Freedom of Information Act 2000
Your request for information has now been considered. The Council holds the information requested.

You asked:

1. In 2016-17, how many applications for in-year admissions to mainstream schools did the local authority make on behalf of its looked-after children?
57
2. How many of these were to (a) maintained schools and (b) academies/non-maintained schools? 
Maintained schools 44

Academies/non-maintained schools 13
3. How many of these applications were successful, within the timescale of 20 school days? Please provide this figure for (a) maintained schools and (b) academies/non-maintained schools. 7
Maintained schools 15  

Academies/non-maintained schools 7

4. How many of the applications were successful beyond 20 school days? Please provide this figure for (a) academies and (b) academies/non-maintained schools.
We have provided the information for maintained and academies/non-maintained. Maintained schools 17
Academies/non-maintained schools 4

5. What were the reasons for any delays beyond the 20 day limit? Please say in how many cases each of the below reasons applied:  
-               Bureaucracy

-               Communication difficulties

-               Response not provided within timescale

-               Initial refusal being challenged through appeal process

-               Initial refusal lead to threat to direct

-               Initial refusal lead to request to direct

-               Other
Please see response to question 7 below.

6. How many applications were unsuccessful? Please provide this figure for (a) academies and (b) academies/non-maintained schools. 
We have provided the information for maintained and academies/non-maintained.
Maintained schools 20
Academies/non-maintained schools 3
7. What reasons were given for rejecting applications? Please say in how many cases each of the below reasons applied:  
-         That by admitting a looked after child it would ‘seriously prejudice the provision of efficient education or the efficient use of resources’.

-         Already over PAN

-         Unable to meet needs of pupil

-         Other
Section 12 of the Act makes provision for public authorities to refuse requests for information where the cost of dealing with them would exceed the appropriate limit, which for local government is set at £450. This represents the estimated cost of one person spending more than 18 hours in determining whether the department holds the information, locating, retrieving and extracting the information.

The information requested is not held in a reportable format on our admissions system. This data, if held, could be recorded on an individual’s social care case file therefore, requiring the manual trawl of each user record.

This is therefore a Refusal Notice under section 17.1 of the Freedom of Information Act, because under the provisions of section 12.1 of the Act, the Council estimates that to comply with your request in its current form will exceed the appropriate limit.

8. How many cases resulted in a direction to another admissions authority?
None
9. How many cases were referred to the Department for Education/ESFA? 
None
10. How many of these referrals resulted in the school/academy being directed to take the pupil onto its roll? 
None
11. What was the longest length of time it took from the point of applying in-year to a mainstream school/academy, to a pupil being accepted onto its roll? 
66 days   


You may re-use the information under an Open Government Licence.
If you are dissatisfied with the handling of your request please write to: 

Information Governance and Risk
Leicester City Council

Legal Services
4th Floor City Hall

115 Charles Street

Leicester  
LE1 1FZ
e-mail: info.requests@leicester.gov.uk 

