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1. SUMMARY

This report considers whether any of the Royal Borough’s secondary school designated areas need to be changed. The conclusion is that there is a case for action in the Maidenhead secondary schools and that consultation on the issue should proceed in tandem, if possible, with that on Building Schools for the Future (BSF).

2. RECOMMENDATION

That consultation take place on school designated areas in Maidenhead, and if possible this should be included in a wider consultation on secondary school provision and Building Schools for the Future.
	What will be different for residents as a result of this decision?

	Residents of Maidenhead will have the opportunity to comment on the designated areas of the town’s secondary schools. This will be part of a wider consultation on secondary school provision in the light of the Building Schools for the Future initiative. The intention is to improve the designated areas so that they are easier for parents and children to understand and to offer a better choice of provision.  




3. SUPPORTING INFORMATION

3.1 The current admissions arrangements

The Royal Borough is the admissions authority for all community and voluntary controlled secondary, middle and upper schools in the Borough and, as such, sets the rules that determine how places are allocated at those schools when there are more applicants than places available. The three voluntary aided schools in the Borough set their own admissions rules via their admissions authorities, the governing bodies.

For ease of reading ‘secondary’ is assumed to refer to middle, secondary and upper schools throughout this report unless specifically noted otherwise.

All schools operate under the Royal Borough’s co-ordinated admissions scheme, which, through formal co-operation and sharing of information, seeks to ensure that the administration of the process is easier, more transparent and less stressful for parents.

The admissions arrangements for community and voluntary controlled secondary schools are published each year in the ‘Guide to Secondary Schools’, following formal consultation over the Christmas period and their adoption by Cabinet in spring.

These rules are given in full at Appendix 1. In summary, children with a Statement of Special Educational Needs naming a specific school must, by law, be admitted to that school. After this priority is given (in descending order) to:

· A 
- Looked After Children;

· B
- designated area children;

· C
- children with strong medical/social reasons for attending;

· D
- children with older siblings at the school;

· E 
- children at a feeder primary school;

· F
- children with a preference for co-ed/single-sex provision;

· G
- all other applicants


Two community schools in the Royal Borough - Charters and Windsor Boys School - also have an additional rule allowing them to admit up to 10% of their intake by aptitude.

Where there are more children eligible under a particular category than there are places remaining (as is often the case) a tiebreaker is used. This gives priority to those children living closest to the school (as the crow flies).

Changing admissions arrangements for middle, secondary and upper schools

These admissions rules are fully in line with the requirements of the government’s School Admissions Code. 

It should be noted here that it is not legal to devise admissions arrangements that prioritise children simply on the basis that they live in the Royal Borough. Counsel’s opinion has been sought on whether it is possible to ensure that pupils resident in the Royal Borough will be able to secure a place within schools in the Borough. The salient points are that:

· The Royal Borough has a duty to comply with the parental preference of both residents and non-residents. The preferences of resident parents cannot trump those of non-resident parents; and

· designated areas may be comprised wholly within the Borough but should not be designed with a view to excluding non-resident children.

This does not mean, however, that the Royal Borough cannot use certain oversubscription criteria that have the effect of giving priority to some local children. This is what occurs under the current arrangements which are, therefore, fully legal.

There are, nevertheless, discrepancies with the Royal Borough’s admissions arrangements for community and voluntary controlled primary schools (which are included here as Appendix 2).

Firstly, in the arrangements for primary schools, the rule relating to children with strong medical or social grounds for admission comes after, rather than before, the sibling rule. This rule only ever applies to a very small number of children (one child  in the 2007 allocation for secondary schools, for example) as it intended to give priority to those with serious social problems in the family, or any chronic medical condition affecting the pupil that only the preferred school can deal with. This report recommends, therefore, that the rule is either entirely abolished, or that it be placed after the sibling rule in both the primary and secondary arrangements. This would ensure that the two policies match each other and should reduce the number of cases to be considered under the rule as some medical/social needs applicants will presumably have siblings at their preferred school.

Secondly, the tiebreaker used in the Royal Borough’s admissions arrangements for community and voluntary controlled primary schools is different to that for secondary schools. For the former, where there are more children living in the designated area than there are places, priority is first given to those with older siblings attending the school. Proximity to school is then used as a tiebreaker (a) if there are more children with older siblings than places available; or (b) where there are still places (but not enough) once all the designated area siblings have been admitted. The proximity measure alone is then used as a tiebreaker on all subsequent rules (as all non-designated area siblings are considered under the next rule). As mentioned above, the tiebreaker for secondary schools is the proximity measure alone.

