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Representations received in response to the publication of Public Notices on the 
proposal to close Pimlico School as community school (and reopen it as an 
Academy) in September 2008 
 
“I am writing to object to the proposal to close Pimlico Community School and reopen it as 
an Academy.   
I am objecting on the grounds that there is not sufficient evidence that Academy status 
leads to an improvement in educational experience or results for local young people.” 
 

******* 
 
“I wish to record my objection in the strongest possible terms to the closure of Pimlico 
School. 
This is the third time since last Summer that I have expressed an opinion about Pimlico 
School. Throughout that time, I have consistently opposed the plans to make Pimlico an 
Academy at this time. You at Westminster City Council  have consistently dismissed valid 
objections and concerns and tried to make them fit into your academy plans. You have 
claimed that only small numbers have responded and that this somehow invalidates those 
objections. Nevertheless, I repeat my objections again below.  
1. My preference is for Pimlico to remain a community school. By community I mean a 
school which is controlled by the democratically elected local authority with a 
representative Board of Governors. 
2. It is essential that the 10% specialism for music is retained and this is perfectly 
compatible with comprehensive status. Schools should indeed meet the needs of all 
students - and this includes those very very talented musicians which Pimlico caters for. If 
the course is lost there will be no comparable state school provision. The IEB 
commissioned Audit of Special Music is outstandingly flawed - and should not be used as 
a tool to discontinue the course. 
3. If you choose to ignore the views of stakeholders who oppose the Academies 
Programme, the current proposals should at least be suspended. A governing body should 
be created for Pimlico and a Headteacher appointed (who is not on the payroll of proposed 
sponsors). They, in consultation with stakeholders, should decide the future designation of 
the school. The current consultation process has been highly flawed. There is no staff or 
parent representation on the current Interim Executive Board. The Interim Headteacher is 
also head at a school which stands to gain a £2m endowment for leading Pimlico to 
Academy status and the Chair of the IEB, Steve Farnsworth, is the person responsible for 
recommending Academy Status to Members and the DCSF. He also met with and chose 
the sponsor on behalf of Members. No-one is representing the school in all this; no one is 
actively engaging with the stakeholder community and seeking real dialogue. Information 
about the Academy proposal has been biased and there has been no reasoned debate by 
stakeholders. Steve Farnsworth has been less than honest in his reports to Members and 
parents. 
4. The current sponsor, John Nash's Future Charitable Trust should not be proceeded 
with. Future (no experience), Haberdasher Askes (2 Academies) and Westminster School 
(successful independent school) were all in the running. For some reason the chosen 
sponsor was the one with least educational experience. The role of Alpha Plus was never 
clarified and since John Nash's companies have now sold their interest in Alpha Plus, it 
seems Future has no experience other than running a few Saturday Schools. If I was 
cynical I would think that John Nash was chosen because as a prominent Tory Party 
supporter, he is buddies with Sir Simon Milton, Leader of Westminster Council. I would 
also suppose that when Sir Simon Milton made his one city speech in March about the 
future of Pimlico, he had already chosen who he wanted to sponsor the school.” 
 
 

******* 
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 “As a parent of a yr 12 student at Pimlico School, I would like to state again that I wish for  
Pimlico  to remain a Comprehensive community school with the same provision  for a  
10%  selective intake for Students with a musical aptitude on the Special Music Course.  
Apart from providing specialist  teaching, which would otherwise  be  financially out  of  
reach  for the majority of parents and their student children, Pimlico's reputation as a 
centre for musical excellence must not  be  diminished. And , with proper funding,  
students  could benefit the community  of schools in Westminster with their  example of 
what  is possible to achieve when Music teaching and instruments are made available  to 
chldren with a demonstrated aptitude. 
Should Westminster Council INSIST, inspite of the wishes of the majority  of  the parents 
at the school, to change the status to  an Academy, then I would INSIST on the Special  
Music course provision and the corrresponding 10% selective intake to be written into the 
Academy's  contract  as is the so  that this  centre of musical excellence in central London 
be maintained.” 
 

******* 
 
“I write with reference to the consultation regarding Pimlico Comprehensive School. 
I ask that it remain ‘a Community school maintained by the local authority (LA)’. At the 
same time add that I also wish to retain the 10% intake on musical aptitude as present. 
This is perfectly compatible with Community School status, as a school with recognised 
specialism in a prescribed subject may select up to 10% of its intake by aptitude. However, 
should the School become an Academy I believe it is even more important to retain the 
10% intake on musical aptitude.  It should be noted that several academies in London 
select on a specialism, for instance, Harris Academy Peckham (10% Performing Arts), 
Haberdashers, federated with Knights Academy (10% Music). The school’s long history of 
excellence in performing and visual arts is ready to be used as an example of excellence 
throughout the school and local community. The school has recently won a Gold Artsmark 
award in recognition of successes in this area  
The Pimlico Special Music Course has long been recognised as an immensely important 
educational resource for London and has enabled children from all backgrounds to further 
their talents. It is vitally important that whatever happens to the school this nationally 
important course remain in existence as a centre of excellence for London children.” 
 

******* 
 
“I refer to the proposal to close Pimlico School and re-open it as an Academy, sponsored 
by Future. 
I object to the proposal on the following grounds: 
1. Insufficient consultation. There have been very few meetings for parents and students 

regarding the proposals.  Meetings about BSF were not consultation meetings about 
the Academy proposals and to claim them as such is dishonest.  The IEB has no 
representation from parents or students or other community stakeholders. A shadow 
governing body was promised from very soon after Ofsted put the school into special 
measures, but has not been instituted. Therefore parents and students have not been 
involved as they should in an accountable process of consultation. Furthermore, in the 
original consultation we were given a choice of four options, one of which was to close 
Pimlico and re-open as an Academy. Only 4% of respondents favoured this solution 
but Westminster Council interpreted this as support for an Academy.  

2. Insufficient information.  There is still no clarity around the admissions policy; Future 
now have no connection with Alpha Plus, who were cited as providing guidance on the 
running of the school; there is no concrete information regarding the future of the 
Special Music course; the proposed specialism seems to vary with every new 
announcement. 
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3. Future is entirely unsuitable as a sponsor: it is run by John Nash who is a known 
financial supporter of the Conservative party with close ties to Westminster Council; it 
has no experience of running secondary schools; the process for selection of Future is 
shrouded in secrecy with apparently no minutes or notes of meetings with Future or 
other potential sponsors; and it has not included parents and students in any processes 
so far including the selection of a new headteacher designate.” 

 
******* 

 
“Thank you for the information you provided with your email of 4 January on your 
Authority's the proposal to discontinue Pimlico School and reopen as an Academy in 
September 2008.  The statutory notice period ends on 15 February. 
I confirm that this Authority has no comments to make on this proposal.” 
 

******* 
 
“Please add my voice to the objectors for the demolition of Pimlico School on the following 
grounds: 
Cultural significance of the existing buildings as rare examples of a particular English style 
of architecture. 
Environmental impact from the demolition of the existing and construction of the new 
Academy. 
Excessive disruption to students caused by the lengthy construction works.” 
 

******* 
 
“Pimlico School is a great piece of architecture that should not be lost. During the 2 years I 
lived in that neighbourhood it was always inspiring to pass by such an excellent building. 
The renovation of the Brunswick Centre in Bloomsbury is an example of how the good 
architecture of the sixties and seventies can be revamped, rather than demolished and 
substituted by an ordinary piece. 
I hope all efforts are made to keep the original building.” 
 

******* 
 
“I Object 
It would be a tragedy to destroy such an iconic building and replace it with a bland building 
that has no architectural merit. Who is making these decisions!?!” 
 

******* 
 

“As a former governor of Pimlico School, I am writing to oppose the proposal to turn 
Pimlico School in to a City Academy under the control of Caroline and John Nash's charity 
Future. 
I oppose this proposal on the following grounds. 
1.     The City of Westminster refused to help the governors of Pimlico School sort out the 
long-standing senior management at the school. On two occasions the chair of governors 
of Pimlico School had persuaded the head teacher to take early retirement. On both 
occasions the City Council failed to agree a financial package for the head teacher, which 
forced the governing body to continue to work with a failing senior management team 
which ultimately led to the school going in to special measures. If the school's governors 
had been properly supported by the City Council, there would have been no need to 
close the school and turn it in to a city academy. 
'2.    The appointment of Future as the sponsor of Pimlico as an academy was flawed.  
Future was appointed during the summer of 2007 after a series of what appear to be 
informal and unminuted meetings involving the council leader, Sir Simon Milton. 
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3.    Future is not qualified to run a complex inner London secondary school.  In its 
submission Future mentioned that it would be able to rely on the education expertise of 
Alpha Plus, one of the companies owned by John Nash's Sovereign Capital venture 
capital company. However, this company runs mainly exclusive preparatory schools, such 
as Wetherbys, a very different proposition from running a vibrant but challenging inner city 
school.  In addition Sovereign Capital now no longer owns Alpha Plus having sold it to 
George Soros before Christmas 2007. Future's education expertise is less than that of 
the other two potential sponsors:  Westminster School and Haberdasher's Aske. 
4.     Future is a new charity with no track record. It has made a number of grants to 
educational charities which support schools and young people with extra-curricular 
activities. However, there is no indication of the amounts donated to these charities, nor 
has Future.filed any accounts with the Charities Commission. 
5.     The City of Westminster's interpretation of the initial consultation was 
dishonest.  Firstly, those replying to the consultation were overwhelmingly in favour of the 
school remaining a community comprehensive (78 per cent) and were opposed to the 
school becoming an academy (6 per cent). The City of Westminster interpreted this as 
meaning that the respondents wanted a comprehensive school with an admissions policy 
which favoured those from the local community and argued that the only way this could be 
secured was by turning the school into a city academy. In fact, the respondents voted for 
the accepted meaning of a community comprehensive, ie a non-denominational school 
under local authority control. Secondly, the City of Westminster argued that neither 
Westminster School nor Haberdasher's Aske were able to secure non-denominational 
admissions, as it was stated that both schools were linked to the Church of England and 
gave preference to students from practising Christian families baptised in to the Church of 
England. Subsequent research has shown this not to be the case. 
5.    Future went ahead and appointed a new head teacher without consulting either 
the existing staff or parents. This was contrary to an undertaking given by the IEB that 
both the staff and the parent body would be involved in any appointment and bodes ill for 
communication between Future and the school community.” 
 

