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EDUCATION or BURST

1.0 | INTRODUCTION

Education or Burst? is the campaign group strongly

gp/& opposing Aberdeen City Council’s plans to merge
&* 3 Middleton Park & Glashieburn Primary Schools into the
1“’7"’ current Glashieburn campus.

We are a group formed by the Parent Councils of both
schools. We welcome beneficial change and are keen
to work with the local authority to deliver this.

However, we are firmly against the proposal to squeeze
Middleton Park & Glashieburn pupils into the existing
Glashieburn school.

There are a variety of serious concerns regarding the amalgamated school
which will rank bottom of the league in Aberdeen because it will:

* Provide the least gross internal floor area per child
e Provide less than half the statutory requirements for outdoor space
e Have the third highest school roll numbers

* Be the most cramped school
It is for these reasons we have named the school “Burst Primary”.

Education or Burst? question how the council could possibly believe their
proposal is the way to deliver educational benefit to our children? Burst
Primary will not be suitable to deliver A Curriculum for Excellence and

quite frankly, the children won’t fit. This document provides and illustrates
irrefutable evidence that there is no educational benefit in the creation of the
most cramped school in Aberdeen.

J What is best, Education or Burst?

.there 1§ no
edlucationsl 11| THE FACTS & STATS
bcncf'+ n the The school will not be fit for purpose.

creation of the

» Catastrophic internal space issues:

most aVamPcol > Only 6.6m? per pupil
¢chool 1n - the lowest space per child in the city
AbOVOIOOVI e External space constraints:

- Only 45% of the statutory requirements for a
school of this roll
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Middleton Park Primary children enjoying enough space now to learn and
develop.
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EDUCATION or BURST

2.0 | ROLL CALL!

Burst Primary will have the second highest roll in Aberdeen, creating the most
cramped school in the city @ XFACT ¥

The 5 Aberdeen schools with highest total roll

o N > * school intake limited according to
2012 % Gross internal m number of classes the school can

hool s A e :
Sehes Capacity | Capacity | per pupil (2012 roll) provide - roll capped
K o n #Burst Primary School is the combined
Cults Primary 477 540 88% 1.0 total of Glashieburn and Middleton Park
. for the roll figures and the current
Burst Prlmary“ 435 420 104% 6-6 Glashieburn facility not accounting
. . potential future modification for the
Kingswells Primary* 428 450 95% 7.6 capacity and space per pupil
Walker Road 406 420 97% 10.5 ~ these schools have other services
) hosted within the building - we have
Mile End* 372 415 90% 14.8" asked for these figures but have yet to
. receive them.

Source ACC Consultation website
The officers tried to discredit this situation but they were using the wrong figures and now admit that Burst
Primary would be the most cramped school in Aberdeen.

There have been suggestions that the external courtyards could be covered to form internal space. However,
even if implemented, Burst Primary would still only have 7.4m? and have the least space per pupil at any school
in the city. Additionally, according to the officers, these uncosted modifications would increase the capacity to
460 reducing the space even further. Furthermore, these figures do not include the additional 60 morning and
40 afternoon nursery places bringing the roll up to almost 500 pupils attending Burst Primary.

2111S BIG BEAUTIFUL?

Burst Primary would be a large school by Aberdeen standards. One of the major themes of the Council’s
proposal is that there would be benefit in increasing the number of pupils at the school. However, educational
literature that is available favours smaller schools. Leithwood & Jantzi in 2009, evaluated 57 studies of which 10
were primary schools and this showed:

« NONE demonstrated an increase in achievement ¢ Six of the studies had an inverse relationship
with an increase in school size. with school size i.e. the smaller the school,
the better the achievement

The educational benefits statement in Section 7.4 of the proposal states:

Schools with Vclaﬁ\/c!v’ small vollg have ome curricular limitations main!v] dve fo the rclaﬁ\/c!v] ¢mall
number of children and ¢taff. It will be Foééib!o 1o oxpanol Por;onaﬁgaﬁon and choice 1n a farggr ¢chool.

