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MINUTES of the EDUCATION TRANSPORT CASES SUB-COMMITTEE held in the Wolsey Room, Endeavour House, Russell Road, Ipswich on Friday, 24 September 2004 at 2.00 pm.

PRESENT: [Elected Members]

Adi Lavender – Chair
Ron Snell – Vice Chair
Sue Back.
1. TO NOTE ANY DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST AND DISPENSATIONS

There were no declarations of interest or reports of dispensations made in connection with any of the items on the agenda.

2. 

3. 

4. CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

The minutes of the meeting held on 14 May 2004 were confirmed by the Sub-Committee to be an accurate record and signed by the Chair.

5. DATES FOR FUTURE MEETINGS

It was resolved that the Sub-Committee meet on Friday, 19 November  2004 (provisional) and Friday 21 January 2005 (provisional).
6. EXCLUSION OF PRESS AND PUBLIC

RESOLVED that, pursuant to Section 100A(4) of the Local Government Act 1972, the public be excluded from the meeting for the business specified below on the grounds that if the public were present during that item, there would be disclosure to them of exempt information, as indicated against the item.
Onehouse – Stowmarket Middle School
[Exempt:  Financial Assistance 5]
Great Welnetham – Hardwick Middle School
[Exempt:  Financial Assistance 5]
Stowmarket, Haughley Crawfords Primary School
[Exempt:  Financial Assistance 5]

Denham – St Edmunds Primary School
[Exempt:  Financial Assistance 5]



7. Onehouse – stowmarket middle school 
The Sub-Committee considered Paper R04/158, a confidential report by the Director of Education, on a case involving an appeal that free travel should be provided on the grounds of safety of the route.

Members had before them a package of papers relating to the case.  This included a report by the Director of Education, the formal application for review by the appellant and a statement of the route by the Director of Environment and Transport, which was supported by a map.

In accordance with the arrangement agreed by Regulatory Committee (Paper RO1/51 – 3 April 2001), where the advice is that a route is dangerous, authority to determine the application is delegated to the Director of Education.  Thus, the Paper was for information purposes only as the appeal had been upheld on the grounds that the route from Points G and H was considered dangerous for an accompanied Middle and High School age child pedestrian.  Elsewhere the route was considered not dangerous for an unaccompanied Middle school age child pedestrian.
Decision:  None taken.  Paper was for information purposes only.

Reason for decision:  Not applicable.

Alternative options:  None considered.

Declarations of interest:  There were none declared.

Dispensation:  Not applicable
8. Great welnetham – hardwick middle school
The Sub-Committee considered Paper RO4/159, a confidential report by the Director of Education, on a case involving an appeal that free travel should be provided on the grounds of safety of the route.

Members had before them a package of papers relating to the case.  This included a report by the Director of Education, the formal application for review by the appellant and a statement of the route by the Director of Environment and Transport, which was supported by a map.

Prior to the meeting the Committee Members and the local Councillor had inspected the route.
Section 1.0 of the route is marked orange on the map.  The Sub-Committee considered the route as a busy road.  The route had a well maintained footway and despite the overgrowing vegetation, which could be cut back, the Sub-Committee considered the route reasonably safe. Therefore the route was considered not dangerous for an accompanied Middle School age child pedestrian. 
Decision:  That the appeal be rejected.
Reason for decision:  The route was not considered dangerous for an accompanied Middle School age child pedestrian. 
Alternative options:  None considered.

Declarations of interest:  There were none declared.

Dispensation:  Not applicable.
9. Haughley new street, stowmarket – haughley crawfords primary school
The Sub-Committee considered Paper RO4/160, a confidential report by the Director of Education, on a case involving an appeal that free travel should be provided on the grounds of safety of the route.

Members had before them a package of papers relating to the case.  This included a report by the Director of Education, the formal application for review by the appellant and a statement of the route by the Director of Environment and Transport, which was supported by a map.
In accordance with the arrangement agreed by Regulatory Committee (Paper RO1/51 – 3 April 2001), where the advice is that a route is dangerous, authority to determine the application is delegated to the Director of Education.  Thus, the Paper was for information purposes only as the appeal had been upheld on the grounds that points D-H was considered dangerous for an accompanied Primary School age child pedestrian.  East of point H the route was considered not dangerous for an accompanied primary age child pedestrian.
The Sub-Committee was advised that the route was due to be realigned and that information regarding safe walking for the public would be made available.

Decision:   None taken.  Paper was for information purposes only.
Reason for decision: Not applicable.
Alternative options:  None considered.

Declarations of interest:  There were none declared.

Dispensation:  Not applicable.

10. Denham – st edmunds primary school, hoxne
The Sub-Committee considered Paper RO4/161, a confidential report by the Director of Education, on a case involving an appeal that free travel should be provided on the grounds of safety of the route.

Members had before them a package of papers relating to the case.  This included a report by the Director of Education, the formal application for review by the appellant, letters of support from a number of others and a statement of the route by the Director of Environment and Transport, which was supported by a map.
Prior to the meeting the Committee Members and the local Councillor had inspected the route.   
Section 1.0 of the route is marked orange on the map. The route between points A-C was considered not dangerous for an accompanied primary age school age child pedestrian.  
Alternative routes were assessed for future applications.
Whilst the section between points D-G was considered not dangerous, the section between A-G had limited visibility and carried fast moving traffic and was therefore considered dangerous for an accompanied primary age school child pedestrian.  
The section of the route commencing at Denham Corner and onto the school via Denham (point E) was considered, by the Sub-Committee, not dangerous for an accompanied primary age school child pedestrian.  
The Sub-Committee considered the route commencing Denham Corner to Denham (point E) and via the U5506 (point F) and onto the school (point C) as reasonably safe and noted that the traffic volume was low.  Therefore this section of the route is not considered dangerous for an accompanied primary age school child pedestrian. 
Decision:  That the appeal be rejected.
Reason for decision: The route was not considered dangerous for an accompanied primary school age child pedestrian.
Alternative options:  None considered.

Declarations of interest:  There were none declared.

Dispensation:  Not applicable.
11. 







The meeting concluded at 2.45pm.
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