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1
PURPOSE

1.1
To consider the Committee’s response to proposals to withdraw school bus services in Ribble Valley.

1.2
Relevance to the Council’s ambitions and priorities:

· Council Ambitions – The issues in this report relate to helping to make people’s lives safer and healthier.

· Community Objectives – The Community Strategy seeks to promote access for all to services and promote sustainable development.

· Corporate Priorities -  None directly.

· Other Considerations – None.

2
BACKGROUND

2.1
Lancashire County Council have carried out a review of school bus services which failed to meet the County Council’s financial criteria.  Representations have been previously made about the loss of services in Ribble Valley.

2.2
In response to objections the County Council deferred the withdrawal of school bus services pending a further review at the end of 2006.  Revised fare structures were also introduced as part of that process.  The review has now been completed following the monitoring of bus services during the winter term (September – December 2006).  A number of services as a result of that review are now deemed to fail the County Council’s 40% revenue/cost criteria and will be considered for withdrawal by the County Cabinet Member for Sustainable Development at his meeting on the 1 March 2007.  A schedule of the services to be considered for withdrawal are set out in Appendix A.  Only one out of four services reviewed meet the criteria and is therefore not being considered for withdrawal.  This service is set out in Appendix B.

3
THE COUNCIL’S RESPONSE

3.1
Clearly there is concern that rural transport services continue to be reduced.  It is suggested that an objection should be made in response to the proposed withdrawal of services as a matter of principle.  Whilst measures are indicated to make alternative arrangements where possible, in one case, service 672 there are no alternative bus services, consequently no alternative provision is proposed.  This service currently provides for both secondary and primary school children.

3.2
In regard to one of the services, service 855, there are other school services available, together with a commercial service that operates along the route, therefore withdrawal of that service is likely to have less impact.

4
RISK ASSESSMENT

4.1
The approval of this report may have the following implications:

· Resources – None.

· Technical, Environmental and Legal – None.

· Political – No direct political implications.

· Reputation – The Council has a role to consider issues that will directly affect Ribble Valley residents.

5
RECOMMENDED THAT COMMITTEE
5.1
 Instruct the Director of Development Services to advise the County Council of this Council’s growing concern at any reductions in public transport provision available to Ribble Valley residents.

DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

BACKGROUND PAPERS

1
None.

For further information please ask for Colin Hirst, extension 4503.
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