******* 
 
“I am writing to object to the closure of Pimlico Community School. This has been a 
popular and successful school which catered for the full academic spectrum: it is probably 
one of the few genuine comprehensives in London with pupils coming from all social 
classes. The proposed sponsors for the intended academy have shown little interest in the 
good qualities and distinguished history of the existing school and have hinted at imposing 
some kind of authoritarian regime. They also do not seem interested in the renowned 
music specialism of the school and seek to concentrate on something else. 
Pimlico is also unusual for a secondary school in having a great deal of parental 
involvement and support. Unfortunately the sponsors have shown no interest in engaging 
with the parents and seem to have gone out of their way to alienate them. It is presumably 
one of the aims of academies to be as isolated as possible without any input from others 
but it hardly seems the best way to create a popular and desirable school. 
Academies are an experiment and the results so far have been very mixed to say the 
least. The introduction of an academy is rarely a popular move and it was overwhelmingly 
rejected by the respondents to consultations on Pimlico. It is very frustrating how oblivious 
Westminster council are to the concerns of stakeholders and how determined they are to 
impose their rejected concept. 
The proposed Academy school is going to have little to attract parents and their children. It 
appears likely to lose its specialism and its musical reputation. It is unlikely to retain its 
inclusive and caring ethos. The only children likely to attend will be those of unconcerned 
and uninterested local parents. Westminster are going to lose something very special and 
end up with a flashy new sink school. 
Both my children attended Pimlico School and benefited from its education.” 
 

******* 
 
“The contempt shown by Westminster Council for the Pimlico School community 
throughout this process is just amazing. We have two children at Pimlico, yet have not 
even been told of Councillor Richardson's decision to "discontinue Pimlico School", or that 
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there is a six week period in which to make representations (I write on 1st Feb, four weeks 
into this period). Is it really good enough that parents have to check the Westminster 
website to discover this? 
The school's Governing Body was disbanded a year ago, there is no parent representation 
on the Interim Executive Board, and our part-time Interim Head Teacher is the only 
member of staff regularly present. The Chair of the IEB is also the Director of Schools for 
Westminster, with the transfer of Pimlico School to an Academy presumably part of his 
brief when appointed to the post last March. There is a further conflict of interests with our 
Interim Head Teacher also being the permanent Head of another Westminster School. 
The DCSF School closure document states that all interested parties should be consulted, 
"with sufficient information for those being consulted to form a considered view on the 
matters on which they are being consulted". 
We have had two seriously flawed "consultations", with thousands of leaflets produced 
giving inadequate and inaccurate information, and only minimal opportunity to discuss the 
issues. The notes for the one and only general parents meeting during the statutory 
consultation period don't mention that reporters from the local press were not allowed in - 
how were the rest of the 55,000 people leafleted supposed to get further clarification on 
the proposals? Many are under the impression that the decision to turn Pimlico into an 
Academy had already been made - one of the first responses to the Nov/Dec consultation 
says:"Regarding the information in this leaflet it’s helpful to know that a decision has been 
made, whatever the outcome". The post of Principal of Pimlico Academy was advertised in 
early November, and an appointment made in December. 
Those who did respond to the consultations have seen their views flagrantly ignored, or 
twisted to suit the Council's agenda. Councillor Richardson's decision: 
"that, in light of the responses to the statutory consultation and the views of stakeholders 
received (including the recommendations of the Overview & Scrutiny Committee), statutory 
notices proposing the closure of Pimlico School as a community school be published". 
needs further explanation. The DCSF school closure document states that the council 
should "demonstrate how they have taken into account the views expressed during 
consultation in reaching any subsequent decision as to the publication of proposals". In 
what way have the views of Pimlico stakeholders been taken into account, and how was 
the decision reached? 
It is pathetic that “the school which is going to be new much much better because the 
school that is now is old. It’s going to be a great school. And my daughter like it.” is 
claimed as a response "in favour"  
of an Academy, when clearly is referring to the rebuild, which is a separate issue. Another 
response " I am strongly in favour of the Academy scheme, and I think it's a marvellous 
idea”, comes from a local resident, with no further elaboration, and probably no further 
interest in the school. "Neutral" responses include “My concern is not knowing sufficient 
info’ on the benefits for the children", and “The school should be left as a comprehensive.” 
Then there are pages of passionate views and arguments put forward by parents and 
students mostly against the proposal. 
Although the 2nd consultation was very vague, with no specific questions, many 
responses (36%) supported the retention of the 10% selection on musical aptitude, 
whatever the future governance of the school. Many people will not know that it is 
proposed to end this, since most information generally available suggests that the Special 
Music Scheme will continue. Westminster Council's web page on the Pimlico rebuild says 
:"Facilities to support the schools specialism as a performing and visual arts college at the 
heart of the school giving it more prominence and space and bringing on site purpose-built 
accommodation for Pimlico Special Music Scheme". Today's Times Educational 
Supplement carries several adverts for teaching jobs at Pimlico. Potential applicants can 
read :"Although the existing school is currently in special measures, the new Academy 
would inherit many positive characteristics, including a truly comprehensive student body, 
a flourishing Sixth Form and an international reputation for music". 
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Without the ability to select, by audition, there will not be sufficient numbers of high 
achieving musicians to form the range of ensembles that makes Pimlico Special Music 
exceptional. Cabinet should vote to retain the 10%. (The future of the "flourishing 6th form" 
also seems to be in doubt - I understand applications for next year are extremely low - so 
the two areas praised in the Nov 06 Ofsted are now threatened). 
Westminster didn't need another Academy - LAs are supposed to provide choice. Pimlico 
School did need it's own Head Teacher (who could have been in place by Sept 2007), a 
properly representative Governing Body, and a supportive LA. It especially needed all of 
these with the rebuild imminent.” 
 

******* 
 
“I am writing on behalf of Pimlico School Association in response to Westminster City 
Council’s proposal to close Pimlico School and open an academy. PSA opposes the 
closure. It is our wish to retain Pimlico School as a community comprehensive school. 
PSA has represented the views of parents, students and staff and has worked to help the 
school for over thirty years. At a well attended public meeting in April 2007 PSA voted to 
retain Pimlico as a community comprehensive school. 
In June 2007 Westminster City Council consulted on the future of the school. 92% of 
respondents voted to keep Pimlico as a community comprehensive school, with 4% 
choosing an academy and 4% other designation. 
The school is currently governed by an Interim Executive Board made up of Westminster 
Council officers, with no parent representative. There is therefore a deficit in democratic 
governance. However the views of the stakeholders have been made clear by open 
meetings of the PSA and by Westminster's own consultation exercise. 
Westminster City Council must now respect the view of stakeholders, which has been 
expressed clearly and unambiguously. Pimlico School must remain open as a community 
comprehensive school.” 
 

******* 
 
“I am writing about the proposed changes at Pimlico School. 
As a parent of a child in Year 9, at the school, I think it is vital that Pimlico School, if it 
becomes an Academy, retains the 10% intake on musical aptitude.  The school's history of 
excellence in performing and visual arts is ready to be used as an example of excellence 
throughout the school and local community.  The school has recently won a Gold Artsmark 
award in recognition of successes in this area and it is vital that these strengths are valued 
and developed. 
I believe that without the ability for some selection on musical aptitude, the range of 
musical provision at Pimlico, and the high musical standards, that my child has enjoyed, 
will not be available to future Pimlico students.  The Special Music Course has a national 
reputation for high standards and it is extremely important that it remains in existence as a 
centre of excellence for London children.” 
 

******* 
 
“I am writing about the changes at Pimlico School.   
My daughter is in Year 9 at the school and benefits from the terrific music provision, which 
she would not have been able to experience had there not been the 10% intake on 
musical aptitude. 
The Special Music Course has a national reputation for high standards and it is vital, for 
both the school and the local community, that it remains in existence as a centre of 
excellence for London children.  It is possible to change the school to Academy status and 
maintain the 10% intake on musical aptitude (e.g. Harris Academy, Peckham and Knights 
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Academy) and I urge the council, and interested parties, to recognise the benefits of this 
decision.” 
 

******* 
 
“I am a student on the Special Music Course at Pimlico School. 
I think it is very important that Pimlico, if it becomes an Academy, continues the practice of 
selecting 10% of the applicants on their musical aptitude. 
I knew that I wanted to go to a school where music was important.  My audition at Pimlico 
School was thorough but I felt valued and encouraged - I was very pleased to be given a 
place on the Special Music Course.  They seemed to be interested in my musical potential, 
not just my grades. 
Since stdying at Pimlico I have extended my interest in singing (I will be taking my Grade 5 
exam in Classical singing at Easter) and play flute in the orchestra (I will be taking my 
Grade 6 Trinity exam in Flute in March).  At school, I like the fact that we play music from 
all over the world and that classical, jazz and modern music are all equally important.  I 
played in the orchestra for the performance of 'Flag' when the Royal Festival Hall re-
openned last June and it was such an exciting experience! 
The Special Music Course is at the centre of Pimlico School and it deserves a place in the 
new Academy.  I have been told that other Academy Schools have specialisms where they 
select on aptitude - so why not Pimlico?” 
 

******* 
 
“I wish to record my objection to the closure of Pimlico School in the strongest possible 
terms. 
I have consistently expressed my objection and opposition to any plans to make Pimlico 
an Academy. Equally, Westminster City Councillors have consistently dismissed valid 
objections and concerns and tried to make the valid views and objections of stakeholders 
‘fit’ into the proposed academy plans. Westminster Councillors continue to misrepresent 
the views of a significant number of respondents making claims that only small numbers 
have responded -using the argument that because they send out 55 thousand consultation 
documents and only a small proportion respond- that this somehow invalidates those 
objections. So, for the avoidance of doubt, I make clear my views and objections below: 
1. My preference is for Pimlico to remain a community school. By community I mean a 
school which is controlled by the democratically elected local authority with a 
representative Board of Governors that has parental representation. 
2. It is essential that the 10% Music Specialism is retained. This retention is legitimately 
compatible with comprehensive status. It is accepted that Schools should always strive to 
meet the needs of all students including the very talented musicians which Pimlico caters 
for. If the Music course is not retained there will be no comparable state school provision. 
The IEB commissioned one-day Audit of the longstanding Special Music provision is 
utterly flawed and should not be used as a tool to discontinue the course. 
3. If Westminster Councillors choose to ignore the views of stakeholders who oppose the 
Academies Programme, then the current proposals should at least be suspended until a 
democratically elected Governing Body is created for Pimlico and a Headteacher 
designate appointed (who is not on the payroll of proposed sponsors). It is the 
democratically elected Governing Body, in consultation with stakeholders that should 
decide the future designation of the school.  
4. The current consultation process has been highly flawed. There is no staff or parent 
representation on the current Interim Executive Board. The Interim Headteacher is also 
Headteacher at a school which stands to gain a £2m endowment for leading Pimlico to 
Academy status. The Director of Schools in Westminster, Steve Farnsworth, who also 
happens to be the Chair of the IEB, is also the person responsible for recommending 
Academy Status to Members and the DCSF – this may represent a conflict of interest. The 
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same person met with and chose the sponsor on behalf of Members. No-one is 
representing the school in all this; no one is actively engaging with the stakeholder 
community and seeking real dialogue. Information about the Academy proposal has been 
biased and there has been no reasoned debate by stakeholders. Steve Farnsworth has 
been clearly disingenuous in his reports to Members and parents. 
5. The current sponsor, John Nash's Future Charitable Trust has no meaningful 
educational experience of leading a School or a School emerging form Special Measures 
and, on this basis, should not be the preferred sponsor to Haberdasher Askes (2 
Academies) and Westminster School (successful independent school). The role of Alpha 
Plus has never been clarified and since John Nash's companies have now sold their 
interest in Alpha Plus, it seems Future has no experience other than running a few 
Saturday Schools. Questions remain around the rationale employed for Mr Nash’s choice 
as sponsor of Pimlico School mindful that he is a prominent Tory Party supporter and that 
he is a friend of Sir Simon Milton, Leader of Westminster Council (his one city speech in 
March about the future of Pimlico echoes in the mind! Done deal perhaps).  
Finally, and once again, I categorically object to the closure of Pimlico School and 
emphatically oppose any plans for Pimlico Comprehensive School to become an 
Academy.” 
 

