AAA

e R R e e e e e ey N e e A e R P ey

MINISTRY OF EDUCATION
Te Talwhu o fe Mataurango

Aide Memoir — Briefing for your meeting with the Minister of Education
8 February 2011

Date: B February 2011 Priority: High A ~
Security Level: | In confidence METIS No: | 542859 < A@/ \> o
Purpose

1. This Aide Memoir provides you with an overvi e MinistrkSowgrk on

protecting and enhancing the private scha ector” ahead ouK jneeting
with Minister Tolley this evening.

Background @
2. Since 23 December 2010, you h&ve
the Ministry of Education relaifog Jo
in New Zealand.
3. These requests consi of seven :mj
5 o) 0 Q
g KON o RgpeRt

ested brié

d information from
ncing private schools

in the following table;

23 Reque iefihg Noteslkdicatiye funding and regulatory options for

December | Pri als, and a tret paper by 7 February 2011 covering

2010 tiors nding refi tification of regulatory barriers, timelines and
q ng'sues, andsa ptions

26 Janu orfutther Sﬁo_,améém:a advice provided on 25 January 2011,

2011 ifellding th pansio of numerical data and tables, clarification of

ents and government subsidies, scenarios of fiscal
impact, a tional comparisons

(O] impache P

mwf@ﬁw@ For futherpalysis of a number of additional issues, as discussed in a

201 mé &@.

your office. These include additional options for how Private

soHuynding could be increased (including tax incentives), an international
rison extended to the Nordic countries, options to increase access to

A ._aﬂmaamn:oo_m_m:amEm_._mlmsw_&wncmmwo:mcoc:_._ma_mo“u:amﬁm
P ucation in the NZ education system

28 @m A summary paper noting options and costs associated with changes to
201 funding and regulatory settings for private schools that will enhance school
choice for parents

1 February | The spreadsheet of calculations (noting any simplifying assumptions made)
2011 behind the estimates made in the Protecting and Enhancing Private Schools
paper, and fact checking of estimates compiled by staff in your office

2 February | Redraft of Protecting and Enhancing Private Schools paper in line with your
2011 comments

3 February | A draft Cabinet paper (also referred to at 23 December 2010). This request
2011 included a guide to the sort of structure and information you require.

4.  Todate, the Ministry has provided you with:




e A 25 January 2011 Education Report, ‘Protecting and Enhancing Private
Schools (METIS 535747), providing you with information on the issues
that need to be considered if we are to protect and enhance the private
school sector

e a1 February 2011 rapid response containing information on scenarios of
the fiscal impact given shifts between student numbers in State and
Private schools, and options for a funding mode! for.Private schools that
incentivises enrolment of students from lower socigZe@enomic areas

e a 2 February 2011 rapid response providingy Mix
estimates conducted by staff in your office, Ahq « spreadsheet
the estimated costs associated with mod
schools.

Febru irected us
us requests

5. The latest request we received from yox
to focus on the proposed Cabinet pape

for information arising from the 25¢J . and meeting on
27 January except where thos i . y for the proposed
Cabinet paper. Specifica . that information on
Australia's PISA results i ; sehtives were no longer

required.

6. We understand th
is under discussi

Comment
Status of requasteltCabinet pap
7 On 3 your ided the Ministry with an overview of the
ent you'are seeking proposed Cabinet paper. Work is underway
e aterial reg d in this overview. Appendix two provides, for your
i could contribute to the content of a Cabinet paper

dtion, mat

ools, should such a Cabinet paper be confirmed.

slear that further analysis and consultation will be required
tions can be provided to Ministers for consideration.

olicy proposal to protect and enhance the Private! school sector by
jeasing funding to this sector, potentially to the same level as the
Government  funds State-integrated schools has the potential to
fundamentally shift the roles of State, State-integrated and Private schools in
respect of education and raises questions about the Government's obligation
to provide secular, free, accessible education.

9. Inprogressing work on this request the key issue that needs detailed analysis
and discussion by Ministers is the respective roles that are played by the

itis cmmﬁ.:_ to note that the Education Act 1989 describes three categories of school: State,
State-integrated, and Private. The term ‘independent’ is sometimes also used to describe the
private sector. :




State schooling system (including State-integrated schools) and by Private
schools, The State schooling system gives effect to the Government's
constitutional and legislative responsibilities to provide secular, free, and
accessible education for all children and young people aged 6-16 (the ages
between which schooling is compulsory). These responsibilities are set out in
New Zealand’s constitutional structure, the Education Act 1964, the Education
Act 1989, the Private Schools Conditional Integration Act 1975, the New

United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child.

Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990, the Human Rights Ac}/$993 and under %m

10. Based on our analysis to date, there are signifi d\in
order for the policy proposal to be consi amental
responsibilities and we would need to wo i ice's
constitutional team to resolve them. The ving are examplgs, of Ye types
of issues that arise from a government € putting in plage dpolicy that

sought to incentivise enrolment in the R

have a r&ligi aracter of some

e secularity — many Private €shg
type m W

o cost — the vast majorit rivate arrently charge fees for
attendance. Controls S may itled, raising further questions

° Private schog grantly have freedom over which
nools are located. Analysis is needed
ould be applied to ensure Private

aecessibleMgal), this raises questions about the autonomy
hools. ¢

i .ﬂf. proposed policy als ses questions about the distinction between
%" dte-integratdd gad Private schools, If all these schools are funded at
R,

N

gefifially the & ¢l it is difficult to see why they would be subject to
efent legighatigly, -accountability requirements, property requirements and
vorkforce Ar ents

12. In ad

alysis on the fundamental issues outlined above, analysis is

€ points in the table below. The Ministry is also aware of the

engage other departments in this work. As noted above the Ministry

will need to be involved in constitutional matters, central agencies

Regifically Treasury) have an interest across the spectrum of issues, and

gial sector agencies would normally be involved in a policy change of this
ature.

Identification of the underlying problem and options to address it

13.  The objectives of the proposed policy are mixed between promoting choice
and protecting the private sector. Analysing the core problem and options to
address may result in recommendations for the State, State-integrated and/or
Private sectors.

14. No.work has been done to thoroughly assess the extent to which choice, or
the perceived lack of it, is a problem nor, if it is a problem, the range of
options that could address it. Despite an increase in applications for Private




schools to become State-integrated schools, it is also not clear that the
viability of the Private school sector is under significant threat. If the
fundamental policy settings relating to the private sector are to change, then
undertaking this work would be essential and would include examining
whether changes were needed in the State, State-integrated and/or Private
systems.

15.  Increasing choice needs to be assessed alongside other desired outcomes
from the education system, including value for mone arental choigé in
New Zealand is high compared to many other countrie:

International evidence

16.  An analysis of private schooling internatio gseful
comparison for the significant policy change d in New Zealafnd. This
analysis, as part of the initial scoping w& e the policy
problems and provide useful evidence G

schooling in
other jurisdictions
(ideally as part of
should include the

17. You have requested international o0
Australia and Nordic countries. £ lm&.e
would also be valuable to inforf. aha
initial work on scoping thepraBlens).

as been provided. Further

at valid comparisons are being
Information is being gathered

18. Initial information @ Australian gyste
analysis Is requi i
made betwe
currently op

gn provided, the Ministry considers that further
of the wider imp{pations of significantly changing private school
. his,includes analysis of network, accountability, quality

ing the level of funding provided to private schools has
re policy settings. Building on initial advice, work is now
following issues, their implications and options to address

etwork impacts. In particular, how a greater number of private schools

ould impact the school network and Crown costs. For example,
building additional private schools in areas of New Zealand where the
local population is shrinking, and replicating school services where it is
not necessary represent poor value for money to the Crown (which will
always need to maintain access for students to a free and secular
school). The key underlying principles which guide decision-making on
the network are value for money, ensuring access, viability, and
supporting under-performing schools. You have requested this analysis.

o accountability dimensions. The policy impacts on the accountability
arrangements between the Government and Private schools. Private
schools are currently autonomous in how they use the Government
funding they receive. With greater State support the Government could




expect a greater say over how funding is used, curriculum requirements
and methods of teaching in order that its interests in access, secularity,
quality, cost-free education, and equity are met.