This i fikofv, 1o have a Pogiﬁ\/o impamL upon motivation bv] foovging_ on the interests of individval Pvpilg

However, studies such as the frequently cited review by Cotton, published in 1996 conclude that:
* Student academic and general self-concepts are higher in small schools

* Levels of extracurricular participation are much higher and more varied in small schools

¢ Students have a greater sense of belonging in small schools

Burst Primary will be the most cramped primary school in Aberdeen with the children forced into the smallest
space per pupil. If there was a clear educational benefit, maybe this would be an option.

However, evidence clearly indicates that there is no benefit in a larger school and in fact the larger school in
itself may be detrimental.

For Burst Primary BIG IS MOST CERTAINLY NOT BEAUTIFUL.
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These images,
captured from
Google Earth
at the same
magnification
highlight that
Burst Primary is
far too small for
the number of
children
proposed to
attend.

Aleo...

Do these
represent a
commitment
towards
consistent and
fair provision
across the city?

—

Middleton Fark Site:
wovld almost oorfainfv]
be olc\/clopcd into
new hovses. Which
school are these kidg

5_oin5_ to 50 to?¢
| o

Mile End School Burst Primary N
MAXIMUM Roll MAXIMUM Roll

= 415 (70 ASN) =460 (14 ASN)

80 Nursery Places 100 Nursery Places

Braehead Primary
(2 storeys)
MAXIMUM Roll

= 269

40 Nursery Places

Hazlehead Primary
MAXIMUM Roll

= 306

80 Nursery Places

J

OUESTION NEEDS
TO BE ANSWERED!

*Some of these facilities have a little extra space for additional services

05



EDUCATION or BURST

3 NURSERY
CLASSESI! | ===

p

P1/P2

P2

‘%
g e
| :f
R
-w“ﬁ
=] _PwE

GYM/ DINING
HALL No. 2

59% (only 47m2)
recommended
size for Burst |
Primary’s Roll

i
|

Activity Area

(S ) I

GYM/ DINING
HALL No. 1

43%
recommended
size for Burst
Primary’s Roll

pLIOY Ule

® io

JOPI0Y BoURQUT

TBC: Janitor's Room
Hursery Toilets




3.0 | INTERNAL SPACE

Burst Primary will provide the least gross internal floor area per pupil of
any school in Aberdeen

There is simply not enough internal space for the children at Burst Primary.

1. The combined roll of the Glashieburn and Middleton Park schools is more than the
current official capacity of Burst Primary

2. It is well recognised that A Curriculum for Excellence requires more space than the
previous 5 - 14 curriculum.

The highly accurate scale drawing (left) demonstrates that these concerns translate to shocking space
standards for Burst Primary. Diagram 1"highlights how impractical the proposed new school would be.
The desks are hard to fit in without even thinking about anything else a modern school requires.

The teaching spaces measure as little as 41m? with virtually no flexibility. Major modifications will be
required if Burst Primary goes ahead. This is shocking compared to 3R standards and includes partial
knockdown of no less than eight EXTERNAL walls and covering over the courtyards to make them part
of the internal space.

The courtyards currently provide very safe, easily accessible outdoor space. Their loss would be
detrimental.

31| GYM HALLS

Burst Primary’s gym halls will not be fit for purpose and grossly under SportScotland’s
recommendations. The gym halls will be under huge pressure. It would be impossible to meet the
demands of lunches, assemblies, drama, choir, school concerts and shows, as well as meeting the
statutory PE requirements.

2nd Hall (Studio) Main Hall Space:

BURST PRIMARY
= 2
=133m BURST PRIMARY

59% of = 140m?

MINIMUM a43% of

required MINIMUM
space required
space

The noise of movement to the two halls will cause significant disruption on all of the adjacent teaching
spaces. Lunches will have to be staggered to accommodate the number of pupils, meaning adjacent
classes are disturbed for a longer period of teaching time.