This tiebreaker for primary schools ensures that a child living in the designated area for a school and having an elder sibling there will always have priority for a place over other designated area children, even if the latter live closer to the school. This minimises the risk, as far as possible, that two primary age siblings might be sent to different schools. It should be noted that the sibling rule applies only where the elder sibling will still be on roll at the time that the applicant is expected to start.

Tiebreakers are necessary in order to decide between children whose applications might otherwise be identical. The existing tiebreak has been in place without difficulty for primary schools for several years.

The Maidenhead secondary school designated areas

The majority of children and young people admitted into secondary schools are offered places under rule B – living in the designated area of the school. Sometimes known as a ‘catchment areas’, designated areas divide the Royal Borough up geographically. The Windsor middle and upper schools share one designated area and Datchet/Wraysbury and Ascot are covered by the designated areas of Churchmead and Charters Schools respectively.

There are five secondary schools in the Maidenhead area, including two single-sex schools and a Church of England controlled school. All five schools are in Maidenhead itself, although they also serve the outlying areas, including the Cookhams, Bisham, Knowl Hill, the Walthams and Holyport. For clarity in the rest of this report ‘Maidenhead’ is taken to mean the town and the surrounding areas as described above unless specifically noted otherwise.

The schools are:

· Altwood CE Secondary School (Co-ed/Voluntary Controlled/CoE);

· Cox Green School (Co-ed/Community);

· Desborough School (Boys/Community);

· Furze Platt Senior School (Co-ed/Community)

· Newlands Girls’ School (Girls/Community).

Maidenhead is divided into a number of designated areas for these schools, as shown in the map at Appendix 3. These designated areas are thought to have been in place since the abolition of the grammar school system in the 1970s. Broadly speaking, they cover the areas below:

· Altwood – the residential  area west of the town centre, south of the A4 and north of the A404 motorway, and then most of the rural area to the west of the town and north of the Paddington railway line, including Burchetts Green and Bisham. It also shares much of the rural area to the south of the town (Holyport and south east of the motorway), with Cox Green School.

· Cox Green School – the residential  area to the south west of the A404 motorway and most of the rural area to the south of the town and the railway, including the Walthams/Woodlands Park and that area shared with Altwood as described above.

· Desborough School – has two designated areas, one covering the area of town roughly west of St Mark’s Hospital and north of the A4 (including a small rural area), and the other on the east of the town between the Thames and Braywick Road/Marlow railway line, as far south as Bray.

· Furze Platt Senior School – the residential  area west of the Marlow railway line, north of the A4 and east of the St Marks Hospital and Courthouse CE Junior School, stretching up into the Cookhams

· Newlands Girls’ School – identical to Desborough’s above.

These arrangements mean that there is an apparent inequality of options across the town, with some children living in single-sex areas, and some in co-ed areas. In one area children live in the designated area of two co-ed schools. A further oddity is that Desborough School, located in Shoppenhangers Lane, is located outside its own designated area.

Generally, applicants to get into the school of their choice. For the September 2007 intake, for example, 94% of Maidenhead applicants had a place at their highest ranked school by 1st September. No Maidenhead applicants were left without a place in school.

Proposed changes to the Maidenhead secondary school designated areas

Option 1

One option would be to retain most of the boundaries as they are, but to have different tiers of designated area, so that a pupil living in the first tier would have a greater priority for a place at the relevant school over those living in the second tier.

1. Desborough and Newlands Girls’ would be given a new two-tier designated area. The existing designated area would become the first tier and children living there would have the highest priority for places at both schools, bar pupils with a statement naming the school and Looked After Children. The rest of Maidenhead would become the second tier, and priority would be given to these children following the consideration of the first tier children.

2. Altwood, Cox Green and Furze Platt would also be given two-tier designated areas. They would retain their existing designated areas as first tier (except for the change made at 3 below). The current Desborough/Newlands Girls’ designated area would become the second tier designated area for all three co-ed schools, so that children living in those areas would be given priority for places at the co-ed schools following the consideration of the first tier children.

