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REPORT TO CABINET


20 July 2010
TITLE OF REPORT:
Review of School Crossing Patrol Service  
REPORT OF:

Paul Dowling, Group Director, Development and Enterprise  
Purpose of the Report 

1. The report considers the background and current national guidelines apply to the provision of a School Crossing Patrol (SCP) Service and seeks approval for the establishment of a revised policy for such provision in Gateshead.  


Background 

2. SCPs are empowered to operate ‘at such times as the Authority   thinks fit’ to stop traffic to help anyone (child or adult) to cross the road, whether or not they are travelling to and from school. SCP sites should continue to be established however by reference to an Authority’s adopted criteria based on the number of children walking to and from school at the site in question.

3. National guidance and criteria have been developed to provide appropriate advice on good practice in relation to the provision of an SCP Service, including whether a site should be considered  as justified or not. This guidance, entitled ‘Road Safety GB School Crossing Patrol Service Guidelines’, was comprehensively revised in June 2008 and was last updated in June 2010.

Proposal 

4. Drawing on and adapting national advice and guidance in the context of local circumstances, a number of amendments to the existing SCP Service operation are suggested. These amendments, which seek to deliver a more effective and efficient operation in accordance with best practice considerations are set down below and are reviewed in more detail in Appendix 1. 

5. Some of the main points contained within the overarching national guidelines document are set out in Appendix 2.

6. The current Gateshead Council local policy regarding the establishment and operation of an SCP Service is set down in Appendix 3. The policy established a budget ceiling within which SCP requirements are to be met and defines criteria in relation to post justification. A suggested revised policy is set down in Appendix 4.

7. Details of how pedestrian/vehicular conflict is measured and the suggested revised threshold are set down in Appendix 5. A revised view on the provision of SCPs to be accommodated within a revised budget is put forward in Appendix 6.  

8. It is considered that an improved supervisory regime should be put in place in accordance with national guidelines. An additional part time member of staff with supervisory duties would be required. Consequent service improvement and budgeting implications are considered in more detail in Appendix 7.

9. It is suggested that lunchtime provision of SCPs be phased out (except where particular circumstances prevail). The budgetary and service implications of the proposed cessation of lunch time provision are considered in Appendix 8. The overall revised budgeting position is set down in Appendix 9.

10. Other service efficiencies are proposed although it should be noted that the suggested revised policy would not be considered to be wholly prescriptive in that at any potential site local circumstances justifying provision of an SCP may be permitted by the Head of Transport and Highways following discussion with the Cabinet Member for Transport. A number of associated concerns are addressed in appendix 10.
11. The background to and principles of the emerging review were considered by the Sustainable Communities Place Advisory Group at their Meeting on 8 June 2010. The minutes of the Meeting are set out in appendix 11. The views of the advisory Committee have been taken into consideration during the preparation of the final proposals. 
Recommendations

12. It is recommended that Cabinet:  
i)
Adopts the general principles of the national School Crossing Patrol Service Guidelines approves the revised School Crossing Patrol Policy as set out in Appendix 4.
ii) Notes the budgetary implications associated with the implementation of the revised policy as set out in appendix 9.
iii) Approves the establishment of a new post of School Crossing Patrol Supervisor (part time), details of which are set out in Appendix 5.

iv) Notes the content of the minutes of the Sustainable Communities Place Advisory Group meeting which is set out in appendix 11.


For the following reasons:
i)
To assist in the establishment and delivery of an efficient and effective school crossing patrol service, which is fit for the future.

ii)
To support the Council’s objectives for road safety, safer routes to school and walking and cycling to school.

CONTACT:  Nick Clennett, extension: 2526
PLAN REF: 2567
APPENDIX 1


Policy Context 

1.   The proposals are in line with the vision for Gateshead set out in Vision 2030 of ‘local people realising their future potential, enjoying the best quality of life in a healthy, safe, prosperous and sustainable Gateshead.’ They contribute to the Corporate Plan by improving accessibility, connectivity and economic prosperity (priority 4) and ensuring a sustainable Gateshead (priority 6). The proposals also support strategies contained within the UDP, local Agenda 21 and the Tyne and Wear Local Transport Plan.


