and will not have been alerted unless they
responded to the earlier consultation.
9) The site location forms an intrinsic part of the Statutory Proposal. Indeed, the Diocese of
Southwark could not have submitted an application for funding to the Department of Education
without the council agreeing the location of a suitable site. This is not something for later, or the
planning application, but that is what residents are being told. During the last Statutory Proposal
consultation, Local Councillor Mr Wehring said on social media that the exact site location in the
consultation was unimportant:
"This 'Statutory Proposal', required by Dept for Education, is to hear comments about the school, not its
location. That's to come later." January 31st,Twitter
The Council is saying similar, even though the site address is now added to the Statutory Proposal.
The Kingsmeadow site has been part of this proposal since before the Diocese of Southwark even
submitted their school funding bid to the Dept.of Education (sometime between 2018-2019) which said
that the school was to be on "Council-owned land between Hampden Road and the Kingsmeadow
Stadium car park"- i.e. Kingsmeadow. (A site has to be agreed beforehand with the local council to
make the application to the DofE.)
10) It is not made clear that this site is on Kingston Council leisure services land and this was
not mentioned for the 'withdrawn' Statutory Proposal consultation either. Residents value leisure
services land and it has been a lifeline for many during this pandemic. It is depressing that the Diocese
and Council are not acknowledging any local recreational value of this site and omitting this information
in the consultation. Please ensure the Diocese of Southwark re-run the consultation making it
clear that it is leisure services land.
11) This development of a school would deprive local Norbiton residents of very scarce local
recreation space, most of whom will have no say in this consultation because they have not
been asked. If this school is built on the proposed site, Norbiton Ward residents will be left with only
one small public park of ~2.5sq m, next to a big main road, at Kingston Recreation Ground (unless
people fancy the cemetery). Leisure services land in Norbiton elsewhere requires membership and
paid-for sporting activities. Norbiton Ward is ~1.35 km sq, with about 12,000 residents and will soon
have several 1000 more, due to new developments, including the Cambridge Road estate. They should
not lose any further open space, even for a school; surely it can be sited elsewhere? This consultation
must be re-run properly by the Diocese, to include the public.
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12) One of the best populations of slow worms in Kingston live at Kingsmeadow and will be
impacted severely if this school goes ahead on the site as proposed. Slow worms are thriving in
Kingsmeadow, as evidenced by ecology surveys for the Small Sites' Programme (Kingsmeadow site
planning application), and by a local ecologist.
13) Lack of cumulative oversight to protect biodiversity, from the outset:
Biodiversity and protected species don’t seem to have been considered by the Diocese, or Council, in
identifying a site in the first place. Both have said is that such would only be considered at the planning
stage, a long way down the co-evolutionary pathway of this school. Other feasibility studies have
already been carried out, for example boreholes were being drilled into the proposed site on the 22nd
October last year. Further funding was agreed back in November 2020: "9. School Sites Update
Appendix E: This report seeks approval for further work to be undertaken, and revenue funding to be
provided, to further the aim of formally allocating land at Kingsmeadow in Norbiton for the development
of a new voluntary-aided secondary school” Response and Recovery Committee, 26 November
2020 https://moderngov.kingston.gov.uk/documents/g9182/Public%20reports%20pack%20Thursday%2
026-Nov-2020%2019.30%20Response%20and%20Recovery%20Committee.pdf?T=10
Leaving the ecology of the site as a discussion for the planning stage is far too late – leaving
mitigation to be translocation and decline of a protected species, due to the recently agreed
Council development in Kingsmeadow (Small Sites Programme – see below). Is there any
evidence Kingston Biodiversity Officer, or the Environment Portfolio Holder were involved early on in the
choice of possible sites? Was the Council's Biodiversity Officer even consulted before the proposed
school site was agreed by the Council for the Diocese of Southwark’s application (to the department of
Education back in 2018/9)? I’m not a betting person but I would place a bet on the certainty of both the
Statutory Proposal and subsequent planning application being ‘waved through’ (see- comments on
impartiality above). Consultations seem to make no difference.
14) Planning mitigations, for another permitted planning application by the Council
20/02216/FUL, rely upon the proposed school site not being developed. Land for 20/02216/FUL
was taken from Kingsmeadow leisure services land and transferred to Kingston Council's development
company, and planning application granted in December 2020: to build housing as part of the Small
Sites programme. The site survey evidenced a significant slow worm population, including across the
site adjacent boundary into this proposed school site. A local ecologist has also recorded many slow
worms in Kingsmeadow, including in this proposed school site. Mitigation for this other development
relies upon moving Kingsmeadow slow worms - from part of the same field, and from an adjacent brown
field site - to this proposed school site. Given the school site would occupy the remainder of the slow