* equity of provision. If Private schools are funded at a higher rate, the
Government can expect to have a greater say in ensuring equity of
access and equity of provision for all students. Government may wish to
place restrictions or requirements on the ability of Private schools to
choose which students they enrol.

e quality of provision. Private schools are ¢
quality controls. They are reviewed for

criteria only (reviews of State an wﬁmﬁmﬂammqmﬁ
considerably more comprehensive). greater inye
schools, the Government may wisl :
quality of provision across the Pri

o State-integrated schoals. ..I&Ham- { between State-
integrated and Private schabS\dke i e about the role of
State-integrated scho ould be differences

between these type countability, equity and
quality provisions,

mvﬁ%.w are
\ent i Private

e about the

Legislative implications

I legislat ges has been provided. Anything
anges t policy will require further analysis of

f the barriers preventing State-integrated

hools in the Private Schools Conditional

and’ concluded that legislation does not currently
chools from becoming Private schools.

2 required on the legistative implications of any policy
islative implications of any major policy change are
nt, depending on which type of approach was pursued:

orward changes to increase private school funding (for example
dest increase to the Private school subsidy) will require little, if any,
egislative change

a simple but significant change (for example increasing private school
funding to 100% of State-integrated levels) may have considerable
legislative implications flowing from changes to accountability
arrangements, for example

» complex changes to private school funding (for example providing tax
incentives for parents) may have considerable legislative implications not
just for education legislation, but for tax legislation also.

Options for increasing funding




24. You have proposed options to increase funding to Private schools. The
Ministry considers that further refinement of these options, scoping of other
potential approaches and consultation is required to ensure effective and
workable options are proposed for Ministers' consideration.

25. There are two issues to be considered:

e if funding changes are the best way to achieve the desired change; and

e assuming that funding change is the preferred h, what a e
options for making change to funding policy.

26. The Ministry understands that increasing fun

This involves examining the incentive
would need to be included for
accountability arrangements, qualj

e a fourth 'type’ of school
get currently and incre
integrated schools)

u

of socio-economic status or
advice has been provided on

delivering increased funding, preliminary
from lower socio-economic areas) has been
ted (but withdrawn by your office on 3 February)

e to explore. The work would require consultation with
e Inland Revenue Department.

e o Private schools has been completed. Assumptions in that early
dsgessment now need to be robustly tested and work done on costs and
ﬁm Rgs of student movement between the State and Private sectors. The

nistry considers that work is still needed to investigate whether increased
government funding would significantly increase the proportion of students
altending Private schools as if this assumption is not valid the costs to the
Government are very high.

29.  You have requested Information on the costs and savings of different funding
levels and the Ministry has provided indicative costs of funding Private
schools at 100% or 50% of the State-integrated school subsidy level and an
indication of the cost of funding Private schools at the same rate as they were
funded in 2000 (when funding varied according to year level). These costings
make a number of, as yet untested, assumptions.




30.  Modelling of costs and savings based on different levels of student movement
between State and private sectors have also been requested. Modelling is
sought on the impact of 5%, 10%, 15% and 20% shifts to the Private sector
from the State sector.

31, This work is underway and involves modelling:
o different assumptions of the types of State schools affected by
movement as these will impact on costs, sa k

implications (for example, primary schools, sec
composite schools)

e the likely workforce-related costs of mo. n etween mm//\, or
example the costs of surplus staffing)

hetween s, both in

e Ministry has
odelling work on
e Private sector.

mber of students currently
the past, private school rolls
o funding levels

¢ ower fees in response to government

of the uncertainty historically associated with

ment fynding, many Private schools may be hesitant to change
heil busingss and lower fees.

euting of th @%mo:m would preferably include consultation with the

orivate s A

33. Compled| analysis will enable the Ministry to provide an assessment of

SW heet implications you have requested.




Appendix one — Material that could contribute to a Cabinet paper [draft only]

Background description of State, State-integrated and Private schools

The make up of schools in New Zealand is as follows:

Type of school | Number:of Percent of
students total school ¢
(July:2010) .m.u_n.imn_o_.._.:, N
(ot 7
State 648,558 85% <\
State-integrated 86,184 \hf._ﬁx, //V
Private 29,432 AN
<
Total 764174 KYOM0%

& N
State schools
New Zealand State schools are <goyerning -
trustees that manage the day=tq-day-rlinning of}

School boards of truste g : hese entities control the management of
their local schoo} Withie G

ghwol, including the hiring of all
tion of State schools are made

centrally prescribed National Educational
uidelines (NEGs and NAGs). State schools
Fducation Act 1989 that prescribe, among other
e composition of their boards, and what students

ate schools with operational funding, property funding and
unding varies between students and schools depending on
dent, location of the school and socio-economic composition of

A State-integrated school is a school with a special (usually religious) character, which
has been ‘integrated’ into the State system. A State-integrated school is essentially a
State school but the proprietor, rather than the Crown, owns the land and buildings.