Background

2. School Crossing Patrols were first established by the School Crossing Patrol Act 1953. SCPs are provided under the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 as amended by the Transport Act 2000. The 1984 Act gives the Council the power to appoint SCP’s to help children cross the road on their way to and from school, or from one part of the school to another, between specified hours. Section 270 of the Transport Act 2000 amended the aforementioned 1984 Act to permit patrols to operate ‘at such times as the Authority thinks fit’ to stop traffic to help anyone (child or adult) to cross the road whether or not they are travelling to or from school.

3. Although the law now allows   SCPs to stop traffic to help anyone cross the road, SCP sites should continue to be established by reference to an authority’s adopted criteria based on the number of children walking to and from school at the site in question. 

4. National Guidance and criteria have been developed to provide appropriate advice on good practice in relation to the provision of a SCP Service, including whether a site should be considered as justified or not. This guidance, entitled ‘Road Safety GB School Crossing Patrol Service Guidelines’, was last comprehensively revised in June 2008 and was last updated in June 2010.

5. Even when an SCP is provided, parents and carers of children remain responsible for ensuring their safety, just as they do when other crossing facilities such as a zebra, pelican or puffin is provided. 

Proposal – Amendment to the Existing SCP Policy

6. Some of the main points and recommendations contained within the overarching national guidelines document are set out in Appendix 2. A number of amendments to the existing SCP Service operation are suggested which draw on and amend these guidelines in the light of local circumstance.

7. The current Gateshead Council local policy is set down in Appendix 3. Budgetary provision is made which would allow approximately 71 SCPs to be established at the start and end of the school day and at lunchtimes. (NB each site is required to be covered for a specific time period dependent upon local conditions. An exact correlation between budgetary provision and a maximum permitted number of SCPs cannot therefore be determined). Site justification is based on an assessment of the level of conflict that occurs between school children and vehicles at the site. Conflict is measured in accordance with criteria and advice set out in the national guidelines. The threshold to be achieved following which provision is held to be justified is far less onerous locally than that proposed by the national guidelines.

8. A suggested revised policy is set down in Appendix 4. This proposes a change to the threshold value above which a site is considered justified, a change to the maximum permitted number of SCP sites that can be established within the budget, the cessation of lunchtime SCP provision, the cessation of site establishment at light controlled crossings and the cessation of the site establishment where numbers of children crossing in the busiest 30 minute period is less than 15. There may be particular circumstances that could lead the Head of Transport and Highways in consultation with the Cabinet member responsible for Transport, to conclude that a site should be retained. The revised policy is not considered to be wholly prescriptive in this regard.
9. Details of how pedestrian/vehicular conflict is measured and the suggested revised threshold are set down in Appendix 5. How this relates to a revised budget is considered in Appendix 6.

10. It is considered that an improved supervisory regime should be put in place in accordance with national guidelines. A requirement for an additional part time member of staff working 20 hours per week, term time only is identified. Justification for this proposed post and the consequent budgeting implications are considered in Appendix 7.

11. It is suggested that lunchtime provision of SCPs be phased out (except where particular circumstances prevail).  For the great majority of existing sites there is little justification for retention of lunchtime patrols, few if any, children cross with patrols during the lunchtime period at the majority of the sites and many of the schools now operate a policy under which children are discouraged to leave the premises during the lunchtime period. The issue is examined in greater detail in Appendix 8.

12. In conclusion, it is believed that effective provision of the SCP Service will be enhanced by establishment of an SCP Supervisor role. In addition a planned approach to the reduction of lunchtime provision of SCP’s and a more rigorous approach to site justification will provide financial flexibility and will be in accordance with ‘best value’ considerations.

Finance
13. The overall revised budgetary position, should the recommendations contained in this report be approved is set down in Appendix 9. The financial implications of the review can be accommodated at no additional cost to the Council’s Revenue budget. Indeed significant attributable savings will be made in the 2011/12 financial year with lesser additional savings likely in the following five years.