******* 
 
“I have given up on the farce that is consultation on the academy status or otherwise of 
Pimlico School  
What is worth continuing to fight over is the planned  removal of the ability to select 10% of 
the school’s intake on musical ability.  Steven Farnsworth says it is to be written into the 
lease given to John Nash that he is unable to select on musical ability.  This is, in effect, 
closing down the course.  The cynical manipulation of stake holders over this issue 
continues. In the first round of consultation stake holders voted overwhelmingly for the 
school to  REMAIN a Comprehensive (with a big C) ie they voted for things to remain as 
they were, including the same admissions policy (10% chosen on musical aptitude).  
Westminster cynically manipulated that big ‘C’ into a little ‘c’ for comprehensive intake and 
ignored the request NOT to become an academy.  When this was realised in the second 
round of consultation the overwhelming majority of respondents asked to retain the 10% 
admission on musical aptitude – this, of course, has been ignored.  
Unlike all other music schools PSM does not audition on the basis of previous attainment 
but on perceived  potential in music and a strong sense of commitment. This approach is 
designed to identify talented musicians coming from inner London state primary schools 
where levels of music grade examinations are not expected to be particularly good 
indicators of aptitude. It ensures that any child with enthusiasm and talent for music may 
become part of the course without having high standards of formal or academic 
qualifications.  The course is one of the few routes into a musical future for children with no 
family background in music or cultural expectations of musical achievement.  
The course is not, therefore, just of local importance but of London wide importance and, 
indeed of national importance.  The course is primarily a vocational course and produces, 
every year, musicians of national standing.  
Without the ability to select 10% on music aptitude the critical mass needed to run the 
wide selection of ensembles, choirs, orchestras, jazz bands to the required standards 
would simply not be there.  The experience of playing in a wide variety of ensembles and 
groups of various sorts is what makes Pimlico a Music School rather than a school with a 
music department.  
I ask that you ensure in any handover to a private sponsor that the ability to select 
10% on the basis of musical aptitude is retained as an essential part of the new 
vision for Pimlico.  
At present, despite an acknowledgement of a contractual liability to those on the course  
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‘All pupils admitted under the current arrangements for the Special Music Course 
are entitled to additional music provision and both the current IEB and incoming 
sponsor would be expected to maintain an entitlement to those pupils’  
Westminster Scrutiny Committee Meeting 20.6.07. 

Westminster has withdrawn all funding for the course.  The responsibility for meeting the 
contractual liability has been passed on to the School.  This, as you know, is legally very 
dubious.  Westminster was in charge of the admissions policy and any obligations that 
arose from the admissions policy.  If the school was independent they would be mounting 
a legal challenge to this.  However, since they are run by Westminster at the moment I 
guess they won’t be.   
Withdrawal of funding for the course has made things very difficult as you know.  However, 
what has made the greatest difficulty is Westminster’s refusal to work with the parents and 
department on solving funding problems.  The ex Governors appointed a fundraiser who 
presented a feasibility report stating that Charitable Status as a Trust and fund raising on 
that basis was a very real possibility.  They agreed to take on this on a percentage basis.  
However, this was shortly before the dismissal of the Governors and since then there has 
been no communication with the fund raising body by either the IEB or Westminster, 
despite repeated requests. The amount of money is really very little.  The amount 
Westminster has spent on consultants at Pimlico over the last year would cover the 
Special Music budget for 15 years.  
It is now nearly eighteen months since the Ofstead report that put the school in Special 
Measures.  The only part of the school that they gave an ‘excellent’ to was Special Music 
and that is the only part of the school that is now faced with closure.”   
 

******* 
 
“I want to say that I do not want Academy status for Pimlico School for the following 
reasons: 
I want retention of the national curriculum 
I want parents on the School Governing Body 
I want the current selection policy - which is comprehensive, but allows for 10% selection 
I want parents to have a choice of community comprehensive schools in Westminster, not 
the single school that would be available if Pimlico were to become an Academy 
Further, I have absolutely no faith that Westminster will get high academic standards from 
Pimlico, if it becomes an academy - the current academies in Westminster have appalling 
academic results. 
Finally, listen to parents, and the results of your earlier consultation.” 
 

******* 
 
“1. Pimlico Comprehensive School and Selection 
At the consultation meeting at Pimlico School on Thursday 15th November 2007, the chair 
of the Interim Executive Board told parents that they were confused about the difference 
between comprehensive and selective education. He went on to say that, by selecting 
10% of its pupils, Pimlico School cannot properly be said to be comprehensive. He seems 
to think that there is a simple contradiction between comprehensive ideals and selection.    
However, the consequences of the existing selection at Pimlico are real cultural diversity, 
strong community spirit and enhanced academic performance. Its loss would be significant 
on all three counts and would seriously damage the prospects for the proposed Academy, 
should it come into being.  
Of course, some wholly selective schools, and some partially seclective ones, are 
incompatible with comprehensive education. The principle of a comprehensive system is 
based on what, today, we would call social inclusion: the system as a whole, and all of the 
schools within it, should encompass all sections of the population; there should be no 
systematic bias towards certain groups; the system should provide equality of opportunity 
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and mitigate the inequalities consequent on the privileged endowments of family 
background. Where schools select certain groups out of the wider system they reduce 
diversity and institutionalise privilege. Selective schools which draw off the most 
academically developed at the age of 11 tend to reinforce differences in social 
background, differences which account for the highest proportion of differential academic 
development.  
Selection at Pimlico, over the last thirty years and more, has always worked in precisely 
the opposite direction. Rather than selecting pupils out of the system it selects them into it. 
Inner city comprehensive schools of late, across London, have been significantly affected 
by ‘middle class flight’. Largely as a result of middle class families congregating around 
particular schools and opting out of others, our schools (and localities) are increasingly 
polarised along class lines. Fortismere School in Muswell Hill, for instance could be said to 
be at one end of the spectrum, while Islington Green could be placed at the other. Both of 
those schools are nominally comprehensive, yet neither could be said to be 
comprehensive in terms of its social diversity.  
Pimlico School, by contrast, while not unaffected by wider social trends, has been 
successful in sustaining a genuinely comprehensive ethos. It has long been characterised 
by an extraordinary cross section of class and ethnicity. It is a truly representative inner 
city school. Crucially, it has used its idiosyncratic style of selection to maintain it as such.  
To begin with, selection to Pimlico is not on academic grounds. Rather, pupils are chosen 
on the grounds of their artistic development. This kind of selection creates a largely, 
though by no means solely, middle class core of students in each year. That core is of 
sufficient size to have a gravitational effect on the parents of other children who might 
otherwise send them elsewhere. A strong counter to middle class flight, selection has 
ensured that the school’s demographics have not been as severely marked as many 
others have. The loss of this scheme is bound to have a significant impact on future in-
takes, with potentially far-reaching consequences for the culture and performance of the 
school as a whole.  
The general tenor of hostile arguments appears to be that support for any kind of selection 
is no more than special pleading.  To the contrary, arguments for the preservation of a 
certain kind of selection favour the preservation of a loved, respected and valuable 
institution which serves the public good – this was the sentiment expressed in the 
responses to the earlier consultation exercise.   
The current form of selection qualitatively enriches the life of the school and its broader 
community. It also enhances the school’s performance, as assessed by more quantitative 
measures. It is good for the school and its community first and foremost because of its 
genuinely comprehensive nature. Pupils meet, befriend and work with others from truly 
diverse backgrounds. It contributes to a future citizenry whose mutual tolerance will be 
stongly grounded in familiarity and understanding.  
It is good for the school’s community because it helps to strengthen bonds between pupils 
across the whole of the school as well as between their parents. Selected students are 
organised across all year groups, involving pupils from year 7 to 13. These children are 
integrated into a rich network of groups, rehearsals, events, trips and performances which 
can also draw in large numbers of other pupils. Parents are drawn into frequent and wide 
ranging social events, ensuring that they too socialise across the years. This creates a 
vital foundation for broader parental involvement in the life of the school as a whole. The 
events themselves often include extraordinary performances, providing pupils and parents 
alike with a continuing source of inspiration and sense of achievement. All of this fosters a 
sense excitement, enthusiasm, commitment and belonging which must count as one of the 
school’s most precious resources.  
Selected students, and others they attract to the school, have also tended to perform very 
well in academic terms, making a substantial contribution to the overall pass rates of the 
school. As good students they also strongly reinforce good attitudes to learning.  On the 
other hand, they too suffer if and when the school runs into difficulties. Selected pupils and 
their parents have no less an interest in the overall success of Pimlico than anyone else.  
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Support for selection amongst Pimlico parents is firmly grounded in their experience, over 
many years, of a working institution whose real (or imagined) difficulties are considerably 
offset by the imaginative use of selection to reinforce the school’s genuine 
comprehensiveness. There is a widespread concern that this process initiated by the 2006 
Ofsted report is being rushed through, and that the special character of the school is being 
sacrificed on the altar of contemporary political and administrative prejudices.  
Many parents were surprised, not to say shocked, to learn that the terms of the 
consultation process over the City Academy proposal were being fixed in advance as a 
result of the locking in of a completely non-selective admissions policy from the start. This 
stands in stark contradiction with the principle that the consultation arrangements should 
be disinterested. No doubt this will provoke many moral, political and legal questions. The 
memorandum agreed between Future and Westminster Council over admissions policy is 
likely to become a focus of considerable discontent. What is more, this will mark a 
fundamental change in the character of the school. It clearly runs contrary to the wishes of 
parents, as evidenced by all forms of consultation.  
2. Pimlico School and Governance.  
The proposals for a new Academy are based on an elitist model of governance which 
stresses leadership, over democratic accountability, and requires the passivity of pupils 
and parents instead of their participation as citizens. The general line of argument here 
seems to be that the old ‘democratic’ forms of governance have been unsuccessful and 
that they should be replaced by administrative and managerial forms.  
This will create a serious problem. It is widely accepted that schools thrive where pupils 
develop a strong sense of identity and commitment and where parents are actively 
involved in an institution whose ethos they support. The present process has severely 
undermined all of these. It has generated mistrust and hostility, and has created a real 
need for relationships to be improved. The bulk of the responsibility is with the Council, the 
school’s senior staff and, in the event of the Academy being approved, the new senior staff 
and the trust.  
Rather than going down the authoritarian route there needs to be an extension of 
democratic involvement. Serious effort needs to be put into establishing meaningful 
participation by pupils and parents and making the institution genuinely accountable. 
There needs to be strong pupil involvement in appropriate collective decision making and 
there needs to be effective accountability to parents’ groups.   
3. The openness of the present consultation process.  
The chair of the Interim Executive Board has made it abundantly clear that the ‘old model’ 
of governance has no political support at local or national level and that it is a fait accompli 
as far as Academy status was concerned. The consultation process is intended to address 
some of the details of the change: the principle is not up for any meaningful discussion.  
With the council being prepared to justify its decision to pursue a new Academy in terms of 
preserving the status quo and acting in support of the wishes of the parents one can only 
come to the conclusion we have entered Orwellian territory where the meaning of words 
have been turned on their heads. It is apparent that this decision is being taken over the 
heads of parents, in clear contradiction of their wishes. The consultation process is clearly 
designed to do no more than ameliorate some of the hostility it has provoked rather than 
engaging in a serious discussion of principle and possibilities for the future.  Public 
consultations which provide cover for decisions made in private further undermine the 
credibility of our political institutions and reinforce the widespread sense of alienation.  
4. In sum. 
The Council’s proposals for a new Academy must be rejected. The Council’s determination 
to pursue a new Academy is inflicting wilful damage on a valued institution. This proposal 
puts the Council in flagrant breach of its responsibilities to preserve and enhance our 
democratic culture. The consultation process itself is heavily distorted in favour of the 
Council’s favoured outcome, brings the Council into disrepute and further undermines the 
principles and values of citizenship.”   
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******* 
 