3. Altwood and Cox Green would no longer share the area to the south of town around Holyport – this would become Cox Green’s (first tier) designated area.

Where there are more applicants than places under any of the designated area tiers, then the tiebreak would first be siblings, and then distance, as proposed above in paragraphs 3.1.12 to 3.1.16.

Option 2

An alternative option would be to extend the designated areas of the single-sex schools and of Altwood to cover the whole of the Maidenhead area. Cox Green would then serve Maidenhead south of the A4, whilst Furze Platt serves the northern part. The rationale for Altwood serving the whole area is that it is a Church of England School and so could expect to attract children from all Church of England Voluntary Aided and Controlled schools in Maidenhead. 

Where there are more applicants than places under the designated area criteria, then the tiebreak would first be siblings, and then distance, as proposed above in paragraphs 3.1.12 to 3.1.16.

These options have a number of advantages and disadvantages, examined in the table below.

	
	Status Quo
	Option 1 

Two-tiered designated areas
	Option 2

Desborough/Newlands/Altwood cover whole area, Cox Green/Furze Platt half each

	Scale of change


	No change
	Relatively small. The designated area boundaries themselves will not change, although first and second tier designated areas could be confusing to some. 


	Relatively large as the designated areas of all five schools change would change



	Maidenhead residents
	The majority of Maidenhead children obtain a place at their highest ranked secondary school, and all are offered a Maidenhead school. A small number of children from Maidenhead do not get into Newlands Girls School and/or Furze Platt School in some years.

Children living outside the designated area for Newlands in particular feel disadvantaged when they live closer to the school than those living in the designated area on the east of the town.
	The number of children not obtaining a place at their highest ranked secondary school would probably fall, with slightly more Maidenhead residents obtaining places at Newlands/Furze Platt. 

Children living in the current designated areas for oversubscribed schools are not disadvantaged by the change, as they remain in the first-tier designated area, and so have priority. 
	This option removes historical anomalies. 

It is easier to understand than either the current system or Option 1.

It improves choice for residents.

Maidenhead residents have priority over “all out of area children” at Desborough, Newlands and Altwood Schools. 
It makes it easier for any capacity to be taken up by Maidenhead residents.

	Out of area applicants
	Children living outside the area can easily obtain places at schools that are not oversubscribed.

Out of area children can have priority for places over Maidenhead children not living in the designated area who live further away, particularly if the out of area child (a) has siblings in attendance or (b) is on roll at a feeder school.


	Children living outside the area can easily obtain places at schools that are not oversubscribed.

Maidenhead residents have priority over all out of area children at all five schools (after SEN and Looked After Children).
	 Designated areas would be much larger but capacity would be reduced for “out of area” residents




	Co-ed/single-sex provision
	Some children live in single-sex areas, and some in co-educational areas.


	All children live in the designated area of single-sex or co-ed provision, although this will be first or second tier depending on location.


	All children live in the designated area of both single-sex schools and two co-educational schools thus providing improved choice.

	Position of Desborough with regard to designated area
	Desborough is located outside its designated area


	Desborough is located inside its own second tier designated area (but not its first tier)


	Desborough is located within its own designated area thus removing an historical anomaly.


3.1.27 Option 1 would have a smaller impact should result in minor improvements to the proportion of Maidenhead applicants obtaining their highest ranked school. One issue is that having two levels of designated area is potentially more difficult to understand than the current system and Option 2.

3.1.28 Option 2 may shift the pattern of parental preference in the town in order to only slightly increase the proportion of Maidenhead residents obtaining a place at their highest ranked school.

One concern, applying to both options, is that change could lead to fewer children and young people on roll at the five schools. Making it harder for out of area children to obtain places at Maidenhead schools could result in a perception amongst parents in Fifield, Marlow, Bourne End and Slough that it is not worth applying for places here. If this were to be the case then Desborough and Altwood schools, which currently have high proportions of out of area children on roll, could suffer. Questions about viability could follow, but this concern should not be exaggerated. Families will continue to apply for places at schools they believe to be providing good quality education. As the ongoing popularity of Charters School with Bracknell residents demonstrates, parents will often continue to apply for places at schools even if they have little realistic chance of getting in. Other factors, therefore, such as Ofsted reports, changes to secondary provision in Slough, and changing demographics are likely to have a more significant role in determining the future level of demand for places in each of the five schools in Maidenhead.