worm habitat in Kingsmeadow, translocation is likely to be the only mitigation possible for this
beleaguered population.
15) Slow worm mitigation for the development of a school at the proposed site will almost
inevitably lead to translocation of the remaining protected slow worm population. The Council are
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aware of this – I am sure your Biodiversity Officer would tell you this if asked. Little research has been
available until recently to assess the effectiveness of this mitigation of last resort. Now research on
translocation shows that it is rarely successful. Although translocation may prevent the immediate
death of animals that would otherwise be destroyed with their habitat by development, "The
study found no confirmatory evidence that mitigation-driven translocations are compensating
for the losses of populations to development."
Nash D. J. et al., (2020) Effectiveness of translocation in mitigating reptile-development conflict in the
UK. Conservation Evidence,17, 7-11.
https://www.conservationevidence.com/individual-study/7228 Thus the school proposal is almost
certain to kill off the Kingsmeadow slow worm population, already impacted by the Council's
Small Sites' development. Therefore, I cannot support any of this Statutory Proposal: a school is
needed, but not here.
I am writing to object to the proposed new CofE secondary school in Kingston. The grounds for the
objection are:
- The Diocesan proposal is not compliant with government guidance
- The admissions arrangements proposed are wholly unsatisfactory
- The proposed school is not the best way to provide additional secondary places in the borough?
- RBK appears already to have bought into the proposal by saying it will provide 10% of the funding,
which questions its impartial role as a decision maker.
The Diocesan proposal is not compliant with government guidance
DfE 2019 guidance for proposers and decision-makers for opening and closing maintained schools
requires proposers to show evidence of the need for more places that the proposed school will provide,
and of demand for the types of places proposed. The proposal supplied at the Representation stage by
the Diocesan Trustees only says that the need for places has increased recently, and is set to increase
further. It gives no evidence of a shortage of places – either now or in the near future – and it even says
that a number of its consultation respondents challenged the need. The proposal from the Diocese also
provides no evidence at all of demand for faith-based CofE school places. It only says that respondents
acknowledge that its proposal would provide greater choice. In fact, despite claiming over 300
responses to the consultation, the proposal gives almost no statistics about the responses, making the
results of the exercise completely and unhelpfully opaque. The Diocese might say that the popularity of
Faith schools is evidence of demand. Surveys do show that faith schools are popular, but they also
show that people like faith schools because they are generally good schools, not because they are faith
schools. People like the discipline, work ethic, links with the community etc. But the fact that they are
faith schools is much less important to most people. We know this from a survey I worked on together
with Kingston Council some years ago on a review of Secondary Schools in the Borough. We also know
it from the popularity of other good non-faith-based schools. There are enough examples of these in our
own and nearby boroughs to see that it’s more important to get a good Board of Governors and Head
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Teacher in the school than to run it as a faith school. So the Diocese has not succeeded in providing
evidence of demand for a faith-based school. Beyond this basic failing, the proposal also fails to
address the issues required by DfE of taking account of the community to be served by the school and
of the views of different sections within the community, including those of different faiths and none.
The proposed admissions arrangements are wholly unsatisfactory
The Diocese has said that it will prioritise 60 places of the 180 pupils in each entry for children of
families who can demonstrate Christian commitment (though nothing is spelled out about how this will
be measured). Although the remaining 120 places are currently proposed to be open, with no reference
to faith, there is nothing to stop the school in future years from imposing 100% faith criteria. This is
acknowledged in the 2018 Guidance And Criteria for proposers bidding for capital funding to support the
establishment of a new voluntary aided school – see paragraph 1.6 on page 4. The proposal is to use
100% public funding for the new school. It is just unfair to provide some public services on the basis of
religion. As an example, if there was a proposal for a new publicly funded hospital, for which one third of
the beds would be reserved for CofE patients, there would be an outcry – the proposal would be thrown
out as ridiculous. The admissions system causes parents real stress and anger. Faith schools give
preference for some of their places to children of regular churchgoers. But those same children may
have two types of places available to them in the new school, and they get an equal chance in the other
state schools - i.e. they get more chances through the local admissions system than children of non
churchgoers. So faith schools are at best divisive. Once the admissions arrangements are set, we are
largely stuck with what we have got. We cannot make it fairer by saying that children of regular
churchgoers MUST go to a faith school, so that other children have a equal chance with the non-faith