Four preprinted postcards (four individually signed and one unsigned) have been received 
stating: 
“I do not want the old school building pulled down when refurbishment would be a more 
cost effective less environmentally damaging option. 
(Cost to refurbish £25m.  Cost to rebuild £35m) 
I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education. 
For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status. 
I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 
 

******* 
 

One preprinted postcard (   individually signed and one unsigned) have been received 
stating: 
“I do not want the old school building pulled down when refurbishment would be a more 
cost effective less environmentally damaging option. 
(Cost to refurbish £25m.  Cost to rebuild £35m) 
I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education. 
For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status.” 
 

******* 
 
24 preprinted postcards (each individually signed) have been received stating: 
“I want Pimlico to remain a Community Compehensive School, maintained by the Local 
Authority.  You could secure Pimlico’s Admissions in the same way as a proposal for 
Quintin Kynaston School, and offer Pimlico a £2 million endowment. 
All Teacher’s pay and Working Conditions should be protected.  All Support Staff’s pay 
and working Conditions should be protected.  Schools should operate under Education 
Law. 
NO to proposed Pimlico Academy.” 
 

******* 
 

“We are parents of a child in year 7 at Pimlico School and are deeply opposed to it 
becoming an Academy and to the appointment of Future as the sponsor.  Over the past 
year there have been many consultation where concerned parents have voiced their 
opposition to the Academy proposal only to be repeatedly ignored.   
Already John Nash has appointed a new head should the propsal go through, without any 
consultation with parents.. this does not bode well for future relations between parents and 
the sponsor.  Today we received a letter from Steve Farnsworth with your e-mail address 
in order to make our views known- ridiculously late considering that the closing date for 
public response is 2 days away.  Clearly this decision is being forced through without real 
regard for the wishes of the stakeholders at Pimlico.  Sadly, if it does proceed, Pimlico 
School will lose many of it's best students, excellent staff and committed parents.   
Shame on Westminster Children's Services.” 
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******* 
 

“We are adamantly opposed to the change of Pimlico School to Academy status. 
We are also appalled by the poor consultation over this. Steve Farnsworth's letter is not 
written in plain English and very dense. It seems designed to put people off replying. 
Is there no accessible consultation form?” 
 

******* 
 

“We strongly object to Westminster’s plans to turn Pimlico School in to an Academy. 
1. We want the school to remain totally the responsibility of the local authority. 
2. We do not want the school run by a business person with little experience of 

Education. 
3. We do not think that Westminster has fully consulted parents and we feel that they 

have persisted with their intentions despite opposition to their plans. 
4. There will only be one comprehensive school in Westminster so less choice for 

parents. 
5. The National Curriculum may not be followed. 
6. There is no evidence that Academies are providing good Education for their children – 

in fact the evidence indicates the reverse. The Academies in Westminster are worse 
than other schools in the borough. 

7. Academies are allowed to operate outside of Education Law.  

8. Academies are currently exempted from the Freedom of Information Act.  

9. We would prefer the governing body to have more elected parents and staff.  

10. The sponsor appoints most of the governing body. We do not agree with the Academy 
sponsor having so much power and control over the school.      

11. The proposed sponsor has chosen the Head teacher without proper input from parents 

and staff as was promised.” 

 

******* 
 

“I am totally against the demolition of this building. 
Your committee should see how the Bruswick Centre ( Russell Sq tube) from the same 
period has been transformed 
There are too few good buildings left of this period!!!!!!!! 
I am a Westminster council tax payer” 
 

******* 
 

“The following, taken from the list of speakers at the Education 08 Conference (22nd May), 
adds to the impression that the decision to turn Pimlico School into an Academy was taken 
long ago, whatever views are expressed in any "consultation". It is deeply insulting to the 
Pimlico School Community: 
<Jo Shuter, Headteacher, Quintin Kynaston & Pimlico Schools 
When first appointed as Headteacher at Quintin Kynaston in 2002, Jo was one of the 
youngest Heads in the country. With her sharp tongue, determined vision and maverick yet 
traditional Headship, she was able to transform what was an underachieving 
comprehensive, into one of London’s first Extended Schools. 
The school’s profile has since been raised significantly, with exam results improving year 
on year. Quintin Kynaston continues to be one of the most improved schools in the UK. 
Jo’s commitment to developing leadership within the staff and student communities has 
ensured that her vision is shared by both staff and students alike. 
In January 2007, Jo took over as the Interim Headteacher of Pimlico School. The task set 
was to successfully lead and manage the school from failing its Ofsted in November 2006 
out of Special Measures by September 2008 and into its new designation as an Academy 
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in September 2008. Pimlico is currently on track!! *In October 2007, Jo was awarded 
Secondary Headteacher of the Year at the National Teaching Awards Ceremony in 
London. Previous roles include Assistant Headteacher at Phoenix High School.>” 

 

******* 
 

“This school is one of the most heroic buildings of the post war era.    
It is the manifest expression of strong optimistic ideas about the organization and 
amenities of space for the education of children.  Build in relatively economically poor 
times the building needed / needs good maintenance.  But this is no different to other 
cherished buildings of the past indeed the terraced houses of Pimlico opposite which have 
no doubt had huge amounts of money spent on renewing and maintaining them over the 
years.  
The ideas free design for its replacement is a flaccid apology of a building. 
How many people have to tell you?  The interesting heritage of the borough is your 
responsibility. 
Save this school.” 
 

******* 
 

“If the council plans to demolish Pimlico School are to go ahead it will be consider by 
future generations as a terrorist attack on History. 
You will kill future generation's heritage. 
Can you imagine if somewhere in the past, someone thought to demolition excellent 
examples, 
 what actually represents how people used to live, like Westminster Cathedral, or any 
other important building? 
Look to the example of TATE MODERN. 
Pimlico School should be listed as grade I Building because of the rarity of this kind of 
architecture.  
As most of the great British Architects already said to Westminster council as well 
The Royal Institute of British Architects say the same:  
DO NOT DEMOLISH THE BUILDING. 
<The glass-and-concrete building, by former Greater London Council architect John 
Bancroft, would be  replaced by an “architecturally unambitious” school by Architecture 
PLB for the BPEC consortium under the Building Schools for the Future programme.>  (23 
November 2007- Building Design) 
The new proposal is really very unambitious peace of architecture, its rubbish, is just 
construction and is not something that you can be proud of.  
The Pimlico Schools is a rare example of 20th century Brutalism Architecture.  
Not just U.K., but in the world there's not a lot of examples of this kind of architecture. 
This is not just part of British heritage but world heritage. 
Refurbish the Building is the only option and it's much cheaper. 
Please do not go ahead with the demolition of the building.” 
 

******* 
 

“I have been informed by a colleague about the proposed demolition of Pimlico School. I 
am very troubled by this since we as a nation must work to preserve such masterpieces, 
rather than blindly destruct them. This building is one of the few remaining shining 
examples of this style of architecture (it should be preserved on this merit alone), and 
using its powerful design to your long-term advantage will far outweigh any short 
term financial gains that destroying it and putting a cretively lukewarm functional box in its 
place. 
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I would strongly urge the Council and Planners to think very hard before hastily destroying 
a thing of beauty and value, and to reflect on the responsibilty they have to history and to 
their community on this issue. 
They should not put money before responsibility and dignity 
Many thanks in advance for your consideration of this letter.” 
 