Consultation

14. The Cabinet Members for Economy, Housing and Transport, Safer, Stronger   Communities and Culture and Children and Young People have been consulted on the proposals outlined in the report.

15. A number of general concerns and issues were raised during consultation and the further responsive views of the Head of Transport and Highways are set out in appendix 10. 
16. The Proposals were considered and discussed by the Sustainable Communities Place Advisory Group at their meeting on 8 June 2010. The minutes of the meeting are set out in appendix 11.

Alternative Options

17. There are a number of possible alternative options ranging from cessation of delivery of this non-statutory function to provision of an SCP on demand. It is suggested that the appropriate option is to closely align the Council’s policies with the national guidelines thereby providing an efficient, effective and defensible service.    

Implications of Recommended Option 

17.
Financial Implications – The Strategic Director, Finance and ICT confirms that, if the recommendations of this report are agreed, then the revised structure can be accommodated within the existing budgets with the potential savings of around £50,000.
18.
Risk Management Implications – The risk associated with the proposed course of action is that potentially fewer SCPs will operate on the borough’s roads and that they will not be present over the lunchtime period. There are few children currently crossing with a SCP at lunchtime, however, and many schools discourage pupils from leaving the premises at that time. In addition, the responsibility for ensuring the safety of children travelling to and from school is and must remain, a parental one.
19.
Human Resources Implications   – Discussions are to be held with Human Resources regarding the grading of the supervisory post in accordance with Job Evaluation considerations.
20.
Equality and Diversity Implications – the EINA has been reviewed in the light of the adopted policy and that there is no identified impact in terms of Equality and Diversity 

21.
Crime and Disorder Implications - There are no crime and disorder implications.
22.
Health Implications - Consolidation of the future provision of a SCP Service will benefit local communities as there will be a safer local environment. The proposals are consistent with the Council’s objectives for road safety and safer routes to school. Walking, which has clear health benefits, would also be encouraged. 
23.
Sustainability Implications – The proposal will contribute to the Council’s objectives for encouraging more sustainable modes of travel such as walking.
24.
Human Rights Implications – The are no human rights implications
25.
Area and Ward Implications – There will be implications for all wards within 
Gateshead.
Background Information

26.
Road Safety GB School Crossing Patrol Service Guidelines June 2010.
APPENDIX 2

Road Safety GB 
School Crossing Patrols Service Guidelines

Summary of Main Points Relevant to Current Review

1.
Parental Responsibility: All Authorities’ policies should make it clear that parents are responsible for ensuring their children are able to travel to school safely, whether or not the Authority is able to provide safer routes or safer crossing facilities.

2.
Responsibility for the Service: The SCP Service should be operated and managed by one department only, namely the department responsible for Highways, Traffic and Engineering.

3.
Staffing: Authorities should ensure that satisfactory staffing levels to provide and supervise a safe and efficient SCP Service are maintained.  Effective and efficient administrative and clerical support should be available to ensure a quick and appropriate response to all problems that may arise.

4.
All SCPs should be supervised regularly and monitored at least twice a term, and written records kept.  A risk assessment for each SCP site should be conducted and reviewed yearly.

5.
Sites should be established, using the Authority’s adopted criteria, based on the number of children walking to and from school and traffic flows at the site in question.  There are recommended criteria in the National Guidelines.

6.
It is not necessary for SCPs to work on pelican, puffin, toucan crossings or traffic signal sites which incorporate a pedestrian phase (unless there are exceptional circumstances).

7.
Sites having fewer than 15 children crossing the road in the busiest 30 minute period of survey should not be considered for establishment of an SCP.

APPENDIX 3

Current School Crossing Patrol Policy

A.
Any site which achieves a PV2* rating greater than 2 x 106 taking into account requisite multiplying factors is justified as a school crossing patrol site subject to the proviso that it can be considered suitable as determined by the Head of Transport and Highways.

B.
Every effort should be made to establish a school crossing patrol at a justified site at the earliest opportunity although at no time would the salary cost of school crossing patrols exceed the identified budget allocation for any given year. NB. The current budget allocation correlates to an approximate maximum provision of 71 sites.
C.
Any site which does not achieve a PV2 rating greater than 2 x 106 taking into account multiplying factors is not justified as a school crossing patrol site.