schools. We cannot prevent faith schools from discriminating against children who do not have the
same faith as the school by changing the admissions criteria in future. Not only that, there are well
documented cases of parents “working the system” by being regular churchgoers for just long enough to
get their children into the school, then they stop. We will see the same behaviour if there are some
reserved CofE places in the new secondary school. Is this the kind of Christianity we should be
encouraging?
The proposed school is not the best way to provide additional secondary places in the borough
Anyone getting involved in the schooling debate needs to remember that parents in Kingston who are
trying to get a secondary school place for their children face a very difficult and stressful process. This is
because of the complex mix of different types of school and the criteria behind the different admissions
policies they run - entrance exams, faith and distance from the school. When exercising its duties in this
area, the Council should not just concentrate on expanding the number of places as needed, but also
try to improve the mix of schooling and the admissions options in the Borough, and to administer public
funds in a professional manner for the greatest overall benefit of Kingston residents. The proposal for
the new school needs to be though about in that context. Assuming that there is a need for more
secondary places, the proposed school is not the best way to provide those places. In looking at the mix
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of schools, Kingston has over 15% of secondary school places in Catholic Schools, but no CofE
secondary schools. This is unfair to the Church of England, of course. But it’s also unfair to Hindu,
Islam, Buddhism, Confucianism, Atheism (a large section of society), and other beliefs. The problem
with having an unfair mix of schools is that we are then stuck with what we’ve got - it’s really hard and
slow to change it. So much so, that the provision of schools and the admissions policies change more
slowly than local demographics and more slowly than religion in the population. Given that religion is
falling steadily within the population, it makes no sense to increase the number of faith-based places in
the borough’s schools – this is flying in the face of demographic trends. Occasionally there is an
opportunity to make a positive change, like now when a new school is proposed. Those opportunities
are such an important chance to make things better for the broad population, that it is essential to avoid
making the mix of schools more complicated, more challenging, more unrepresentative of the
population, and more stressful for parents.
RBK appears already to have bought into the proposal, by saying it will provide 10% of the
funding, which questions its impartial role as a decision maker
The funding scheme set out in the 2018 Guidance and Criteria for proposers clearly says that the
proposer is expected to contribute at least 10% of the capital, while DfE will pay up to 90%. However,
for this proposed school DfE is to pay 90%, while RBK has said it will pay 10%. The Diocese appears to
be paying 0%. The Diocese asserts that the council does not have the capital available to hold a
competition to create a new free school, nor to expand existing schools. So – it asserts - the proposed
school is the only way in which the additional places can be provided. The Diocese paints the choice as
faith school vs. no new school. Is this true, or is that a false dichotomy? If it is true, how is it that the
council does have the capital to pay 10% of the capital cost of the new school, when it should be the
Diocese (according to the 2018 Guidance) putting up those funds? It looks as if RBK has already given
the nod to this proposal and agreed to fund some of it, instead of the Church. If that is right, we need to
question the role of RBK now as an independent assessor of this proposal. More than that, RBK has a
duty to serve all residents of the Borough equally, without the inherent discrimination that comes from
enabling faith criteria to be imposed on access to some of the publicly funded services.
In conclusion
If more secondary school places are needed in Kingston, it is clear that the Diocese has presented a
proposal that is not compliant with the Guidance, and that would provide a school that does not meet
the need for places in the best way for the borough. Parents want more good school places. These
could potentially be provided by a faith school, But those places could equally well be provided by a
good non-faith school. One argument for going with a faith school could be that the Church proposes to
fund a large share of the capital or running costs. But that does not appear to be the case here, as the
proposed school is to be 100% publicly funded. There might also be an argument in favour if we could
be sure that the Diocese would start with zero faith-based places and maintain that stance (we have
seen this happen with other faith schools). But, since there is no mechanism for imposing the
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requirement on the school, I must object to the whole proposal, not just the admissions part of it. For a
great many parents, finding a suitable place for their child in a Kingston secondary school is already a
nightmare. If the new secondary school is allowed to select children on the basis of faith, this would get
worse, not better. This proposal may suit the Diocese nicely, but it would make the overall secondary
schooling picture in Kingston even more challenging and stressful for parents. As such it is not