******* 
 

“I am a parent of a child currently attending Pimlico School. I am extremely concerned 
about the erosion of democratic accountability in the processes involved at Pimlico School 
- why bother with consultation if the whole process has no influence on the decisions being 
made.  
Reverend Nicholas Holtam, of the Grade I listed St Martin-in-the-Fields in Trafalgar 
Square, picked up on this earlier in the “consultation”  
period and blasted the process as a “charade”. Any adverse opinion is branded as coming 
from a minority of trouble makers and the opinions of the school’s stakeholders has not 
been sought in any meaningful way since only 4% of respondents to the initial consultation 
responded in favour of Academy status.The truth is that you really do not know how many 
stakeholders currently support the proposals for Pimlico School.There have not been 
sufficient meetings between those responsible for the plans and those subject to those 
plans, both for the building process and the Academy process. 
School on a building site? 
It is worrying to think that a majority of Westminster council members can believe that it is 
a good idea to have 1300+ children and staff crammed together for three years on a 
building site. The council has marginalised suggestions that a decant of the building would 
be the most humane solution and refuses to debate running the school off-site while any 
building work is completed (either refurbishment or rebuild). The Council has produced 
powerpoint presentations and plans and schematics that look good on paper. However 
even prior to the real building work commencing (and prior to the Council getting approval 
of the BSF funding 
agreement) the noise from the building work and changes to the working day have began 
to disturb the education process within the building.The sound of drilling and chainsaws 
during school hours has disrupted the school as the enabling works have begun 
(prematurely?).The school day has been reorganised to start earlier and the lunch hour 
has been cut to facilitate the building process. The reorganisation of the school working 
hours has shown a total disregard for the staff and students’  
well being. For example some of the Music ensembles that traditionally meet in the lunch 
hour and after school are in danger of becoming unworkable because of time pressure and 
those that are to continue after school will have to compete with the allowed noise (after 
2.30pm) from the building site. This is quite unacceptable the council has a commitment to 
the long term education of the current cohort at Pimlico School. Even if you believe in the 
vision for the future of the school the planning process is flawed and the children and staff 
currently on the roll are set to go through three years of hell. As various areas are set to be 
fenced off and teaching time has been sandwiched into a reduced working day, over time 
the amount of usable space and teaching time for the school population will be further 
compromised. Already there is a growing sense of the school community being hemmed in 
- even before the arrival of any of the more serious equipment associated with building 
sites. In most parts of the country children are persuaded to “keep out” of building sites, in 
Westminster their presence on site is just being worked around. 
10% Selection by audition to the Special Music Course. 
I want to make this point quite clear as in the consultation my comments on maintaining a 
10% admissions criteria in order to preserve the strengths of the Special Music course 
placed me in the ‘Neutral’ heading even though I used the word _catastrophic_ in my 
assessment of the way things are going. Whatever happens to the school this nationally 
important course should remain in existence as a centre of excellence for London children. 
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10% selection is compatible with Academy status and comprehensive, trust or federation 
models. What is more the 10% selection at Pimlico is carried out purely in terms of musical 
aptitude and a demonstrable commitment/ enthusiasm for learning an instrument.  
Music Grades are not the criteria for selection but musical aptitude is.  
The ‘selection’ is not a way of creaming off the top performing academic pupils at 
secondary transfer, as in other selective mechanisms.The Music students selected have a 
wide range of SATS results and many of them do not start on the course as academic 
front runners. The children Special Music caters for are gifted and talented children from 
across London and the course is highly vocational. The state maintained education system 
should preserve the mechanisms at the Special Music course that support and facilitate 
the students progression from primary school to higher education and employment in the 
Music Industries. Westminster Council should investigate alternative funding strategies for 
the Specialist Music course and include the 10% admission to the school via audition to 
the course as part of the constitution whatever the outcome on Academy status. 
Failure of democratic governance 
The replacement of the democratically constituted board of governors at Pimlico with an 
IEB (Interim Executive Board) staffed by employees of Westminster Council is anti-
democratic. This action could be understood if the sole charge of the IEB was the 
improvement of the school with an aim of getting it out of Special Measures.That the IEB 
have proceeded to make important decisions about the rebuilding of Pimlico School and 
have controlled the flow of information to present an extremely one sided view of the many 
issues involved only goes to illustrate glaring conflicts of interest in their own constitution. 
The IEB have not been representing or seeking opinions of the stakeholders of Pimlico 
School, they have been running an agenda controlled by Westminster Council.  
While the IEB have run the school stakeholders have been kept in the dark about key 
aspects of the proposals and to this day stakeholders have not had sight of a clear and 
unambiguous plan as to how Future are going to be ‘improving’ the education of the 
children currently at the school. Such a lack of information hardly fills us with confidence 
as to how the school will operate under Academy status with its lack of transparency and 
accountability. 
I urge the council to consider my representation, the council has a duty to debate the 
practicalities of running a school on a building site it is wholly unworkable and over the 
next three years will have a serious affect on the quality of education provided at Pimlico 
School. The results and standards at Pimlico have been improving over the last couple of 
years and the school is set to come out of Special Measures (soon?), a set back in this 
progress is too high a price to pay for the new building.” 
 
“I wish to object to the above proposal. 
The consultation process 
This was flawed , misleading,and failed to give sufficient information to enable 
stakeholders to make a decision about Westminster's proposal to open Pimlico school as 
an Academy. 
Statements at the informal and one formal consultation meeting ,in the press and  in 
consultation literature continually stated that Pimlico would become an Academy. 
Stakeholders were given the impression that the decision to reopen the school as an 
Academy had already been taken.  
For example the leaflet from the statutory consultation inviting responses contains the 
following "Because the future status of the school is now decided,and a sponsor 
identified,the council's next task is to propose the closure of the existing Pimlico 
Community School and open a new Academy in September 2008 ." 
This ,plus a request in the same document  to "express views "  and thus requiring 
respondents to compose a response rather than respond to questions has inhibited 
stakeholders from responding. 
Lack of  cooperation of IEB/Westminster  with PSA in the PSA's efforts to contact the wider 
parent/carer body to facilitate parent debate and representation has made it impossible to 
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counteract the continual information given by Westminster that the school would become 
an Acdemy e.g.Steve Farnswoth's remarks at public meetings that we "are on tramlines " 
and that parents are "arrogant "to think that they can influence this decision.  
Requests to disseminate information on behalf of PSA met with stalling and delaying 
tactics and insistence on literature first being vetted ,approved and reworded by 
IEB. Promised meetings btween IEB and PSA cancelled by IEB/Westminster preventing 
dialogue. 
Results of informal consultation misrepresented when given in formal consultation 
document. ie reinterpretation by Westminster of definition of comphrensive school. 
Introduction of issue of non denomanational schools when no question about this raised in 
informal consultation leaflet. 
Parent/carers views not taken into account. 
Westminster has not shown how views expressed in the formal consultation { about 
retaining 10% selection or about the narrowing of the geographical area from which 
admissions are accepted } have been taken into account. 
Inadequate information given to stakeholders 
Lack of information has made  it impossible  to form a considered view about that on 
which we were being consulted. 
What kind of school will the Academy be? 
Lack of detail as to steps taken by Westminster to ensure sponsor adheres to admissions 
policy. 
No information on make up of governing body or how governors to be selected. 
Lack of information as to specialism that school will operate. 
Lack of information about proposed sponsor. 
Lack of information as to why this sponsor chosen. 
Lack of information about proposed sponsor's expertise/ability in the world of education in 
general and in managing large inner city comprehensive schools [particularly those 
undergoing a complicated rebuild with no decant of staff or pupils]. 
Lack of information as to sponsor's financial status. 
Meetings held for parents/carers with sponsor inadequate in nos and content and failed to 
supply sufficient information to enable parents to reach a decision about proposal to open 
Pimlico school as an Academy. 
Only one meeting was held  for majority of parents. 
Indication that further meetings would be held if need expressed not upheld.Parents not 
even asked if further mtg required. 
The one meeting held for parents/carers who do not have children on SMS 
was inadequate - Westminster controlled debate and refused to allow sponsor to answer 
questions put by parents. 
BSF meetings listed as consultation meetings when no issues concerning Academy status 
discussed - or answered when raised. 
Consultation of pupils  
The consultation with pupils about the proposed changes to the organisation of the school 
was totally inadequate. It was piecemeal,failed to include individuals and offered no real 
information about organisational changes. 
Failure to take into account reduction in parental choice of school. 
  In making the decision to open Pimlico school as an Academy Westminster have failed to 
take into account the impact that this will have on local diversity and how this action  
reduces the opportunities for parental choice of school.Only one community 
comprehensive school will remain in the borough [and this is significantly distant] while the 
number of Academies in Westminster are increased from 3 to 4. 
The consultation process was flawed and inadequate and should be repeated. 
I do not want Pimlico school to become an Academy.I want it to remain a community 
comprehensive ,within the local authority sector.I want it to retain it's wide intake- 
geographical,social and ability.I want it to retain its music course and the 10% selection. 
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I want Westminster to retract the lie that the only way for Pimlico to retain it's 
comprehensive status is for it to become an Academy.” 
 

******* 
 

“Pimlico School must not be closed, and I categorically do not want John Nash and Future 
to take over the school.  This is because of the following reasons: 
* Pimlico is not a "failing school" as can be seen by Summer 2007 results which were the 
best ever - this despite the upheaval created by the actions taken after the spurious 
November 2006 Ofstead report. 
* The way that the school was fast-tracked into Special Measures as a continuance of 
Westminster's policy (of undermining the school with the hostility, neglect and 
underfunding that has been evident for years) is a disgrace. 
* The majority of stakeholders do not want the change from Community School to 
Academy, as evidenced in the consultation process, despite the Council's wilful 
misinterpretation of those results. Westminster Council have no right to proceed with the 
Academy proposal. 
* The choice of sponsor is totally inappropriate - the whole selection process should have 
been open and transparent. It was not. John Nash's political and business interests make 
him improper as a sponsor.  
* Future have no experience of running an inner city secondary school. They are a newly 
created charity who have no particular skills or knowledge of education, they have no 
sufficient expertise or infrastructure to support the management of this school. When 
asked about how Future were going to raise standards John Nash can only reply in terms 
of after-school clubs! - not about providing actual education. 
* As a charitable trust Future cannot trade, so it is likely that Future will set up a separate 
charitable company or sub-contract the running of the school. The whole project is an 
experiment for Future, our children guinea-pigs, and an Academy will not be publicly 
accountable. I do not want John Nash, a venture capitalist, to determine what my child will 
learn. 
Basically, if it ain't broke - don't fix it. I understand that new government regulations make it 
difficult to open new community schools, but they still allow you to keep open a community 
school! The council's decision that turning Pimlico into an Academy is the only way forward 
is a false premise. If Westminster would be properly involved in supporting Pimlico we 
would not be here - at the point of making the school a failing school by turning over the 
responsibility to a private entrepreneur!  
Pimlico has proved it can "maximise student potential and achievement" and "secure 
diversity and choice". The swift improvements in exam results, the effective management 
advancements demonstrate the competance and experience that is lacking in Future's 
bumf. I believe that Pimlico can sustain these accomplishments with your proper support. I 
see no evidence that the change to Academy status, tantamount to corporate takeover, is 
at all necessary. 
I exhort you to make a decision on educational grounds, not the financial/politcal ones you 
have been using up until now. I want the school to be run by people democratically 
elected, who fulfil their duties to schools and education. I want the services and resources 
of the council reinstated IN FULL and the council to take on its obligations to support and 
educate our children, and not palm them off on some venture capitalist. Overturn your long 
history of hostility and neglect of Pimlico School, lose your antagonism towards the 
parents and teachers who DO support the school, and we can make Pimlico the vibrant, 
successful, iconic Community School it was.” 
 