How can they be expected to excel in such an environment?d

There seems to be drastically little in the way of cloakroom areas for such a large school and they have
not been able to find space for the janitor’s office or the nursery toilets.

Where will these essential areas 59_?
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4.0 | EXTERNAL SPACE

Bursting on the inside, Bursting on the OUTSIDE
- Burst Primary will provide less than half of the
statutory requirements for outdoor space

In fact, Burst Primary’s playing field fulfils the statutory requirement
for only 140 pupils.

The satellite images right are captured from Google Earth at the same
magnification. This clearly demonstrates the lack of outdoor space,
compared to other schools in the Oldmachar ASG.

LACK OF GRASS AND GREEN SPACE

Burst Primary has a very limited amount of playground space for its
alleged maximum roll of 460. Compare this with the beautiful open
expanses at Danestone and Greenbrae which house significantly less
children.

LACK OF SPACE FOR ANY EXTENSION

The recommendation is to move towards class sizes of 18 for P1 - 3,
resulting in an increase in classes and space required. However there is
a severe lack of external space for future extension.

LACK OF ACTIVITY AREAS
Burst Primary with its restricted external space, will severely limit
children’s access to outdoor play.

LACK OF NURSERY FACILITIES
There is no mention of separate protected space for the 3 nurseries. To
implement this, the general external space would be further eroded.

The Public Consultation Document states in section 3.2 that:

“Glashieburn School has sufficient un-filled
space to accommodate all pupils from the
proposed revised catchment area, without
any significant interior or external alterations
having to be made.”

Do the facts and supporting images highlighted represent
the above statement? Absolutely not.

o Forehill Primary:
185 Kids

M'.N!MUM statutory Greenbrae Primary:
provision for a school of 159 Kid

Burst Primary’s size: Ids

0.6 hectares Danestone Primary:

187 Kids

SPORT SICOTLAND o Burst Primary:

STIPULATE THAT A Burst Primary field: 435 Kids

NEW SCHOOL SIMILAR 0.27 hectares, Middleton Park:

TO BURST PRIMARY 45% of statutory 180 Kids
SHOULD HAVE AN ALL requirement

WEATHER PITCH
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5.0 | ADDITIONAL SUPPORT NEEDS (ASN) BASE

Burst Primary will host a smaller Oldmachar ASN base with no outside learning
or enhanced facilities
The Oldmachar ASN base will be drastically reduced in size and moved. This will have a profound negative

impact on the most vulnerable children. Despite this, the officers failed to carry out the appropriate
Equality & Human Rights Impact Assessment and the plans show little regard for the welfare of pupils.

6.0 | NURSERY

The proposed nursery at Burst Primary will struggle to meet the minimum
statutory guidance of 2.3m? space per child
The Nursery will be given the bare minimum of

space in Burst Primary. Officers have not even
made a decision on where the toilets will go.

BURST
PRIMARY:
3 classes

l¢ this how you want your child
to ¢tart their school career? MIDDLETON

PARK:
1 class + safe

7.0 | TRAFFIC CONGESTION: external space
No Safe Drop-off Zone &
Insufficient Parking LTI
Burst Primary will increase traffic :':I';:;Y:

congestion, provide no safe Activity Play
zones for drop-off and pick-up
and there will not be enough

parking facilities

Insufficient Nursery Provision

A traffic survey of Middleton Park parents

showed a greater proportion of children will

be driven to school if attending Burst Primary T'Y-affio kgv&g:
due to safety, distance and time.

