[image: image1.jpg]Suffolk

\
L= County Council





	Confirmed


MINUTES of the meeting of the EDUCATION TRANSPORT APPEALS COMMITTEE held on Thursday 28 April 2011 at 10:00 am in the Millicent Room, Endeavour House.
Present:
Councillors Rebecca Hopfensperger (Chairman), Nick Barber and Caroline Page 
93.
Apologies for absence and substitutions
No apologies for absence were received.

94.
Declarations of interests and dispensations
Cllr Hopfensperger informed Members that she intended to stand down from the Committee for agenda item 7, as she would be representing the appellant, who was a constituent.
95.
Urgent Business
No urgent business was considered.
96.
Minutes of the previous meeting
The minutes of the meeting held on Thursday 24 March 2011 were confirmed as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.

97.
Consideration of new appeal form

Members proposed some amendments to the new form 

Decision: Members agreed that the form should be finalised by email and implemented as soon as possible. It was also agreed that the form should be reviewed after a few months use.

98.
Exclusion of press and public
Decision:  The Committee agreed that the public (including the press) should be excluded from the meeting during the consideration of Agenda Items 7 to 10 on the grounds that:

they involved the likely disclosure of exempt information, as defined in paragraphs 1 and 2 of Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the Local Government Act 1972; and

in all the circumstances of the case, the public interest in maintaining the exemption outweighed the public interest in disclosing the information. 

Cllr Hopfensperger left the meeting at 10:12 am. Cllr Page took the Chair.

99.
Great Barton to County Upper School, Bury St Edmunds

Background

The Committee received a report at agenda item 7 which concerned an appeal for free home-to-school transport lodged by a parent whose child attended County Upper School.  The appeal was on the grounds of the child’s exceptional circumstances. The report included:

· the appellant’s evidence

· supporting medical evidence
The appellant attended the meeting and was accompanied by his County Councillor, Cllr Rebecca Hopfensperger.

The Head of Schools Infrastructure attended the meeting to present evidence and respond to questions.  The Business Manager for Passenger Transport was present to advise the Committee on procedural and policy matters.
The appellant, Cllr Hopfensperger and the Head of Schools Infrastructure withdrew from the meeting at 10:57 am, while the Committee deliberated on the case.
Decision: The Committee decided not to uphold the appeal.

Reasons for Decision: The Committee appreciated this child’s exceptional circumstances, but the school which the child attended was neither the closest nor the catchment school and they did not consider that the circumstances were sufficiently exceptional for them to uphold the appeal. Members expressed concern about the withdrawal of the Explore Card, which was causing problems for many families and increasing the workload of the Committee.
Declarations of interest: Cllr Hopfensperger stood down from the Committee for this agenda item, as she was supporting the appellant, who was a constituent.
Dispensations: There were none reported.
Cllr Hopfensperger rejoined the Committee as Chair at 11:10 am
The Chair altered the order of the agenda. The minutes reflect the revised order.

100.
Ipswich to Sidegate Lane School


Background

The Committee received a report at agenda item 9 which concerned an appeal for free home-to-school transport lodged by a parent whose child attended Sidegate Lane Primary School.  The appeal was on the grounds of the exceptional circumstances of the family. The report included:

· the appellant’s evidence

The appellant was invited to attend the meeting, but sent his apologies. However his County Councillor, Cllr Bryony Rudkin attended on his behalf.

The Head of Schools Infrastructure attended the meeting to present evidence and respond to questions.  The Business Manager for Passenger Transport was present to advise the Committee on procedural and policy matters.

Cllr Rudkin and the Head of Schools Infrastructure withdrew from the meeting at 11:30 am, while the Committee deliberated on the case.

Decision: 
The Committee decided to defer making a decision on this case.
Reasons for Decision:  The Committee decided that the information which had been provided was insufficient to make a decision on the case and requested further specific information.


Declarations of interest: None declared
Dispensations: There were none reported.
101.
Ashfield to Earl Soham Primary School

Background

The Committee received a report at agenda item 10 which concerned an appeal lodged by a parent whose children attended Earl Soham Primary School.  The appeal was on the grounds of the safety of the nearest available walking route between the family’s home and the bus stop. The report included:

· the appellant’s evidence

Prior to the Committee meeting, a site visit was held and members of the Committee carried out their own inspection of the route.

The appellant attended the meeting. The Road Safety Officer and the Passenger Transport Services Group Manager attended the meeting to present evidence and respond to questions.  The Business Manager for Passenger Transport was present to advise the Committee on procedural and policy matters.

The appellant, the Road Safety Officer and the Passenger Transport Services Group Manager withdrew from the meeting at 12:00 am, while the Committee deliberated on the case.

Decision: 
The Committee decided that the nearest available route between the family home and the bus stop was not dangerous for an accompanied child pedestrian of primary school age.
Reasons for Decision: The Committee considered the safety of the nearest available walking route between the family home and the bus stop. It noted that the route had been assessed by the Council’s Road Safety Officer as not dangerous for an accompanied child pedestrian of primary school age.  The detailed road safety report, setting out how the assessment had been carried out, was considered by the Committee.


The Committee noted that the appellant considered that the nearest available walking route was unsafe because the single track road was the access road to a local golf club and a private school. The appellant informed Members that there were many large cars that used the road and that they did not always drive at suitable speeds for the lane. The appellant also drew attention to the point at which it was necessary to cross the A1120; he was concerned about the visibility for people crossing the road and about the potential disruption to traffic caused by the bus pulling up at that point.
The Road Safety Officer informed Members that when he performed the original assessment, he walked the route just before 9:00 am and did not consider it to be of concern, He said that the visibility was adequate at the crossing point on the A1120, and there was no reason why the bus could not stop at the proposed stopping point.

Taking into account all the information provided and their own knowledge from the inspection of the route, the Committee decided that the nearest available walking route was not dangerous for an accompanied child pedestrian of primary school age because the step offs along the route were adequate and visibility at the crossing point of the A1120 was satisfactory.

Declarations of interest: None declared

Dispensations: There were none reported.
102.
Bury St Edmunds to Priory School

Background

The Committee received a report at agenda item 8 which concerned an appeal for free home-to-school transport lodged by a parent whose child would be attending the Priory School from September 2011.  The appeal was on the grounds of the family’s exceptional circumstances. The report included:

· the appellant’s evidence

· financial evidence from the family

· supporting information from the child’s current school
The appellant had been invited to attend the meeting or to send a representative, but sent her apologies and had no representative.

The Passenger Transport Services Group Manager attended the meeting to present evidence and respond to questions.  The Business Manager for Passenger Transport was present to advise the Committee on procedural and policy matters.

The Passenger Transport Services Group Manager withdrew from the meeting while the Committee deliberated on the case.

Decision: 
The Committee decided not to uphold the appeal.


Reasons for Decision:  The Committee appreciated the difficult situation that this family were in, but considered that it was possible for the family to reorganise their circumstances to ensure that the child was accompanied to the Priory School. However, Members did state that they would be willing to reconsider this decision if further evidence was provided.
Declarations of interest: There were none received.
Dispensations: There were none reported.

The meeting closed at 12:24 pm
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