 

******* 
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“The school does not deserve or merit closure, just as it did not deserve or merit special 
measures; but rather than work with the school to make improvements WCC has proved 
an implacable foe long before I even sent my first child in 1992.   
WCC failed to invest anything for 11 years, tried to force an unwanted rebuilding on the 
school, and has sat in a sulk since 2000 waiting to make its move. It failed to intervene 
when requested by two Chairs of Govs including myself; it unraveled painstaking 
negotiations in order to divert energies. Meanwhile ordinary good staff in the school and 
the LEA desperately tried to deliver a service to its pupils. 
Sir Ashley warned me in 1992 that you were barbarians, and WCC have behaved as 
implacable barbarians, determined to destroy an institution 30 years in the making, 
representing an ethos which the Westminster machine couldn’t stomach. Ideology wins 
again. 
When WCC went through Ofsted in 2001 we were all as good as gold, no dirty linen 
waving. Roll on the next WCC Ofsted: I look forward to helping slide Sir Simon’s head, oh 
so gently, onto a plate.” 
 

******* 
 

“I am a parent of a year six student who will attend Pimlico School in September 2008. I 
am writing to state in the strongest terms my opposition to the proposal to turn Pimlico into 
an Academy. I want Pimlico to retain its current designation as a community 
comprehensive school. This is a view I share with the overwhelming majority of parents, 
students and staff. I call upon the council to withdraw its proposal.” 
 

******* 
 

“As today is the final day of consultation I'd like to reiterate my views on the proposed 
academy and in particular the lack of selection on specialism. 
I am a parent of a child in Pimlico School and resident of Southwark.  My child auditioned 
for Pimlico Special Music Course (PSM) and started at Pimlico School in September 2006. 
While I acknowledge there were some areas of concern, in general I was happy with the 
school and my child was happy there. The OFSTED results were not good but I felt that 
they could be turned around with some support and investment from the local authority 
(LA). As a new parent to the school I was unaware that support and investment from the 
LA was something that had been in short supply for some years.  
What surprised me most was the speed at which the head teacher was replaced, the 
Board of governors was replaced and the process to close a LA maintained community 
comprehensive began. There appeared to be no attempt to retain LA control. A period on 
intensive & and expensive ‘consultation’ followed but it seemed obvious from the start that 
the LA favoured opting out of their responsibilities and handing control of the school over 
to an academy or trust. I fail to see why handing control over to someone with no 
experience of running a community comprehensive school of this size will achieve 
anything that couldn’t be attained by a willing and supportive LA. 
 I was also dismayed to learn that the PSM was in the process of having it’s funding 
removed, and more recently, now that an academy has been deemed the preferred option 
(even though the overwhelming majority of respondents to the consultation chose 
otherwise), that the lease of the school will explicitly prevent 10 % selection on aptitude. 
The PSM is a unique scheme in England in that it offers children from all social and 
economic backgrounds an opportunity to audition for the program. These children are not 
judged on music exam results, which can often necessitate expensive tuition, but on their 
musical or potential musical aptitude. As a result of this many children are exposed to an 
intensive musical environment, which is unavailable outside of the specialist music 
colleges. This enthusiasm for music filters throughout the school and spawns thriving 
ensembles of both PSM & non-PSM  musicians. Pimlico is undoubtedly one of the MOST 
comprehensive and inclusive schools in London that I visited prior to selection. 
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This is not an easy option, they have to commit and many go on to achieve fantastic levels 
both musically and academically. These students are ambassadors for the city and school 
both in the capital and overseas. 
Whether the school remains under the control of Westminster as a community 
comprehensive or becomes an academy I feel it is essential to retain the 10% selection on 
aptitude without this it will lose a tremendous asset. The core of musical excellence cannot 
be built over a few years, if Pimlico is to retain its excellence in performing arts selection 
must be retained.” 
 

******* 
 

Two responses were received stating the following: 
“I have considered the closure notices and the Expression of Interest available on your 
website. I still note that no Funding Agreement has yet been signed and that there are no 
policies or other documents available to stakeholders which explain how the sponsor 
intends to run the school (and has agreed how they will run it with the Secretary of State). 
As you are aware, Academies are not subject to the majority of legislation that governs 
maintained schools. Matters such as governance, admissions, curriculum, exclusions, 
special educational needs provision, religious education and collective worship are 
instead regulated via a Funding Agreement between the sponsor(s) and the Secretary of 
State. 
Funding Agreements vary from one to another. It is therefore the specific Funding 
Agreement for Pimlico Academy that will determine how such issues will be approached at 
the new school, and the rights and protections that will be afforded to staff, pupils and 
parents there. 
Until this is signed, these issues remained undetermined and I do not have sufficient 
information to properly assess or make meaningful comments about your proposal. I do 
not know what the new Academy will look like or the way in which education will be 
provided there. I understand that there is a "model" funding agreement but I also 
understand that, in many respects, it only provides a framework (with the detail being 
decided in relation to the individual Academy). I am also aware of Academy proposals in 
which parents were promised one thing (say on admissions arrangements) in the pre-
closure consultation but when the Funding Agreement was made public after the closure 
decision had been taken, the it said something completely different. 
Here all we have at the moment is the Expression of Interest. It is not clear whether that 
was prepared by Future or was actually largely produced by the Council. But either way it 
says various things about how the sponsor/Future will run the Academy (although it is still 
very vague on many things, such as the composition of the governing body). But, as I 
understand it, even the minimal details provided in the Expression of Interest can be 
changed by them at any time. Future does not have to incorporate the statements it has 
made in the Expression (for example, in relation to principal specialisms, balance of 
vocational to academic subjects, membership of the governing body and so on) into the 
Funding Agreement and I would have no right to force them to do so. 
The effect is that we are being asked to say whether our existing school should be closed 
without knowing (let alone with any confidence) what will replace it. As a teacher, I do not 
consider that acceptable. 
In light of this, I hope you will therefore refrain from taking any further steps to set up the 
Academy until the full and final Funding Agreement has been signed  and copies have 
been provided to the staff,  parents and children of Pimlico School for them to consider so 
that they have details of how the sponsor intends to run the school. 
It is only then that we will be able to properly assess and comment on your proposal to 
close Pimlico School.” 
 

******* 
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“I am writing as the parent of a child in year 10 at Pimlico School. We live in Central 
London and my daughter went to St Clement Danes , a Westminster primary school.  
My daughter auditioned to get into Special Music and her father and I were thrilled she 
was able to get in to a mixed sex comprehensive school .   
On the whole I have been impressed by  the ethos, approach and commitment of teaching 
staff at the school.  
I have been horrified, however, by the manner in which things have changed over the last 
year.  
I am totally opposed to the school becoming an Academy  and wish for it to remain a 
Community Comprehensive School.” 
 

******* 
 

“I formally wish to object to the proposal for Pimlico School to be turned into an Academy 
with Future as its sponsor. 
I am the parent of child at the school. 
I object for the following reasons 
the loss of local democratic accountability for local educational need 
the influence of the sponsor that is unaccountable on the ethos of the school 
the harm to conditions of  staff. 
With this particular sponsor no clear information has been provided how they would run 
the school and if the would be competent. 
So far so little information has been forthcoming from Westminster or the sponsor that has 
not been possible to make any meaningful judgement on the goals or competence of the 
sponsor.” 
 

******* 
 

“I am a teacher at Pimlico School. 
I have considered the closure notices and the Expression of Interest available on your 
website. I still note that no Funding Agreement has yet been signed and that there are no 
policies or other documents available to stakeholders which explain how the sponsor 
intends to run the school (and has agreed how they will run it with the Secretary of State). 
As you are aware, Academies are not subject to the majority of legislation that governs 
maintained schools. Matters such as governance, admissions, curriculum, exclusions, 
special educational needs provision, religious education and collective worship are instead 
regulated via a Funding Agreement between the sponsor(s) and the Secretary of State. 
Funding Agreements vary from one to another. It is therefore the specific Funding 
Agreement for Pimlico Academy that will determine how such issues will be approached at 
the new school, and the rights and protections that will be afforded to staff, pupils and 
parents there. 
Until this is signed, these issues remained undetermined and I do not have sufficient 
information to properly assess or make meaningful comments about your proposal. I do 
not know what the new Academy will look like or the way in which education will be 
provided there. I understand that there is a "model" funding agreement but I also 
understand that, in many respects, it only provides a framework (with the detail being 
decided in relation to the individual Academy). I am also aware of Academy proposals in 
which parents were promised one thing (say on admissions arrangements) in the pre-
closure consultation but when the Funding Agreement was made public after the closure 
decision had been taken, the it said something completely different. 
Here all we have at the moment is the Expression of Interest. It is not clear whether that 
was prepared by Future or was actually largely produced by the Council. But either way it 
says various things about how the sponsor/Future will run the Academy (although it is still 
very vague on many things, such as the composition of the governing body). But, as I 
understand it, even the minimal details provided in the Expression of Interest can be 
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changed by them at any time. Future does not have to incorporate the statements it has 
made in the Expression (for example, in relation to principal specialisms, balance of 
vocational to academic subjects, membership of the governing body and so 
on) into the Funding Agreement and I would have no right to force them to do so. 
The effect is that we are being asked to say whether our existing school should be closed 
without knowing (let alone with any confidence) what will replace it. As a teacher, I do not 
consider that acceptable. 
In light of this, I hope you will therefore refrain from taking any further steps to set up the 
Academy until the full and final Funding   
Agreement has been signed  and copies have been provided to the staff,    
parents and children of Pimlico School for them to consider so that they have details of 
how the sponsor intends to run the school. 
It is only then that we will be able to properly assess and comment on your proposal to 
close Pimlico School. 
The consultation has  
a] failed to provide sufficient information on the matters that we were being consulted 
about 
b] that Westminster has failed to demonstrate how it took into account views expressed 
during the consultation in reaching the decisions expressed in it's proposals. 
c] failed to adequately consult all pupils at Pimlico about the proposed changes to the 
organisation of the school 
Westminster have failed to take into account that they are reducing the opportunities for 
parental choice of school in the borough and have not considered how their proposals  will 
impact on local diversity.” 
 

******* 
 

“I am writing with regard to the council plan for the closure and rebuilding of Pimlico 
School. 
 
As a Pimlico resident, in my opinion, the current building is a fine example of its period. I 
feel Pimlico and Westminster would be better served if the current building was 
refurbished and brought up to modern standards. I also feel the current building should be 
listed. 
 
To compound the matter the proposed replacement is bland and uninspiring. This is not a 
positive development for the Pimlico built environment. The current building is far more 
inspirational for children than the proposal. 
 