A second concern is that no detailed modelling of the effect of these options has been undertaken. The likely impact of the options above has been assessed on the basis of experience of the admissions system and local knowledge. It has not been possible to statistically model the impact of these changes as this would require the secondary transfer process for the past three years to be run again to show what would have happened if the proposed arrangements had been in place then. Besides, given the volatility of parental preference there is no guarantee that this more detailed modelling would result in a better understanding of the impact of any changes.

It is quite possible, therefore, that implementation of any one of these options could have unintended effects, but it is hoped that any public consultation on the proposed changes would help identify any such issues in advance of any decision.

Views of the schools on proposed designated area changes in Maidenhead

A meeting was held with the five heads of the secondary schools in Maidenhead on Wednesday 2nd July to explain possible changes to the designated areas of their schools. Only Option 1 was discussed at the meeting, and the heads did not support it on a number of grounds, most of which are covered in the table above. Option 2 was circulated by email following the meeting and was then discussed briefly with two of their representatives during the last week of the summer term. Assurances were given by senior officers and the Lead Member that no changes would be introduced without full consultation, in a timely manner. The purpose of this paper is to seek such a consultation.

Whilst it was agreed that there were some issues with the current arrangements, the headteachers considered that there were questions about the number and size of secondary schools in the town that could only be realistically addressed through the Building Schools for the Future (BSF) programme. Consulting on designated areas at the same time as on the BSF programme would therefore be advantageous.

The biggest concern of the headteachers was uncertainty about the impact that the proposals would have on the numbers of children attending the five schools. In particular, the heads felt that the proposals risked creating an impression that out-of-borough children would not be able to obtain places at the schools. As indicated in 3.1.29, his was of particular importance to Desborough and Altwood schools, given the high proportion of out-of-borough children on roll at both. The proposals could therefore lead to fewer pupils on roll at a time when there was already a surplus of provision. On the other hand, this argument is counter-balanced by the “quality attracts” argument as set out above.

Building Schools for the Future (BSF)

Of all of the concerns raised above about the options for change the most important is how any changes would fit with a BSF programme for the town. A separate report to Cabinet – ‘Building Schools for the Future’, 23rd October 2008 - addresses BSF and recommends that the Royal Borough develop plans for rethinking secondary school provision particularly in Maidenhead given the relatively poor school building stock in the town. 
Assuming the recommendations in that report are agreed then there is an opportunity to combine the consultation on the designated areas with the proposed wider consultation with secondary schools in general. To do two separate consultations would be confusing for residents, and inefficient from an officer perspective. Clearly, the timescales around BSF are quite lengthy and so, following consultation, it would be possible to put in place either some interim changes, or to maintain the status quo and change the designated areas as part of the BSF programme at a later date.

Recommendation
The Royal Borough should include within its wider consultation on secondary school provision and BSF in Maidenhead specific questions about designated areas, thereby avoiding the need to run two separate consultation exercises. This would then allow the Royal Borough to either proceed with interim changes to the designated areas or to delay any changes until they could be incorporated within the BSF, following consideration of the outcome of the consultation. Any interim changes to the designated areas could be made as part of the process around the annual consultation on the Royal Borough’s admissions arrangements. The recommendation, therefore, is that:

The Royal Borough should include consideration of the school designated areas within its wider consultation on secondary school provision and BSF in Maidenhead in order to secure clearer and fairer access to provision. 

Ascot – Charters Schools’ designated area

Ascot - including Sunninghill, Sunningdale, Ascot Heath and North/South Ascot - is served by Charters, a co-educational secondary school. For ease of reference in the rest of this report ‘Ascot’ is taken to mean all of the above areas unless specifically noted otherwise. On 1st September 2008 this school became a Trust school, and so the governing body are be responsible for admissions (and appeals) to the school. 

The current arrangements will apply for admission to the 2009/10 academic year (i.e. the rules already agreed upon), but the school will be able to alter their admissions arrangements (including the designated area) for the 2010/11 academic year. The school may wish, for instance, to give more prominence to the rule giving priority to children on the basis of aptitude for sports. No changes can take place, however, without formal consultation on the issue.

The governing body would also need to decide whether they wanted to add the sibling tiebreaker to the designated area rule and drop the social/medical rule as recommended by this report for community and voluntary controlled schools. The Royal Borough will retain the legal right to refer the governing body to the Schools Adjudicator if it has legitimate concerns about the published policy.

