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This survey was put together by members of the parent council of St Peter’s RC primary
school. It was created in response to the council’s consultation on changes to school estate,
and specifically to address the feeling of the school community that the options presented (A
and B) were too limited and did not meet the needs of the community.

As a result we developed a third option to present to council: Option C. This option would
ask council to consider building a new 3 stream school on the site of the former St Machar
Primary school, complete with nursery and early education facilities. This survey was
designed to get an idea of how many parents in the St Peter’s community would like the
council to consider this option, and also to get a sense of their 2nd and 3rd choice should that
information become necessary.

The survey consists of five questions. Question one put the basic information about the
consultation to the person completing the survey, asking simply: “Were you aware that this
process is happening?” This was to get an idea of how many members of our community, who
had all supposedly received a letter from the council outlining the consultation process, had
actually taken in the information. Out of 146 responses 130 said yes, they were aware of the
process (89%). Of those 146, 16 said no (11%). This might indicate the need to consider
different approaches in the future, and necessitate working with the school more closely to
disseminate information to the community.

Question two outlined the basic details of the two options, and finished by asking: “Do you
feel that these are sufficient options for our school community to consider?” Out of 144
responses to this question 21 people answered yes (the two options are sufficient) which was
15% of respondees. However 123 people answered no (85%). This indicated the level to
which our community was not satisfied with being consulted solely on Options A and B.

Question three then outlined the further Option C that our parent council had proposed,
and finished by asking: “Would you be in favour of this as an additional option (for the
council to consider)?” Out of 147 people who responded to this question 143 answered yes
(97%), and only 4 answered no (3%). This clearly indicates to the council that our
community would overwhelmingly like the option of a stand-alone St Peter’s to be consider
as a viable option, whether it be a 3-stream St Peter’s or another version of this same
proposal (more on that toward the end).

Question four asked people taking the survey to rank the three options (A, B and C) in order
of their preference—1 being the best option, 2 for second and 3 for the option they like the
least. Out of 143 people who answered this question, again the overwhelming majority
(134—93.7%) ranked option C as their top preferred choice. The options were ranked as in
the table below:



RANK Option A (128 votes) Option B (127 votes) Option C (143 votes)
Top preference 4 (3%) 6 (5%) 134 (93.7%)

Second place 35 (27%) 84 (66%)

Third place 89 (69.5%) 37 (29%)

Preferred option ; Option C (93.7%)
Second option : Option B (66%)
Third option : Option A (89 out of 128 = 69.5%)

It would be worth noting the divide in the community as to which of the other options are
second or third. This indicates the possibility that, as St Peter’s goes forward with either
Option A or B if that is what the council choose, the community will need to work against
being fractured and divided just as Riverbank was some years ago.

The final question asked how important it is for people in our community that the council
considers building a new school for St Peter’s alone. Of those who took the survey 147
answered this question. The breakdown of answers is as follows:

Very important: 135 (92%)
Fairly important: 12 (8%)
Not very important: 0
Don’t care: 0

This survey generated a decent return rate (149 responses in total out of 256 pupils = 58.2%
of school population). As the council can see, the responses clearly indicate a desire for our
community to have more than just the two options “on the table”. The community is asking
for a third option to be considered: a stand-alone St Peter’s with nursery and early education
facilities as well.

There is some scope, however, to consider whether a 2-stream St Peter’s would also be a
viable option for our community, allowing ample space for accepting applications and
placing requests and perhaps being designed in a way that would allow for future expansion
should that prove necessary. In addition, a 2-stream St Peter’s would leave enough money in
the budget (in theory around 4 million) to put toward making the necessary improvements
at Riverbank and meeting the needs of that community. This is perhaps another option to
work toward as we seek a solution that tries to meet the needs of a growing St Peter’s and
Tillydrone.

Finally, the parent council is aware that Option A would involve a new school for St Peter’s
with adequate capacity for at least the next several years. It would also be on a site that is
closest to our present site and therefore involves a significantly lesser amount of change than
Option B. As a parent council this option is preferred, should option C be proven unviable.