This will hugely increase traffic congestion on

Jesmond Drive and surrounding residential x Unsafe for children

streets. .
¥ Inconvenient for staff

Other new council schools have safe drop- x . .
off and pick-up zones, but not Burst Primary. FrUStratmg for Commumty

There is no space for such facilities which Bad f .
puts our children at higher risk. x ad for environment

The space in the current car park is also Who ig +hi§ ao‘f‘va"q %ﬁh ?%
(@)

completely inadequate to accommodate the Y ?
extra staff who would be required for the POQI“'I\/& fOY',
additional children and classes.
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8.0 | NO EDUCATIONAL BENEFIT

The officers have been totally unable to provide any evidence of
educational benefit in creating Burst Primary. In fact there will be:

* No opportunity to enhance the depth and breadth of curriculum (Section 7.1)

* Less support available to pupils (Section 7.4)

e Less widespread and flexible teaching spaces (Section 7.3)

* Less opportunity for active, collaborative and independent learning (Section 7.3)

* Less opportunity for pupil leadership (Section 7.8 and 7.16)

* Loss of the flexible external courtyards - vital outdoor learning spaces

* Reduced space for the double ASN base (Section 7.9)

* Reduced space for a larger number of nursery pupils

* No opportunity for enhanced opportunities for gifted and talented pupils (Section 7.1)
* No opportunity to enhance teachers CPD (section 7.5 and 7.11)

There i§ §imPl'1 NO benefit to any child in burst Priman]

9.0 | THE NEED FOR CHANGE?

The Grandhome development does not constitute a need for change
The Council’s officers are focussing on an entirely fictional argument that the Grandhome development means our
schools have to be closed and merged. Section 2.2 of the Public Consultation Document states:

@@ An alternative solution, which would have advantages in the longer term planning
and management of schools in the whole of the north of the city is to amalgamate
Glashieburn and Middleton Park Schools to create a new school and to establish
new zones within the Grandhome development. 9@

A development the size of Grandhome would always require new
zones to accommodate the thousands of children that will live
there. The introduction of this development has no bearing on
whether Burst Primary requires to be created.

9.1 | INCONSISTENT FORECASTS

There are glaring inconsistencies regarding the roll forecasts for
the Grandhome Development.

THE PROPOSAL
PROVIDES
NO JUSTIFICATION TO
CLOSE- OUR. SCHOOLS.

THIS IS BEST
ILLUSTRATED BY THE
LUDICROUS NEED FOR
CHANGE STATEMENT.

The officers have used a higher figure of 0.35
children per home when putting forward

the argument to close Middleton Park and
Glashieburn and form Burst Primary.

However this figure drops to 0.25 when
calculating the necessary capacity to
accommodate the same new children from the
development into Danestone School.
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N
Middleton Park and Glashieburn Combined Roll Predictions with effect of different
pupil generation rates and potential for further delays in development
600
500
400 —G&MPO0.35
.E G & MP 0.25
2 300 " ~-G&MPO0.25 delay 2 years
% —_— —MP Capacity
200 e - MP 0.25
- - MP 0.35
100 MP G 0.25 delay 2 years
0
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Year
NG J

The graph above highlights the stark difference in future roll numbers when the above numbers are applied. It also
shows the effect of a potential two year delay in the development.

Which i€ the corvect figyrc and can we ¢ee thig oongidon'l'lv] apF!ie,oI 1o all Pr?)'ooﬁong?
The Grandhome development CANNOT and should not be used as a valid reason to close our schools. There is no

need for change and using the Grandhome development as an argument is an insult, particularly when numbers have
been used to make the proposal appear more plausible.
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Pupil numbers

10.0 | ROLL FORECASTS

Aberdeen City Council’s roll forecasts are misleading, unreliable and inaccurate

How to lie with Statistics:

Evidence leads us to believe that education officers are communicating misleading data relating to our school rolls.

The graph below has been provided which illustrates falling roll forecasts.

Council’s Middleton Park roll forecast

250
240
230
220

210

2012 2013 204 2015 2016 2017 2018 2009 2020
At a glance, this graph does show a decrease in

roll numbers, however if you look closely, these are
insignificant changes hugely exaggerated by starting

the Y-axis at 200.