I am a keen supporter of Westminster Council. I believe it to be one of the best run 
councils in the country. However, in this matter I think it has made a mistake and should 
reconsider its plans. I also believe the council's proposal offers bad value for money for the 
tax payer and is wasteful from an environmental perspective.” 
 

******* 
 

“Regarding the Pimlico consultation I would like to make the following 
suggestions/comments:  
I DO NOT WANT PIMLICO SCHOOL TO BECOME AN ACADEMY. 

I cannot understand why a local authority would oblige such an ideologically blinkered 

central government agency (DCSF) to despoil an institution such as Pimlico School.  What 

kind of improvement could be made by vandalising an iconic school building, losing its 
swimming pool, messing around with its library, and doing away with a centre of 
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excellence, the Special Music Course? Any sane person would want to build upon the 

successes and noble idealism of the Pimlico School that I sent my children to. 

The language used in the debate and the lack of democratic accountability of all the 
players (the DCSF, Westminster Council, Future and the current Head and Senior 

managers from QK) in this sorry tale just speaks of a stitch up by interested parties who 

are not interested in Pimlico school children, just in getting their way regardless of what we 

the users of Pimlico School want. When it comes down to it, they don't want to invest in 

our children; they just want state education to be the cheapest they can get away with. 
What are you in public office for, to run things or to be an agent for the private sector? If it's 

the latter you’re wasting mine and your own time. I can't believe the paucity of your vision 

for our children’s future. It's like some kind of grotesque Maoist joke that you are playing 

on us. We don't want cynical rhetoric dressed up as idealism; we want practical solutions 

which we are properly consulted on. 
Please don't go ahead with your plans. It will ruin children’s lives; it will blight the 

neighbourhood and will probably cost us the tax payer more in the long run. If Future really 

wanted to get involved and act like a charity (not a corporate takeover) it could just make a 

financial donation to help the school without having to have any controlling stake. Good 

Samaritans give without asking for anything in return. 
    ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

It’s depressing to note that since I wrote the above I still haven’t been properly consulted 

and there still has not been a proper debate. As far as I’m concerned all these changes 

have come down from on high, so at what point do our political masters take note of what 

we feel about the decisions they make for us? You probably assume I’m a disgruntled 
nobody being just a mere parent as I obviously don’t know anything about what might be in 

my children’s best interest regarding their education  which leads me to the conclusion that  

this representation is another form of patronizing tokenism, and I’m wasting my printing 

ink. 
The building: 
More qualified people than I, Lord Rogers, RIBA etc. have criticised the architectural 

proposals. The symbolism of the two designs, with the former a forward looking design 

anticipating a bright future for the children who use it i.e. a truly comprehensive education, 

and t the latter designed with the current thinking which sees education as the mere 

acquisition of technical skills.  They’re obsessed with measuring  reading and writing but 
they don’t know what it’s for, a reductive philosophy which will suffice for ordinary people 

as they’re not worth investing properly in. The irony is that refurbishment of a building that 

is part of London’s heritage would cost less than the imagination free rebuild, and the 

money saved could be spent on such things as : - 
The music course: 

See above to prove my point. Gordon Brown talks about excellence for all, but what does 

his Department for Education do at Pimlico? They want to close a centre of excellence 

down.  All schools should have a music course or some similar grown up institution of 

excellence within them be it the sciences or the arts. They like to talk a good talk but when 

it comes down to the money, as bitter experience is proving,  we know the reality of their 
intention at Pimlico.  
The main school: 
I sent my children to Pimlico because despite the national curriculum I felt the staff and 

culture of the school would give them a stimulating education and a positive outlook on life. 
Sadly since the biased Ofsted inspection they have found out a depressing fact about the 

society around them and the people who run it.  This is that they’re not cared for and they 

don’t count except to take away something good they’ve already got and replace it with a 

cheap inferior facsimile.  

So what is the conclusion I can draw from Westminster and the DCSF’s plans for Pimlico?  
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The people who work in and the people who use public sector services such as the state 

education system, are there to be cynically manipulated and fobbed off by facetious 

statistics and political flim-flam while the heart and soul of a truly altruistic institution is 
ripped out. This whole sorry episode is another nail in the coffin of civilized society.  

Privatisation, PFI or BSF, or whatever you call it now is a descent into barbarism. Only 

market values rule. These values are incompatible with nurturing children. 

I was educated at a comprehensive school and by the time I left the education system at 

21 I had a degree. I would rather my children had a comprehensive education than a bog 
standard Academy one.” 
 

******* 
 
“To change Pimlico's status to an Academy, there has to be Governing Body Agreement. 
“If this Academy project involves a predecessor school, the Governing Body of that school 
has to agree to this proposal.” You (Steve Farnsworth) marked  X in the yes box. 
The entire fiasco regarding Pimlico becoming an Academy revolves around the problem of 
current governance. The IEB who have approved this expression of interest, do not 
represent Pimlico's parents' views, and there is no representation of any Pimlico parent or 
staff on this board. therefore there should be no right to proceed with the Academy 
proposal. 
This proposal has been approved by the Local Authority Representative, Steve 
Farnsworth. 
The name of the predecessor school representative, Chair of the IEB, is Steve Farnsworth. 
I need say no more. There is no point. Yet I have clear cogent arguments for keeping the 
10% selection (re: Special Music course) for comprehensive admissions criteria as set out 
by the DCSF's own guidelines. You redefine them. I have clear cogent arguments for 
wishing Pimlico to retain its Community (in ethos AND designation) comprehensive 
system. You redefine them. 
4% voted for Academy status. Over 70% voted for a community school. You redefined 
what we voted for. 
No wonder the response to this statutory 'consultation' is so low. YOU DON'T LISTEN. 
As if this isn't bad enough, a sponsor is chosen whose charitable trust; Future has only 
been in existence since May 2006, with no track record of running an inner city 
comprehensive school, with experience of only partially funding a few charities which run 
supplementary extra curricular courses. All tricky, complicated matters are either being 
picked up by the DCSF, (which it could do anyway) or being guided by John Nash's 
Sovereign Capital's 'Alpha Plus' consultancy from time to time. You, Westminster, will be 
handing over to this venture capitalist, with an unproven ability to select the Head, 
teachers, and governing board, a 125 year lease on a school and its site. For what? He's 
rich enough to be able to put £2 million into an endowment fund. No experience, no 
meaningful vision to take the school forward, no real understanding of the school's ethos 
and its ethnically diverse population. 
As if this isn't bad enough, you are planning to demolish the existing school and to rebuild 
a new Pimlico School, (with the students still on a cramped site), to a minimum standard 
regarding resources and space, and compromising its library facilities with that of the new 
Public Library. (Only 8-9am for Pimlico School, and 9am - 9pm a shared school and Public 
Library.)  CABE have deemed the BSF school proposal for Pimlico to be: 'design not good 
enough' in other words not fit for purpose. This, all in the name of improving our children's 
education; or making the figures look good on paper? 
Just in case you misinterpret my intentions, this is an ANTI - ACADEMY 'comment.' 
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
This was my ‘comment’ to the statutory consultation in December ‘07..  
Matters appear to have worsened since then as more (and yet ironically no more) 
information is obtained about decision making processes. 
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The selection of suitable candidates to sponsor Academies is done in a secretive manner 
by the DCSF, with no minuted meetings recorded anywhere. There is no transparency, 
and decisions are not open to public scrutiny. 
The manner in which Westminster chose John Nash as the preferred sponsor is also 
secretive, with no minuted meetings of any kind, so not open to public scrutiny. 
Just before Xmas, John Nash sold “Alpha Plus” at a huge profit. Alpha Plus, a company 
delivering private education, was included in Nash’s  ”expression of Interest”  to help 
develop his Academy proposal.  
Last Sunday in the Independent, allegations were made about Nash giving donations to 
David Davis’s campaign fund (during the Conservative leadership contest) “But the 
donation, from Regent Square Estates Ltd. did not appear in Mr Davis’s declaration to the 
Electoral Commission. Instead it was registered as two separate £10,000 donations under 
the names of two of his closest lieutenants..” 
The choosing of the Head Designate is another contentious issue. Steve Farnsworth 
recommended that a parent, member of staff and a pupil be involved in this decision. John 
Nash said he planned to do so, but did not. It makes no difference that parental 
involvement is not normal practice for Academies, the point is that there was an 
undertaking which was not fulfilled. Nash has fallen at the first hurdle. How can we trust 
him to deliver what he says he will. 
A picture is starting to emerge about a sleazy process, and less than honest sponsor who 
despite seemingly good intentions, seems to answer to no one but himself. This does not 
bode well for the proposed Academy. Stonewalling potential parents when they ask 
pertinent questions, is no way to behave or to try and engage with the school population, 
or should I say school fodder, part of his experiment with the state education sector. Nash 
only engages with people on HIS terms; there is no compromise. It would seem to me that 
he has no credentials regarding staying power either.  
Westminster City Council, meanwhile, have insisted that 10% selection on musical 
aptitude will no longer be accepted as part of comprehensive admissions, despite the 
DCSF’s own guidelines saying that this is compatible with comprehensive intake. Not only 
will this be the demise of a very special and unique music course, and one which anyone 
worth their salt would be fighting to defend, bringing uplifting opportunities and an enviable 
calibre of good teaching practice, it is obviously viewed as being too expensive to even 
consider maintaining for the likes of our children. 
The audit of this course did little to recognise the value of the confidence it gives to those 
participants, instead having such a narrow blinkered vision only in terms of SAT’s and 
GCSE attainments. Confidence supercedes all exam results in my experience and a 
greater value should be afforded it. Yet because this cannot be conveniently put into 
statistical analysis it is ignored. 
The DCSF’s proposal to help with interim funding to ensure that all students currently on 
the course, including this years intake, would be funded to complete their musical studies, 
but ONLY if Pimlico becomes an Academy, is despicable. Either you have the money to 
fund education, or you don’t. It should NEVER be conditional on status. Having to give 
money incentives to force through the political dogma of Academies shows how 
contentious it really is. 
Now I come to Westminster’s part in this. There is, I believe, a legally binding agreement 
by them to the special music students, to continue their funding until each student has 
completed the course. However, it is alleged that Westminster have either refused to fund 
the course or pay the music teachers after Easter, or not reached an agreement about 
how much they will be prepared to stump up. Strange that this information leaks out just 
before the end of the ‘consultation.’ The Special Music department have been forced into 
an impossible situation. Nash claims too that he has only just been told this by 
Westminster, though to be honest, I’m not sure that I believe him because there has been 
so much covert activity in the Pimlico saga. 
It wouldn’t surprise me in the least if there was a good cop v bad cop policy being 
employed here. Nash rides in to save the day despite having no official capacity even if the 
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Academy goes ahead, until September. It is not beyond the realms of imagination that 
such a scenario could materialise. These are allegations on my part, but I do not trust you 
collectively. I firmly believe that you would stop at nothing to get your way. Personally, I 
feel that you (collectively ) should be held to account over your disgraceful behaviour 
towards Pimlico School. There seems to be little to do with really improving our children’s 
education, but a great deal of nasty cynical political manoeuvres.  
In the statutory consultation leaflet, the single reason given for Pimlico having to move to 
proposed Academy status was because this was the ONLY way to ensure a non-
denominational comprehensive admission criteria. Yet we know that Westminster is 
proposing to give Quinton Kynaston School an unprecedented £2 million endowment, (that 
usually only Academies get from their sponsors) subject to admissions criteria being 
secured to Westminster’s liking – the same admissions it wants Pimlico to have.  
Such misinformation on the consultation leaflet, prejudices people from giving a view, 
since the document appears to predict the outcome. This is why so few people responded. 
You would be forgiven for thinking it was a done deal. 

