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As this Consultation has unfolded, there has been no shortage of articulate and engaged adults, with 
opinions that need to be heard. They seek to achieve a shared goal - the best possible educational 
future for their children; they do not, however, share a unified vision of how to get there. This might 
seem to be precisely the place where the opinion of the Church, especially with regard to St Peter’s, 
might help. Until relatively recently, however, it has been difficult to identify, within either the 
proposals presented for consultation (Options A and B), or a subsequent development that arose from 
discussion among St Peter’s parents (Option C), any position that seems uniquely ‘right’. The 
consequence of this was that little specific guidance could, in the early stages, be offered to anyone 
who might seek that from the local Church; neither could we offer unstinting support to individuals or 
groups supporting one or other point of view. The consultation process, in fact, benefits from this 
dearth of guidance. The local Church has been listening with ACC to the many voices that have 
contributed to the Consultation. It has been a positive experience. 

Various features of the picture have become clear:  

1. St Peter’s and Riverbank are both excellent and happy schools searching for a future.  
2. They serve communities, each of which is making entirely legitimate demands for their 

children. They are not exaggerating their needs. Neither school has needs that place it clearly 
in a position of priority in regard to the other (although some might disagree on this point, I 
find this line of argument to be instantly polarising, and unhelpful). Looking at the expressed 
desires of both school communities, I do not see anything unreasonable in what each seeks. In 
other words, it is not possible to simplify the situation by removing superfluous items.  We 
recognise, however, that being entirely reasonable does not make a desire realisable. This is 
frustrating and sad, but this is our world. Any deficiencies in the eventual solution will, I am  
confident, be made up by the continuing hard work of teachers and support staff in both 
schools, backed up by strong and committed communities.  

3. It has been said, and I am sympathetic to this view, that this is a ‘two school problem, requiring 

a ‘two school solution’, but …  

4. ACC has a decision to make, in an historical period marked by the two conflicting realities of 
increasing population and finite disposable cash.  

The ACC consultation document offered two options - Option A and Option B. The St Peter’s parents 
group proposed an ’Option C’. An Education Adviser to the RC Diocese of Aberdeen proposed an 
‘Option D’. 

Option A  

The RC Church has, since the inception of the ‘shared campus’ model, been wary of the idea.   

1. The unfamiliar format seems to be related more to economy than to sound educational tenets.  
2. The ‘shared campus’ is not yet a well-established concept in our country. 
3. Although examples of the ‘shared campus’ are increasing in number, they are still too few in  

number, and too recently-introduced, to allow communities and/or researchers to assess them 
as a ‘type’, or to examine the potential for variations on the theme. 

4. The resultant vacuum has allowed much merely anecdotal material to gather around the idea.  
5. It might be time to look at this idea with a more positive eye. 

 
 

 
Just because a ‘shared campus’ includes economies of scale, does not mean that it needs to be second 
best. It must, of its nature, be an experiment. That does not make it unworkable or wrong.  An 
experiment that takes risks with the future of children would be unacceptable. This may be guarded 
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against by a strong presence of skilled teachers, led by good and visionary heads. Coupled with loving 
supportive families, in both the RC and non-denominational schools, this would present us with a 
viable and positive option. It delivers a school of manageable size, with the required increase in 
capacity. Its very existence would testify to a shared desire for harmony and collaboration. 
 
Should this option go ahead, the Church would expect to be involved in ongoing discussion from the 
earliest stages of planning.  
 

 

Option B  

On a recent visit, representatives of the Church were delighted with Riverbank. The space. The light. 
The already present resources. The potential.  But ...  

1. It’s in the wrong place. It would, I feel, rapidly become a new school in terms of the population 
that uses it. I cannot imagine that most current St Peter’s parents would be at ease with the 
distance between, for example, Seaton and Riverbank, especially in view of the busy and 
congested roads that separate the two.   

2. I am also not convinced that the sudden appearance of an RC school in place of a                      
non-denominational school, is likely to make sense to a local population. I think it might be             
a bit of a shock to the system. Option B seems to me to lack sensitivity to the needs of the 
community surrounding the present Riverbank.   

 

Option C (proposed by St Peter’s Parents)  

This is, I understand, a very attractive proposal within the St Peter’s parents group. I have substantial 
reservations in regard to the idea:  

1. Teacher-supply means that we are already struggling to staff current schools. I don’t see how a 
new school of the proposed size could fail to have longer-term implications for the continued 
provision of three RC schools in ACC’s  area.  

2. The proposal is for a very large 3-stream school.  In St Peter’s, the number of first generation 
Scots-born children, from incoming EU families, is increasing year on year. This is a source of 
great joy for the local Church, but it is not an uncomplicated situation. Primary One intakes in 
recent years suggest that numbers of children from families of more local origin, are reducing; 
the same is true of children from other faith groups. Demographic projection is not an exact 
science. If demand for RC education from incoming families continues to rise, then it is 
conceivable that a 3-stream school could be filled entirely with their children, resulting in 
something like a parallel educational provision for a specific ‘new’ group, with a resultant 
negative effect on integration within the general community. This is, of course, speculation, 
but some speculation is unavoidable (even required) in a situation characterised by an absence 
of sharp definition. The RC community in Aberdeen cherishes its schools, but they must be 
present as fully integrated contributors to the larger community, and we need to be vigilant in 
order to safeguard that balance.   
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Option D (proposed by a Diocesan Education Adviser) 
 
An adviser to the Bishop suggested that a further option (Option D) should be tabled:  
 

1. Extend Riverbank on its present site to provide a 3-stream school and build a new 2-stream     
St Peter`s on the St Machar Primary School site.  

2. This would allow Riverbank to remain on its original site as one increased-capacity school, 
while providing a new St Peter`s.  

3. Some would regret the absence any possibility of a 3-stream future for St Peter’s in this option.                
In this regard, I would repeat the concerns that I outlined in Option C, Item 2, above. 

 
 

 

Conclusion 
 
Considering the two options in the ACC Consultation Document, Option A - the shared campus - would 
be the preference of the RC Diocese of Aberdeen. 
 
Should it prove feasible to include new proposals, incorporating ideas that emerged during discussion, 
then Option D would be equally acceptable. It might avoid some of the challenges that will inevitably 
arise from the Shared Campus solution, however eager the commitment to the latter. We hope that it 
would also enable a positive development of Riverbank on its current site. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
        Rt Rev Hugh Gilbert OSB 
        Bishop of Aberdeen 

 
 