The proprietor is responsible for setting and maintaining a school's special character.
The proprietor may charge attendance dues to meet capital costs of improvements and
to meet loans. The attendance dues charged currently range from $400 to $3,000 per
year. In addition to attendance dues, integrated schools can also request a donation
from parents, in some cases this is as much as $6,000 per year.




State-integrated schools receive the same operational funding and staffing entitlements
as State schools. Staff in State-integrated schools are also employed under the same
collective agreements as those in State schools. Property funding differs from State
schools, with the proprietor responsible for the land and buildings. Sine 2010, State-
integrated schools have received some property funding; currently approximately $500
per student per year for major maintenance and modernisation of buildings.

In all other respects, State-integrated schools are treated as State schools. They myust
meet all the curriculum, assessment and other requirements e schools, and do
not enjoy the additional freedom that Private schools do.

A number of Private schools have recently applied t
integration due to their fiscal situation. The graph bel
integrated and Private schools since 1995. The nupther of
increased from approximately 280 to 330 in
schools has declined from about 140 to 96,

—.~|._. = . 3 =
mﬁﬁya 2005 2007 2009

A@ imberof privale schools integrating
Oﬂv =5 Numberof integrated schools
s—==Nurmnber of private schools
Priva
Pr schools are private businesses that operate with very little State control. Al

Private-schools must be registered and can only employ registered teachers. They
must also comply with a limited number of statutory requirements, such as police
vetting of employees and keeping enrolment records. In most other respects, Private
schools enjoy considerable freedom. They may choose their own curriculum,
qualifications framework, and assessment methods, and they may offer education
within an educational environment of their own design. The Education Review Office
reviews Private schools against their registration criteria only. The Education Review
Office conducts much more comprehensive reviews of State and State-integrated
schools. .




Overall, the private school sector is strong with the number of private schools
remaining relatively static over the last ten years. Based on Education Review Office
Reviews and the Law Commission's 2009 report, Private schools and the Law, it
appears that Private schools continue to operate with few problems and few regulatory
controls.

Private schools receive a per-pupil subsidy from the Government. This funding
recognises the contribution that Private schools make in ed ating New Zealgnd
students. The subsidy increases choice for families so they more freed (o}
select schooling options that best meet their children's needs
Supporting the viability of the Private school sector saves

private school students were in the State system, Hrﬁ cost to nt

would be approximately $150 million per year.
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Data

Figure 2 - Students attending Private schools, by Territorial Authority, 2010

M Auckland, Welli
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Proposed funding increase to private schools

lllustrative funding levels Estimated new funding required (per
year, ongoing) ($m)

100% of average cost of integrated school 150,00
student.

\,w, \v
moﬁ,9.m<m_.m©moo£oﬁwﬁmﬂmmo:oo_mEnm:H_ mm.oo \/ﬁ//@ \\UA\//\
Years 11-13 funded at 40% and Years 1-10 /%C @
>
AN

30.00
funded at 30% of average cost of State school
i

student,
[Commentary to come depending on prefeprathap gach|
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Implications and considerations

One of the key issues raised by the proposed policy change is the respective roles that
are played by the State schooling system (including State-integrated schools) and by
Private schools. The State schooling system gives effect to the Government's
constitutional and legislative responsibilities to provide secular, free, and accessible
education for all children and young people aged 6-16 (the ages between which
schooling is compulsory). These responsibilities are set out in New Zeala
constitutional structure, the Education Act 1964, the Educati 1989, the Py

Schools Conditional Integration Act 1975, the New Zealand B
Child. m W
The proposal to shift the balance of the system f an elphasis o mﬂmrﬂ.asm_.o:

under the New Zealand Curriculum and in Stz facilities. emphasis of

significant shift in the education system. A shift of magnifud viplications that

will need to be managed. There are implig m@ Qp M

o the Government's responsibilityteJarovide’a secula

education
e Private school accountabili emenis

sgeive a qualj thoh

accessible

Issues,

The propo paises sig
State-infegrat d Private sch

Emm@ come dgpe

! estions about the distinction between State,

[ n options chosen and further analysis).

