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	Proposed changes to allow qualified teachers from further education and from the United States, Canada, Australia and New Zealand to become permanent teachers in English schools

Consultation Response Form

The closing date is: 16 December 2011
Your comments must reach us by that date.
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THIS FORM IS NOT INTERACTIVE. If you wish to respond electronically please use the online response facility available on the Department for Education consultation website  www.education.gov.uk/consultations.
Information provided in response to this consultation, including personal information, may be subject to publication or disclosure in accordance with the access to information regimes, primarily the Freedom of Information Act 2000 and the Data Protection Act 1998.

If you want all, or any part, of your response to be treated as confidential, please explain why you consider it to be confidential.

If a request for disclosure of the information you have provided is received, your explanation about why you consider it to be confidential will be taken into account, but no assurance can be given that confidentiality can be maintained. An automatic confidentiality disclaimer generated by your IT system will not, of itself, be regarded as binding on the Department.

The Department will process your personal data (name and address and any other identifying material) in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, and in the majority of circumstances, this will mean that your personal data will not be disclosed to third parties.

	Please tick if you want us to keep your response confidential.
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	Reason for confidentiality:
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	Name
	James Noble-Rogers

	Organisation (if applicable)
	UCET

	Address:
	20 Bedford Way, London, WC1H 0AH


If your enquiry is related to the policy content of the consultation you can contact the Department on 0370 000 2288

If your enquiry is related to the DfE e-consultation website or the consultation process in general, you can contact the Consultation Unit by e-mail: consultation.unit@education.gsi.gov.uk or by telephone: 0370 000 2288.

Please mark an X in the box below that best describes you as a respondent.
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	Headteacher/Principal
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	School Teacher
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	College/Sixth Form Teacher
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	Overseas Teacher
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	Governor/Chair of Governors
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	Parent/Carer
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	Overseas School/Organisation
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	Union/Professional Association
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	Local Authority

	X
	Other
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	Please Specify:

Representative body for teacher education institutions



	


Q1)
Do you agree with our proposals to allow QTLS holders to teach in schools as qualified teachers?
	Yes
	x
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments:

This change is long overdue. We believe that QTLS holders will make a significant contribution to the school curriculum, as was recognised in the Wolf Report. We already have feedback from schools that QTLS holders who find employment in schools are well regarded for their contribution to vocational education. We would however like to add some caveats: the teaching qualifications that contributed to the award of QTLS should be at an appropriate academic level (ie comparable to that of the PGCE for school teachers); bridging or orientation programmes might be required for some QTLS holders; and the graduate equivalent status of school-teaching should be protected. 

Presumably this change will permit those working towards the QTLS to undertake suitable placements in schools as well as in FE settings. Clarification of this issue would be appreciated.



	


Q2)
Do you agree that QTLS holders should continue to meet the conditions for QTLS status in order to be qualified to teach in schools?
	Yes
	x
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments:

The point of professional formation is to ensure that the expertise of QTLS holders needs to be kept up-to-date. Consideration needs to be given to the position of those working towards QTLS applying for their first post. Since they would not formally hold the qualification until they had completed the period of formation for IfL recognition. There is a case for parity between QTLS and QTS. The latter is granted on completion of the programme whereas the QTLS is not.



	


Q3)
Do you agree with the suggested process for verifying the qualifications of QTLS holders?
	Yes
	x
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments:

The proposal is reasonable.



	


Q4)
Do you agree with the proposal to allow fully qualified teachers from the US, Canada, New Zealand and Australia to teach in schools as qualified teachers?
	
	Yes x
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	No
	[image: image24.png]



	Not Sure
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	Comments:

 We agree, provided that the necessary quality and safety checks have been made.



	


Q5)
Do you agree with the suggested process for verifying that a teacher is fully qualified in the US, Canada, Australia or New Zealand?
	
	Yes x
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	No
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	Not Sure


		Comments:


		
		
		
		

	


Q6)
Do you agree that QTLS holders should be exempt from the requirement to complete a statutory induction period?
	Yes
	x
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	Comments:

QTLS holders have already undertaken through the professional formation process



	


Q7)
Do you agree that teachers who have met all the requirements leading to fully qualified teacher status in the US, Canada, Australia or New Zealand should be exempt from statutory induction in England?
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	Yes
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	No
	Not sure
	X
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	Comments:

It seems to us that those obtaining a teaching qualification in another country may well require a period of induction into the way of life of schools in this country.



	


Q8)
Do you agree with the proposed arrangements for the pay and conditions, CPD, performance management and regulation of QTLS holders in schools? Do you have any comments on these specific proposals?
	
	Yesx
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	No
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	Not Sure
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	Comments:

The proposal would strengthen parity between QTS and QTLS



	


Q9)
Do you agree with the proposed arrangements for the pay and conditions, CPD, performance management and regulation of fully qualified teachers from the US, Canada, New Zealand and Australia? Do you have any specific comments on these proposals?
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	Yes
	
	No
	
	Not Sure
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	Comments:



	


Q10)
Do you have any other comments?
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	Comments:

There is a further point we wish to make.  While it may be appropriate for those achieving QTLS via HE-led PGCE/DTLLS programmes to teach in schools, those going through the awarding body route might have undertaken teaching qualifications at a lower academic level and will be unlikely to have subject qualifications of sufficient depth to teach in schools. This problem will be exacerbated as more FE teachers qualify through awarding bodies rather than HEIs as funding for HE programmes comes to an end.



	


Thank you for taking the time to let us have your views. We do not intend to acknowledge individual responses unless you place an 'X' in the box below.

Please acknowledge this reply [image: image38.png]



Here at the Department for Education we carry out our research on many different topics and consultations. As your views are valuable to us, would it be alright if we were to contact you again from time to time either for research or to send through consultation documents?

	xYes
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No



All DfE public consultations are required to conform to the following criteria within the Government Code of Practice on Consultation:

Criterion 1: Formal consultation should take place at a stage when there is scope to influence the policy outcome.

Criterion 2: Consultations should normally last for at least 12 weeks with consideration given to longer timescales where feasible and sensible.

Criterion 3: Consultation documents should be clear about the consultation process, what is being proposed, the scope to influence and the expected costs and benefits of the proposals.

Criterion 4: Consultation exercises should be designed to be accessible to, and clearly targeted at, those people the exercise is intended to reach.

Criterion 5: Keeping the burden of consultation to a minimum is essential if consultations are to be effective and if consultees’ buy-in to the process is to be obtained.

Criterion 6: Consultation responses should be analysed carefully and clear feedback should be provided to participants following the consultation.

Criterion 7: Officials running consultations should seek guidance in how to run an effective consultation exercise and share what they have learned from the experience.

If you have any comments on how DfE consultations are conducted, please contact Carole Edge, DfE Consultation Co-ordinator, tel: 01928 738060 / email: carole.edge@education.gsi.gov.uk
Thank you for taking time to respond to this consultation.
Completed questionnaires and other responses should be sent to the address shown below by 16 December 2011

Send by post to: Consultation, Supply Division, Department for Education, Level 4, Sanctuary Buildings, Great Smith Street, London SW1P 3BT. 

Send by e-mail to: TQR.consultation@education.gsi.gov.uk
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