This is referred to as a “Gee-Whiz” Graph - see chapter
6 of ‘How to lie with statistics’ by Darrell Huff. In order
not to deceive, graphs should be presented with the
Y-axis starting at zero.

The graph below demonstrates the same data in a non-
ambiguous way and proves the numbers are virtually
static with only a tiny fluctuation in 2019/20.

Middleton Park roll forecast
(Y- axis starting at 0)
300

250

200

150

100

50

0

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Year

2017 2018 2019 2020

UNRELIABLE PREDICTIONS

» 2010 figures predict the Aberdeen City population
aged under 16 will to increase by 24.5% by 2035

* The number of births per year in our combined
catchment area increased by almost 17% between
2007 and 2011, which is not reflected in the officers’
predictions

POOR TRACK RECORD

The proposed Middleton Park closure in 2008 provided
yet more erroneous misleading data. Predictions were
shockingly inaccurate and the graphs below clearly
demonstrate a poor track record for forecasting roll
figures.

Officers' Track Record on Middleton Park Roll

Prediction
Prediction
200 wrong slreadhl Children here not born yet!
\ Our birth rate is actually

. z 4

180 n /lr\:reasmg, s0 why the dip?
35
160 — S \nwmdwmm
closure threats
140 recovery after
previous closure threats.

120 * e ===0fficer MP Roll

Predictions from 2008

~Current Officer MP Roll
Prediction

Pupil Number
=
=]
(=]

©
o

w==pctual MP Rolls

40

20

2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020

Officers' Track Record on Glashieburn Roll
Prediction

350

Prediction
wrong already!

300 Children here not born yet!
Our birth rate is actually
increasing, so why the dip?

250 |

E 200 ===0fficer Glashie Roll

E Predictions from 2008
3

: e==Current Officer Glashie
2150 Roll Prediction

===Actual Glashieburn Rolls

100

50

2008
2009
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014 -
2015
2016
2017
2018
2019
2020

The evidence clearly shows the Council’s predicted
changes are insignificant and totally unreliable.

There is nothing in the numbers to convince us our rolls
won’t be stable or even increase in the future as their
roll predictions are already inaccurate.
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1.0 | SUITABILITY

Burst Primary suitability ratings increased from a C ‘Poor’ to a B
‘Satisfactory’ without the consultation of key stakeholders

Until the Public Consultation Document was issued, Glashieburn’s suitability was rated by
Aberdeen City Council as below:

General Learning Internal Social Internal External Social External
& Teaching Areas Facilities Areas Facilities

Functionality D
Accessibility B B B
Environmental (of (of (of
Safety & Security C B ©
Fixed Furniture
& Fittings c c B
Total: < B B
If Glashieburn campus becomes Burst Primary it would house an additional 190 children.
There are no confirmed modifications, however, the school has now been re-classified at a @
higher “B” rating.

This surprising increase is shown below:

General Learning Internal Social Internal External Social External
& Teaching Areas Facilities Areas Facilities

Functionality B B B (of © B
Accessibility B B B B C B
Environmental C C C @ c© ©
Safety & Security B B C B C B
Fixng::t:;n;iure c c B C B fo
Total: B B B C © B

According to the government’s own guidelines, these assessments should heavily involve the

schools, including the teachers and children. However, as far as we are aware, there was no

consultation with the school, or any work done in any of the areas that have been re-classified. (@)
The data has been altered just enough to ensure Burst Primary is now an overall B rating.

It is also worth noting there are a number of C’s not shaded yellow, making it look more
positive at a glance.

In order to consider Burst Primary, suitability should have been rated reflecting current
facilities, roll and capacity including an extra nursery class.