G
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Property considerations

School property across New Zealand involves a large volume of capital investment.
650,000 students attend state schools, spread across 18,500 hectares of land and 6.5
million square metres of buildings. This property is valued at $10.1 billion — an average
of approximately $16,000 per student. Based on this average, 20% of students
currently in state schools represent over $2 billion on the Crown balance sheet. If these
students shifted to Private schools, a proportion of this investment could be
recovered. Such a gain would be spread over the time ne to sell land &pd

buildings.
[Further analysis to come depending on the modelling of @
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International comparisons

The table below outlines an international comparison of private schooling.

Country Accountability/Requirements { m_..o :.u: of
E:u_:a levels - % of: students in.
State:student, _E._<m$

il _ RN
New 24% Must meet minimu < 4% S
Zealand registration requj

>
/ 4

Australia Socio-economic 134%
status of students V
determines funding.

Ranges between 70%
for private schools in <
the poorest
communities, to 1 0
for schools in the ﬁ
wealthiest
833:3._\.&\@ &

The 100% 66%

Netherlands 4
> .
Sweden \\/_ /“Wamomgo: provided by private | 10 % in
%/v chools must fulfil the general | compulsory
%V goals of compulsory schooling. | schooling
Private schools follow the o7+
@ @ same curricular as municipal MMo%:_m m,%nm_.
schools. Not permitted to
school
_\.Uy charge fees.
7 ~ :
Finland Aﬁﬁvf@v Private schools follow the 3%
same legislation and national
> core curricula as public
%\v 5 schools. Tuition must be free.
3@/V 85% Teaching measures must 18%
equal those of municipal
schools.
Norway 85% Either private schools must 3% in primary

constitute a religious
alternative, a pedagogical
alternative that is generally
recognised, or follow
internationally certified
curriculum.

and lower
secondary

7% in upper
secondary

[Comparisons with the UK, the USA and Canada to come].
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Situation in Australia

The following figures for Australia are based on 2009 statistics:
e Out of 9529 schools in Australia 2727, or approximately 29%, are private.
e There are 1,187,420 private school students, making up approximately 34%
of the total student population in Australia.
Situation in New Zealand (based on 2010 statistics):

e Out of 2577 schools in New Zealand (2153 ols, 3
integrated schools and 96 Private schools), apptaXotaty Y 4% are p

o There are 29,432 Private school students, %
the total student population in New Zealand.

Since 2001, the Australian Government has
communities as the basis for funding private
score based on the socio-economic sta
schools. The score then determines
receives.

average cost of educating g€k RQwl. A school's socio-economic
g rates range from 70% of the
chool for private schools serving
ge cost of educating a child in a
hiest communities,

the maximum rate of funding, regardless of
schools include:

chools that cater for students with disabilities

hools - schools that mainly cater for students with
behavioural difficulties

grous Student Schools - schools with a roll comprising 80% or
us students or, for very remote schools, a roll comprising 50%
igenous students.

Paym @,\mﬁ schools cannot be made until the school has signed an agreement

tralian Government. The agreements detail the conditions with which the
st comply in order to receive funding. The conditions include educational and
performance and accountability requirements.

Private schools in New Zealand, while not being funded to the same level as Australian
private schools, enjoy considerably more freedom. They receive unconditional funding
from the Government in the form of a direct subsidy and have no accountability
requirements except meeting regulated registration criteria.
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Incentivising Private schools to enrol students from lower socio-economic areas

We have identified an option that would incentivise Private schools to enrol students
from lower socio-economic areas. This would increase choice for those families for
which the price of private schooling is a barrier to access. Government could base
private school funding on the current decile system used to fund State and State-
integrated schools.

The decile rating is the indicator used to measure the extent AQ/which schools dfa
pupils from low socio-economic communities. A decile is a

schoals are the 10% of schools with the highest proportion(d

a decile to use as a marketing tool; it dogs ence thelkf ! Private schools

are not included in the 10% decile group state ang
do not influence their funding.

, and then weight a funding
ks with a higher proportion of
schools) would receive funding
of these students (higher decile

The Ministry could calculate a de
allocation according to a s s deelle. Priva
students from lower socig, f
at a higher rate than s
schools).