Any questions being asked of Westminster Council through the Freedom of Information 
Act in regard to Pimlico School are now being refused. Steve Farnsworth, Director of 

Schools and Learning, and also the Chair of the Interim Executive Board at Pimlico 

School, responded to a recent FOI refusal, by saying that within a period of 60 days, " the 

aggregated costs of providing the information to you and others acting together now 

exceeds the appropriate limit"  which means that lumped together requests amount to 
more than £450 or two and a half days of investigations. The truth is, that individual 
parents have obviously taken it upon themselves to request information, but we 
have not been 'acting together' or orchestrating requests as part of a campaign. 

I would suggest that not only is this refusal very convenient for Westminster, but also it 

shows the amount of anger that parents have regarding the Pimlico Academy proposal. I 
would be interested to know if the number of requests under the FOI is an unusually 
high number or not. In any case, it reinforces the argument that the IEB/Westminster, 
and the Interim Management Team are doing so much by stealth, that parents have 
felt that recourse to the FOI Act is the only way to find out anything regarding 
Pimlico. Now even that avenue is closed. 
The way in which teachers and staff and pupils at Pimlico have been treated during this 
past year since the Nov 07 Ofsted inspection, is disgraceful. The total disregard to 
teachers asking for a longer lunch break, the silly letters being sent out by Jo stating her 
outrage for the way the teachers’ union is behaving at the cost to our children’s education, 
whilst simultaneously being in a state of denial about noisy works going on during school 
hours. Gary Kynaston allegedly only sees drilling as noisy work; chainsaws don’t count.  
And so the nasty machine rolls on relentlessly. 
But it doesn’t have to be like this.  
As mad as it sounds, bearing in mind how Westminster have treated Pimlico, I still believe 
that the school should remain a cpmprehensive Community School in ethos and 
designation, retaining the protection for all Teachers’  Pay and Working conditions, as well 
as those for support staff. I believe that Education Law is there for a purpose and should 
be adhered to. I believe that just because a sponsor has a lot of money, that this should 
not entitle him/her to be entrusted with a school. The chances are, with a successful 
company, comes knowledge of exploitation of workforce to ensure big company profit. 
Schools are not businesses and neither should they be run by people with this kind of 
experience. 
It’s a difficult profession being a teacher, but your plans are set to make it even more so. 
Allowing the sponsor so much control over governance, with no proper debate inclusive of 
the school community, because it makes for easier governance, is highly suspect. We live 
in a rich, diverse, multi-ethnic city, truly a great cosmopolitan city. The governing board 
should reflect this, and allow for  honest debate. It may not be convenient, but it is 
democratic. 
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Pimlico should be allowed to continue as an improving school, select a new Head 
democratically ,and be allowed to elect a new governing body and retain its current status.         
And I haven’t even started on the building plans. But since this is not supposed to be part 
of the Academy proposal, I will end my representation here.” 
 

******* 
 

“I wish the school was going to stay a Comprehensive, even better if it was to become a 
Community school. As this is not to be, I would like to see Latin on the syllabus, my 
daughter went to Camden Girls that Includes Latin and Greek and is a Comprehensive 
and a successful school. 
I also am glad to hear  announcements that sport at school  is going to be increased. I 
would like Pimlico to make better use of  Battersea Park for grass sports , I can not beleive 
that my son is 12 but has never played Foot ball, Rugby or Hockey on grass.” 
 

******* 
 

“I have heard very sad news about the Pimlico Special Music school which is threatened to 
be closed  at the beginning of next academic year. 
Pimlico students played at the Open Education evening for the Holbein exhibition and 
sang in the summer open event based on Choirs. This was for children  the occasion to 
perform in front of a very diversified audience which I believe is essential for their furture 
personal and professional  life. I feel that the closure of this Music Special School would 
mean the loss of real opportunities in their school as well as in other places such as Tate. 
We would like to keep working with Pimlico Special Music school! One of our future plan is 
a show during our autumn Education Open evening which will be about the links between 
music and visual arts. 
At a time when emphasis is more and more on widening participation and allowing children 
from poorer backgrounds to have better schooling opportunities so that they will eventually 
enter higher education, this seems to me very illogical and disappointing. I hope that you 
will reconsider your views on Pimlico Special Music School which is a place where real 
talents can blossom.” 
 

******* 
 

 
15 preprinted postcards (14 individually signed and one unsigned) have been received 
stating: 
“I do not want the old school building pulled down when refurbishment would be a more 
cost effective less environmentally damaging option. 
(Cost to refurbish £25m.  Cost to rebuild £35m) 
I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education. 
For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status. 
I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 
 

******* 
 
45 preprinted postcards (each individually signed) have been received stating: 
“I do not want the old school building pulled down when refurbishment would be a more 
cost effective less environmentally damaging option. 
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(Cost to refurbish £25m.  Cost to rebuild £35m) 
I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education. 
For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status. 
Until the funding agreement is signed I do not have sufficient information to assess the 
proposal to close Pimlico School and replace it with an Academy. 
I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 
 

******* 
 
7 preprinted postcards (each individually signed) have been received stating: 
“For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status. 
I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 
 

******* 
 
Two preprinted postcards (both individually signed)have been received stating: 
“I do not want the old school building pulled down when refurbishment would be a more 
cost effective less environmentally damaging option. 
(Cost to refurbish £25m.  Cost to rebuild £35m) 
For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status. 
I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 
 

******* 
 
Two preprinted postcards (both individually signed) have been received stating: 
“For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status. 
Until the funding agreement is signed I do not have sufficient information to assess the 
proposal to close Pimlico School and replace it with an Academy. 
I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 
 

******* 
 
Three preprinted postcards (each individually signed) have been received stating: 
“I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education. 
For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status. 
Until the funding agreement is signed I do not have sufficient information to assess the 
proposal to close Pimlico School and replace it with an Academy. 
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I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 
 

 
One preprinted postcard (signed) has been received stating: 
“I do not want the old school building pulled down when refurbishment would be a more 
cost effective less environmentally damaging option. 
(Cost to refurbish £25m.  Cost to rebuild £35m) 
I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education. 
For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status.” 

 
******* 

 
Three preprinted postcards (both individually signed) have been received stating: 
“I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education. 
For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status.” 
 

******* 
 
Two preprinted postcards (both individually signed) have been received stating: 
“I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education.” 
 

******* 
 
Two preprinted postcards (both individually signed) have been received stating: 
“I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education. 
For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status. 
Until the funding agreement is signed I do not have sufficient information to assess the 
proposal to close Pimlico School and replace it with an Academy. 
I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 
 

******* 
 
Two preprinted postcards (both individually signed) have been received stating: 
“I do not want the old school building pulled down when refurbishment would be a more 
cost effective less environmentally damaging option. 
(Cost to refurbish £25m.  Cost to rebuild £35m) 
I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education. 
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For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status.” 
 

******* 
 

Three preprinted postcards (two individually signed and one unsigned) have been received 
stating: 
“I do not want the old school building pulled down when refurbishment would be a more 
cost effective less environmentally damaging option. 
(Cost to refurbish £25m.  Cost to rebuild £35m) 
 

******* 
 

One postcard (signed) has been received stating: 
““I do not want the old school building pulled down when refurbishment would be a more 
cost effective less environmentally damaging option. 
(Cost to refurbish £25m.  Cost to rebuild £35m) 
For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status.” 
 

******* 
 

One postcard (signed) has been received stating: 
“Until the funding agreement is signed I do not have sufficient information to assess the 
proposal to close Pimlico School and replace it with an Academy. 
I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 
 

******* 
 

One postcard (signed) has been received stating: 
“For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status.” 
One postcard (signed) has been received stating: 
“I do not want the old school building pulled down when refurbishment would be a more 
cost effective less environmentally damaging option. 
(Cost to refurbish £25m.  Cost to rebuild £35m) 
For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status. 
Until the funding agreement is signed I do not have sufficient information to assess the 
proposal to close Pimlico School and replace it with an Academy. 
I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 
 

******* 
 

One postcard (signed) has been received stating: 
“I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education 
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For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status. 
Until the funding agreement is signed I do not have sufficient information to assess the 
proposal to close Pimlico School and replace it with an Academy. 
I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 
 

******* 
 

One postcard (signed) has been received stating: 
“I do not want the old school building pulled down when refurbishment would be a more 
cost effective less environmentally damaging option. 
(Cost to refurbish £25m.  Cost to rebuild £35m) 
I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education 
I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 

******* 
 

Two postcards (both signed) have been received stating: 
“I do not want the old school building pulled down when refurbishment would be a more 
cost effective less environmentally damaging option. 
(Cost to refurbish £25m.  Cost to rebuild £35m) 
I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education.” 
 

******* 
 

One postcard (signed) has been received stating: 
“Until the funding agreement is signed I do not have sufficient information to assess the 
proposal to close Pimlico School and replace it with an Academy.” 
 

******* 
 

One postcard (signed) has been received stating: 
“I wish to state my opposition to Academy status for Pimlico School.  I would like a 
community comprehensive school at Pimlico supporting diversity of choice in Westminster 
education. 
For the benefit of the children’s education the school should remain as an improving 
community comprehensive run by the local council and not be subjected to experimental 
Academy status. 
I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 
 

******* 
 

One postcard (signed) has been received stating: 
“I am concerned about the health and safety risks involved with sending children and 
teachers to school on a building site.” 
 

******* 
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29 preprinted postcards (each individually signed) have been received stating: 
“I want Pimlico to remain a Community Compehensive School, maintained by the Local 
Authority.  You could secure Pimlico’s Admissions in the same way as a proposal for 
Quintin Kynaston School, and offer Pimlico a £2 million endowment. 
All Teacher’s pay and Working Conditions should be protected.  All Support Staff’s pay 
and working Conditions should be protected.  Schools should operate under Education 
Law. 
NO to proposed Pimlico Academy.” 
 
 


