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The Schools (Consultation) (Scotland) Bill 

 
1. The Church of Scotland broadly welcomes the proposals in the Bill whilst 
reserving the right to offer some scrutiny of its detail.  
 
2. The Church welcomes the emphasis on educational benefit as being 
primary in the proposed process. Whilst it may be self evident it seems worth 
restating that this emphasis places the needs of children at the heart of decision-
making that will have a fundamental affect on their lives. It is therefore 
particularly welcome that taking account of the views of children is proposed as a 
statutory part of the process. Whilst we are aware that this has been done in 
various ways in some authorities over the years, we would suggest that ensuring 
an exchange of best practice on this particular issue amongst local authorities 
would be of use. We would also urge that what is required of local authorities is 
not simply to show that children have been consulted but how those views have 
influenced the final decision. 
 
3. We support the suggestion of a proposal paper being the first task of the 
local authority before the consultation is embarked upon. We welcome the 
framework that has been laid out as being broad enough to give recognition to 
each situation but still offering a level playing field across all proposals. We 
believe that this safeguard provides the necessary steps to ensuring that each 
community is regarded as unique with its own issues. 
 
4. What is not yet clear however what is meant by “educational benefit” 
Whilst we would want to avoid a “tick sheet” approach to what will be a 
fundamental issue, some further guidance as to the aspects that will be seen as 
acceptable to be included, in particular those outwith academic achievement and 
delivery of the core curriculum would be very helpful in ensuring this issue is 
dealt with through a common language. It is essential that all documents are 
clear and simple to understand as well as being comprehensive and factually 
accurate. 
 
5. The role of HMIE is also not clear. Whilst we welcome HMIE having a 
specific and statutory role, having identified that ourselves in previous 
consultations, there needs to be clarity as to whether the HMIE are offering 
information on the quality of education being offered in the school being 
suggested for closure or on the quality of the proposals for improved educational 
benefits being made by the local authority in their submission. The danger of 
involving HMIE is that it becomes seen as the arbiter of the veracity of any 
proposal, given that increased educational benefits are going to be fundamental 
to any decision. That would not be a helpful place for HMIE to find itself.  
   



 

6. With regard to the specific issues involved in rural school closures, we 
agree that the local children and young people should not be penalised due to 
where they live. In particular this is relevant to possible consequences for pupils’ 
access to out of school activities which, as we referred to earlier, do contribute to 
the overall educational benefit derived from a given school experience. We 
believe that these activities are not only an invaluable part of the school 
experience but they also help to build a sense of community.  
 
7. When considering impact of travel we believe that the local authority 
should also be made to consider the provision of out of school activities in the 
community where the school is to be closed. This could be done by utilising other 
public halls e.g. church halls in the evenings to ensure that the sense of 
community is not lost even if the school is closed. 
 
8. We agree that the best way of classifying rural schools is to use the 
Scottish Government’s urban/rural classification. We believe however that 
population may provide a useful classification system for the purpose but it does 
not provide a suitable classification for what makes a rural community. In these 
proposals the local authority, when looking at rural areas and rural schools, must 
also look at what makes the rural area a rural community which consequently 
may include the provision of a school or community meeting space (which the 
school may provide). 
 
9. We support the recognition that expectations of a consultation process are 
now far in advance of the statutory requirements but also recognise that some 
current practice is also in advance of that and welcome the attempt to bring all to 
the level of current good practice.  
 
10. We welcome the clarity as to the role of ministers in any referral cases as 
that clarity is not currently apparent. It is appropriate for there to be ‘higher’ body 
for appeal where there are questions as to whether sufficient information has 
been provided and due process followed. The explanatory notes offer helpful 
guidance as to the process to be followed and the frame of reference to be used 
by the minister. It is important that the call in process does not undermine the 
ability of local authorities to act strategically whilst upholding the necessary right 
of ministers to hold them to account as to the quality of the process by which 
those affected are involved in the decision 
 
11. These responses draw on the report presented to the General Assembly 
of 1999 by the Committee on Education. It recognises the important role that 
Church representatives play within local authority education committees and their 
equivalents. 
 
 