progress, it is not the best use of public money, and it needs to be rejected.
I understand that there is a second representation period running in relation to this proposed new school.
Having unfortunately missed the first opportunity, I am very keen to register my and my family’s support
for this proposed school. We have four daughters, 2 in primary school and 2 still below school age. We
attend St John’s church in Old Malden, and our eldest daughters attend Malden Parochial CofE primary
school - both are very close to where we live in Worcester Park/Old Malden. Both our church and school
are inclusive, supportive communities where we feel our children are being given opportunities to
flourish, but also learning to live happily within and contribute to our local community. I support the
proposed new school for 2 main reasons. First it seems clear that increased provision is needed; it
appears that there already significant numbers of children each year who are not initially allocated
secondary school places, and that demand will continue to increase. Secondly, I think this particular
school is proposing to meet important shortages in the types of places available in the local area. It is my
strong preference that my children have the option to attend a co-ed school, because I believe it will
prepare them better for their adult lives, and that it is healthy and positive that in their primary school they
have friendships with both boys and girls. The limited options for co-ed secondary schools in this area
are therefore a concern, and so I think it would be a huge positive to have a new co-ed school. For me,
this being a CofE school is a further bonus. There are excellent CofE primary schools in the area, and I’d
be really happy if my girls could continue a CofE education. I do also think though that it’s very positive
that this school proposal is inclusive and not all places will be dedicated to CofE applicants, because I
believe this will result in valuable diversity (of religion, but also many other factors). I hope it will be
possible to approve the plans for this school.
As a lifelong resident of the borough, and having first hand experience of Church schools, I
wholeheartedly support the establishment of a new Kingston CofE Secondary School. There is ample
evidence that children from diverse backgrounds in such schools thrive in academic and non-academic
areas.
We write on behalf of the Coombe Academy Trust in response to the SDBE Kingston VA Secondary
School Proposal. We were very surprised to read that the consultation had reached the formal
statutory proposal stage of the process in February. As regards the requirement to carry out a
sufficient consultation, we do not recall having received any communication from the Diocese detailing
the initial consultation period described in their documentation. In the formal statutory proposal paper
the SDBE referenced having facilitated three parent information events about the wish to establish
Kingston CofE Secondary School and listed events at just two primary schools: St. John’s CofE Primary
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School, in the heart of Kingston upon Thames, and St Andrews and St Marks CofE Junior School.
Perhaps, we missed a communication, but we do not recall, or have any record of, an invitation to join
these information events. We suggest that as a multi-academy trust now representing 5 schools in the
Royal Borough of Kingston upon Thames and therefore a key stakeholder, a direct invitation should
have been sent to us and the slides disseminated. Nor to the best of our knowledge, did SDBE hold an
initial consultation event at that time with the existing secondary schools in Kingston to provide an
opportunity for discussion of the forecast numbers for 2024 entry onwards, which might have been
helpful. We were therefore not allowed the opportunity for intelligent consideration and response to the
proposal during the consultation period and consequently, we have been advised that the SDBE’s
consultation was not carried out correctly or lawfully for the following reasons:
1. As set out above the SDBE did not follow due process by failing to involve the right consultees
(specifically Coombe Academy Trust) in its consultation which was not sufficiently widespread and
did not ensure the opportunity for informed response from all key stakeholders. The formal statutory
proposal has therefore not been informed by a full range of up-to-date feedback as specified in
Stage 2 - Publication (page 21) of the statutory guidance on Opening and closing maintained
schools ; and
2. The SDBE also conflated the consultation phase with the proposal phase of this process by carrying
out its e-consultation session on Wednesday 10 February 2021. Legally, the SDBE must not consult
during the representation period on the final proposal: the latter should take place after consultation
has concluded.
Despite the defects in this consultation process, the Coombe Academy Trust is willing to provide robust
feedback. However, we require more information from the SDBE to be sufficiently informed to take part
in this process effectively and would also like to review the surveys and consultation feedback with
regard to the proposed site of the school once these have been completed. For example, there is
presently no reference in the statutory proposal document to the excessive surplus capacity that the
opening of the proposed six form entry school will result in. The Year 7 pupil forecasts summary table
updated in October 2020, presented to the Council meeting on 10 November 2020 and adjusted to
reflect the correct PAN for Coombe Boys (180) shows the following surplus places in Kingston without
the proposed Kingston VA Secondary School:
Year of entry