The designated area for Charters extends beyond the Royal Borough borders to cover North Ascot and the sparsely populated rural areas to the north of the village, including Cranbourne and Winkfield, and to the west of South Ascot in Swinley Forest. The feeder schools for Charters include all five Ascot schools, plus the Bracknell Forest schools, Ascot Heath CE Junior and Cranbourne CE Primary.

Up until recently, Charters School had been able to admit all children from the designated area who wanted a place at the school, together with a significant proportion of children from Bracknell and parts of Surrey who were not in the designated area. These children may have had siblings at the school or attended one of the feeder schools.

Pressure for places at the school from within the designated area has grown in recent years, however, so that for the September 2007 intake 227 of the 240 available places were offered on the basis residency in the designated area. This was significantly higher than the 194 admitted under the same rule for the previous year. For the September 2008 intake all places (excepting six statemented children) were taken by designated area children. A further four designated area children (living in Bracknell Forest) were not initially admitted as there were no places left. These have since been offered places through the normal turnover as children move away, or take up places at other, preferred, schools. This situation is expected to be repeated over the next few years as the number of children transferring from the seven local primary schools remains high, although it is expected to only involve a small number of children each year.

The situation continues, however, to be exacerbated by relatively high levels of house building locally. In the past, the effect of this has been that children and young people moving into the area after the secondary transfer process (whether into those new houses or into dwellings vacated by local people moving into the new housing) have not been able to obtain places at the school. These places have already been taken by children - from in and out of the designated area - who went through the secondary transfer process.

In future years the risk is that not all children living in the designated area will be offered places at secondary transfer, and new housing in the area increases this risk.

Possible changes to the Charters designated area

The options for changing the designated area to address this issue are limited. Removing the area to the west of South Ascot (Swinley Forest) would have little impact as very few children (fewer than 10) live there. More children live in the Cranbourne and Winkfield areas (30-40), and a considerable number (over 200) live in North Ascot. Taking these settlements out of the Charters designated area would be extremely unpopular with families living there, particularly as the Royal Borough boundary through North Ascot is fairly arbitrary.

Taking all of these areas out of the Charters designated area would also be disproportionate to the likely level of difficulties in future years. It would most likely result in there being more than enough places at Charters for children living in the new, smaller, designated area. Anything up to 30 or 40 places could then be available to children eligible for places under other rules, such as the sibling rule or the feeder school rule. There is a very strong risk that, over time, children living in Windlesham in Surrey would have priority for places over the children living in North Ascot as Windlesham is significantly closer to Charters. In essence, therefore, removing the above settlements from the designated area could simply swap one set of out-of-borough children with another set.

Logically, the feeder schools would also need to be reviewed as Cranbourne CE Primary and Ascot Heath CE Junior schools would no longer be in the designated area. Their removal would make it much more difficult for children in those areas to obtain places at Charters, making an influx of children from Windlesham more likely.

The option most in scale with the likely problem over the next few years, therefore, would be to remove that part of Bracknell Forest to the west of South Ascot – Swinley Forest – from the designated area. The impact of this move would be minimal and, in some years if no-one was applying from the area as seems likely – non-existent. In these circumstances it is questionable whether any change to the designated area is desirable.

Bracknell Forest Borough Council will, of course, take an interest in any changes made to the admissions arrangements for Charters and have the legal right to refer the school to the Schools Adjudicator over any changes.

Bracknell Forest expect to be rebuilding Garth Hill College, under the Building Schools for the Future programme, with completion due in 2010/11. This could significantly affect the pattern of parental preference in the area, and could reduce the demand for places at Charters.

Recommendation on the designated area for Charters School

As Charters School became a Trust School from 1st September 2008, the Royal Borough is no longer the admissions authority for the school, nor is it responsible for appeals at the school. 

Datchet and Wraysbury secondary school designated area

The villages of Datchet and Wraysbury are served by Churchmead Church of England (VA) School. This school also serves, however, a significant part of Slough, with the designated area covering the area west of Yew Tree Road and south of the A4 and then continuing eastwards south of the M4 as far as the M25, thereby covering Colnbrook and Poyle.