This would be . traightf o implement; private school management,
parents and sare g re of how the existing decile system works
and it imp dministrati n on Private schools. There would be some

additionahove costs for the ry of Education.

erage socio-economic status of their students would
overnment’s funding of private schools. Each private

in which each student lives, relative to other private schools.
ines the amount of per-student funding the school receives.

The score tt

St

17



Appendix 2 - Requirements of the proposed Cabinet paper

Key elements of a schools funding paper

Provide a simple table summarising the mix of attendance at state, integrated
and independent schools

Eg

The current numbers in primary and secondary schools js as ;

State 655,000 85%
Integrated 87,000 11%
Independent  29.000 4%
Total 771,000 100%

g for 14,500
Aere are now 328
integrated schools in total, with 87,000 5.

Describe the current funding arxa s for thahd independent
schools, and the funding level t o state

Background:  Since 1993 seventy schoplsk
enrolments). Thirteen integrated mo:oo_ug

Eg (check data)
Under current arrange ols recejvaldjffe funding levels, based on their
ownership. Explain t arrangements.a ow they differ between different

categories of schoo

€g

eir operations, teacher salaries and

operations and salaries and to some degree
ecify/exgkain gndYiote any savings to the state in respect of
al and gapital @4penditure)
° | endent Give a per-student financial grant-in-aid (about 24% of

Note the di Reein funding arrangements internationally.

Eg

Indepepds ¢chodl funding in New Zealand of less than 20% of state funding
compaigs ourably with Australia which averages about 52% (with a range from
14 Because of this, non-government schools account for around 35% of total
enho s (compared with only 4% in New Zealand), saving the Australian

govemment around A$7 billion per annum.
The Netherlands has funded state and private schools equally since 1917, and 65% of
students attend privately run schools. In Denmark funding is at about 80% of state

levels, while in Sweden recent reforms have provided for equal funding between state
and private schools.

New Zealand is very much an outlier in terms of funding portability.
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Describe the Decile funding model as it applies - if at all — to funding of state,
integrated and independent schools.

Summarise some options to protect and enhance the role of the independent
school sector, including fiscal costs

Eg, along the lines of the table in para 27 of the Protecting and Enhancing private
schools paper of 26 January 2011.

Explore some scenarios of offsetting fiscal savings th cur ove i
the integrated/independent schools were to expand e alterpati
arrangements

Eg

If independent schools were funded at integrated <cBob

independent schools to expand, and integrated endent status.
If over time a further 20% of enrolments shifted endent (or
integrated) sector, that would provide offsg d $x million
(offsetting the initial $150 million annua
Provide a table showing illustrativ % shift, noting the
uncertainty of timing or magnitu
Note that a 20% shift in e iei j# 4% independent and 11%

i he Zxustralian level where 35% of
enrolments are hon-geve . i rred in a situation where funding of

independent school ) ment level.

Explore the
integrated/j

ing arrangements were made less punitive
r children outside the stae sector.

¥'gre, over the the medium term, even more significant,
aoolsfepresenting an annual capital spend of over $700
dlio includes 18,000 hectares of land and 17,000 buildings
v'stock), with a total value of $11.4 billion.

udents use $11.4 billion in school assets, or about $17,400 per
) 16,000 independent and integrated school pupils were in the state
Rabwolild require a further $2 billion of school assets on the government
sieet.

Thepatential savings on the balance sheet would be large. If over time a further 20%
(131,000 enrolments) moved from the state sector, that would allow the state to scale
back its investment in school infrastructure by $2.3 billion.

Examine the option of applying a decile funding model to the
integrated/independent school funding model under the funding options
considered earlier (eg with on average funding at 100% of integrated level, or
50%, etc)

Is there a case for an overlay subsidy - to help pay any fees — which was based on
individual/household income levels?
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Is there a case for a new category of school, with higher funding levels, but with
some cap on the level of fees that could be charged.

Describe the network, surplus capacity issues that might arise if the
integrated/independent school sector was to expand, and consider options for
dealing with that consequence of parental choice.

Consider the likelihood that the expansion of the independent school sector would be in
the urban areas which are the location of future growth in pupil nurbers, and thus sych
expansion of the independent sector is likely to be helpful.

Identify any regulatory barriers or issues that need e
Integration Act). Are network considerations being
expansion of integrated schools. Evidence?

Timelines and phasing issues.
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