2024

2025

2026

Total Year 7 school places
available

1965

1965

1965

Year 6 leavers

1914

1919

1936
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Surplus/Shortfall

+51

+46

+29

On the basis of these figures which show a consistent surplus, there is no evidence of a requirement for
any additional school places: and therefore no need for the proposed VA Secondary School. When the
figures above are adjusted after applying the LA’s conversion rate, as suggested in the table updated in
October 2020, the shortfall of places without the proposed Kingston VA Secondary School is:
Year of entry

2024

2025

2026

Total Year 7 school places available

1965

1965

1965

Year 6 leavers

1914

1919

1936

Year 6 leavers with conversion rate
applied

2023

2028

2046

-58

-63

-81

Shortfall

This potential shortfall of places does not justify the addition of a 6 form entry school. The impact of
including the 6 form entry school shows the following oversupply of places:
Year of entry

2024

2025

2026

Total Year 7 school places available

1965

1965

1965

Year 6 leavers

1914

1919

1936

Year 6 leavers with conversion rate
applied

2023

2028

2046

Shortfall

-58

-63

-81

New 6 form entry school applied

180

180

180

Surplus places

+122

+117

+99
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It is clear that there is insufficient evidence of demand for a 6 form entry school and that its presence
will compromise the efficient and effective educational provision across the secondary sector in the
Royal Borough of Kingston upon Thames. The statutory documents on opening a new school are clear
that a proposal should not create an oversupply of places in the area and should detail how the full
cost of the school represents value for money for the taxpayer. As the SDBE statutory consultation
process to date has not addressed this requirement, we would appreciate a full response from them to
this point. Finally, there is no reference in the statutory proposal document to the fact that the
oversupply of places, caused by the opening of the proposed 6 form entry school, will result in a loss of
grant funding of approximately £500k per year from 2024 which is likely to be spread unevenly over
several schools and will increase over the 3 year period to approximately £1.5m. Yet, this loss of grant
funding shared between several schools will have a devastating impact on their ability to provide
efficient and effective education. Furthermore, it is highly likely that this surplus capacity and the loss of
associated grant funding will cause existing secondary schools to have to make redundancies,
decrease their PAN to remain financially viable or possibly close. The Coombe Academy Trust would
like a full response on what mitigation the SDBE proposes to put in place to protect the existing
Kingston secondary schools from the considerable financial impact of this proposal.
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