Unsurprisingly, most of the pupils on roll – 76.9% (May 2008) - live outside the Royal Borough. The school would, therefore, be unsustainable without out of Borough children on roll. 

The school is a voluntary aided school, and the governing body is responsible for its own admissions policy, although the Royal Borough has the legal right to refer the governing body to the Schools Adjudicator if it has legitimate concerns about the published policy. The governing body would need to decide whether they wanted to add the sibling tiebreaker to the designated area rule as recommended by this report for community and voluntary controlled schools. The school does not have a social/medical rule.

Possible changes to the Churchmead designated area

The school are interested in pursuing an extension of their designated area further into Slough, to cover the area that was covered by the old Langleywood School, before it became an academy. The high popularity of that school, and the increasing shortage of secondary school places in Slough, means that it is unlikely that such an extension would prove controversial. 

Slough Borough Council will, of course, take an interest in any changes made to the admissions arrangements for Churchmead and have the legal right to refer the Governing Body to the Schools Adjudicator over any changes.

Recommendation on the designated area for Churchmead School 

The Royal Borough should offer the appropriate support and advice to the school with regard to any changes to the designated area. If, for instance, public consultation is carried out on proposals to amend the designated areas for the Maidenhead secondary schools, it may be appropriate for Churchmead’s consultation to occur at the same time.

The Windsor middle and upper school designated areas

Windsor has two upper schools, The Windsor Boys’ School and Windsor Girls’ School, which share the same designated area. This covers all of Windsor, Old Windsor and Eton. Just under three-quarters of the pupils on roll live in the designated area, with 10% living elsewhere in the Borough and 17% live outside the borough boundaries. The two community middle schools (Dedworth Middle and Trevelyan Middle) both also share this designated area. St Edwards Royal Free Ecumenical Middle and St Peter’s CE Middle schools are both voluntary aided and have their own admissions criteria.

Only once since the Royal Borough came into existence has there been difficulty in getting applicants living in the designated area into either upper school, in 2003. This situation is not currently expected to repeat itself in the next few years, although there may be an issue in ten years’ time, when the high numbers of pupils entering the first schools reach upper school age.

With regard to the middle schools, there have been problems with oversubscription from designated area children at individual schools from time to time, but there have always been sufficient places overall. This may change once the high numbers of pupils entering the first schools reach middle school age in six years’ time. It may then be necessary to examine whether more middle school places are necessary. 

Recommendation for the Windsor middle and upper school designated areas

It is recommended that there is no change to the designated areas of the upper or middle schools.

Impact on Home to School Transport

It is not thought that the recommendations in this report will have any significant impact on home to school transport arrangements. 

4. OPTIONS AVAILABLE AND RISK ASSESSMENT

4.1 Options

	
	Option
	Comments
	Financial Implications

	1.
	Carrying out consultation on Maidenhead secondary school designated areas.
	Making changes to the admissions arrangements for schools legally requires consultation. Without this, therefore, no changes to school designated areas can be made.


	Revenue –consultation costs to be met from within existing budgets.

Capital – none



	2.
	Inclusion of Maidenhead designated areas consultation within the wider secondary school provision consultation


	Tying up the two consultations on the designated areas and the wider school provision/BSF will avoid the need for two separate consultations.
	Revenue – doubled consultation costs, to be met from within existing budgets, if this recommendation is not agreed.

Capital – none


4.2 Risk assessment

The recommendation in this report seeks, by combining the proposed consultation on secondary school provision and BSF with that on the Maidenhead designated areas, to reduce the risk of uncoordinated action and duplicated effort on secondary schools in the town.

5. CONSULTATIONS CARRIED OUT

The Maidenhead headteachers have been consulted on changing the designated areas of the town’s secondary schools. This report makes recommendations for public consultation on the issue. The views of primary aged children and their parents are clearly of key importance. Discussions have also been held with other headteachers about designated areas in the Borough.

6. COMMENTS FROM THE OVERVIEW AND SCRUTINY PANEL

The Panel endorsed the report and expressed a preference for Option 2 with regard to proposed changes to the Maidenhead secondary school designated areas (as set out in paragraphs 3.1.25 and 3.1.26).

7. IMPLICATIONS

The following implications have been addressed where indicated below.

	Financial
	Legal
	Human Rights Act
	Planning
	Sustainable Development
	Diversity & Equality

	
	
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A


Background Papers:

None
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