Suspiciously, in the same timescales, the Middleton Park facility that the officers are trying to
sell for housing, has inexplicably seen its suitability ratings drop.
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12.0 | CAPACITY

Despite proposing “minor reconfiguration” to the existing Glashieburn site, the
official capacity has been increased from 420 to 460 for Burst Primary

Realising that the amalgamated school will immediately be over capacity, the Council have increased the
capacity to 460 following slight adaptations. Worryingly, the officers are not even sure what the capacity of
the new school is likely to be following these modifications.

An Education Officer said:

656 460 would be the proposed capacity of the amalgamated school should
the proposal be taken further. Clearly it would be formally re-evaluated on
completion of internal reconfiguration. C))@

In order to achieve the increased capacity, external courtyards are being converted to internal teaching
space. This is not “minor internal reconfiguration” but significant enabling works.

13.0 | 3Rs

Burst Primary will never reach 3R Standards

The Public Consultation Document suggests that the facilities at the Glashieburn site could be improved to
the standard of a 3R school. The misleading statement in the report states:

“The building surveyor identified costs associated with repair, maintenance
and replacement works which would be required to bring the school up to a
standard of the 3Rs schools when handed over to the Council for occupancy.

For Glashieburn School, this equated to £2.5 million. Not all of this would
be required imminently but over the period of time, this would require to be
invested in the school.”

In fact, the £2.5 million is only to bring the building up to modern conditions, not standards. Even if the
funding was available, with such a small site, there is no space for such developments to be achieved.
Therefore Burst Primary will be immediately £2.5 million below modern conditions.

If we compare to the 3Rs facilities, that have truly flexible options, there is massively more space. With the
roll at the proposed number of 430 + nursery, Burst Primary will never have these flexible learning spaces:

Area Percentage versus

3Rs Facility m2) our 41m?

C|E-IS-S Room with 63 154%
partition deployed | approx.
Class Room and its o
dedicated activity area 727 177%
+ ,
Above (?Iass S share 85.5 209%
of the learning corridor | approx.
+ .
Above full Wldth of 108 263%
the learning corridor | approx.
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Burst Primary Site

14.0 | 25 YEAR PLAN

Burst Primary is simply not
a 25 year solution

The Convener of Education, Culture and Sport
Committee Councillor Jenny Laing said at the
start of the process:

@@ We have to ensure that the
educational provision within the
city is the best it can possibly
be. In order to achieve this it
is essential that we draw up
a strategy that provides clear
direction and vision for the next
20 to 25 years.©)9

The proposal to form Burst Primary is not a

25 year plan. There is no educational benefit
now or in the future. It will only lead to massive
problems.

Middleton Park Site

Water Reservoir
Green space /
Play park

Outline of Burst Primary zone

If the proposal to close Middleton Park and
Glashieburn is approved, it will inevitably be
followed by further housing development on

Middleton Park site. H'IDDEN
The map illustrates that this will leave no other A@'ENDA
area to construct a school.

Burst FPrimary will not last 25 years o o ©
what ¢ the 70»15. term Plan for owr area?

15.0 | TO CLOSE
Burst Primary is NOT fit for purpose

The size of the school and playground is completely inadequate for the number of children involved.
Aberdeen City Council’s proposal:

e Is illegal

Educational benefit in closing Middleton Park and Glashieburn has not been proven in accordance with
Section 3 of the Schools (Consultation) (Scotland) Act 2010.

e Has no rational justification
There is no explanation as to why the Grandhome development should mean a need to change.

* Is a disguised effort at cost-cutting
This is wrong, especially as our schools cost well below the Aberdeen average.

e Has no support

We have yet to speak to anybody that supports the proposal. The Council’s own officers even seem
unable or unwilling to defend it.

The plans should be terminated with immediate effect.
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School buildings and facilities are far

more than just part of the supporting cast
for Curriculum for Excellence.

They are at the heart of the whole

philosophy and approach to effective

learning and teaching and play the fullest

part in helping to achieve change for the better.

Building Better Schools:
Investing in Scotland’s future. Scottish Government 2009
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