D.
On the resignation/retirement of a patrol at a non-justified site then the post/site will be disestablished.


N.B. It is not proposed that any existing operational sites be terminated (except in exceptional circumstances which would need to be determined by Cabinet).

*
The value of PV2 is achieved by calculating the total number of child pedestrians (P) and multiplying it with the square of the total number of vehicles from the same consecutive 30 minute period to produce the product PV2.

APPENDIX 4

Revised School Crossing Patrol Policy (Proposed)

A.
Any site which achieves a PV2* rating greater than 4 x 106 taking into account requisite multiplying factors is justified as a school crossing patrol site subject to the proviso that it can be considered suitable by the Head of Transport and Highways. This then accords with the recommended threshold level set down in the National Guidelines.
B.
Every effort should be made to establish a school crossing patrol at a justified site at the earliest opportunity although at no time would the salary cost of school crossing patrol provision exceed the identified budget allocation for any given year.
C.
Any site which does not achieve a PV2 rating greater than 4 x 106 taking into account multiplying factors is not justified as a school crossing patrol site.

D.
On the resignation/retirement of a patrol at a non-justified site than the post/site will be disestablished.


N.B. It is not proposed that any existing operational sites be terminated (unless exceptional circumstances apply, which would need to be determined by Cabinet).

E.
School crossing patrol provision over the lunch time period will be phased out.

F.
On the resignation/retirement of a patrol at a justified site which currently also undertakes lunchtime duties then the provision of lunch time duty will be discontinued when a new postholder is appointed.


N.B. it is not proposed that lunchtime duties be discontinued at an existing operational site (unless the operative actively seeks such discontinuation or unless exceptional circumstances apply).
G.
There will be no school crossing provision at a signal controlled crossing i.e. at a pelican, puffin or toucan crossing and at a junction subject to traffic signal control which benefits from a pedestrian phase.

H.
There will be no school crossing patrol provision at a site where the total number of pedestrians crossing does not exceed 15 during the busiest 30 minute period.

I.
Following the resignation/retirement of a patrol at a site described by G and/or H then the post/site will be disestablished.


N.B. It is not proposed that any existing operational sites be terminated (unless exceptional circumstance apply), which will need to be determined by Cabinet.

J.
At any potential site covered by G, H and/or I above, local circumstances justifying provision may be taken into account by the Head of Transport and Highways.

K.        Continued employment beyond the state retirement age will be considered. Patrols working beyond retirement age will be subject to an annual medical to ensure that they continue to be able to fulfil their duties.
*
The value of PV2 is achieved by calculating the total number of child pedestrians (P) and multiplying it with the square of the total number of vehicles from the same consecutive 30 minutes period to produce the product PV2.

APPENDIX 5

Measurement of Child Protection/Vehicular Conflict

1.
Flows of child pedestrians crossing the road on their way to and from school are generally concentrated into a short period of time.  The heaviest pedestrian and vehicular flows usually occur between 8.15 and 9.15.  Site surveys should generally be conducted during this period although sometimes it is appropriate to survey the afternoon period also.

2.
The procedure for determining whether an SCP site is justified comprises five parts:-

i)
Count of pedestrians and vehicles

ii)
Calculation of PV2 rating.

iii)
Comparison with adopted criteria threshold level.

iv)
Consideration of 'adjustment factors' as set out in national guidelines.

v)
Consideration of other relevant circumstances.

3.
The recommended threshold value suggested within the national guidelines is PV2 rating greater than 4 x 106.  It is suggested that this value which is widely used throughout the country, be adopted as the local threshold for Gateshead within a revised school crossing patrol policy.

APPENDIX 6

Revised School Crossing Patrol Policy (proposed)

Consideration Pertaining to Ongoing Site Provision
1. The current maximum number of sites that is permitted within the current budgeting provision is approximately 71.  This is made up of 49 currently in post and 22 vacant posts.
2. On adoption of the revised PV2 threshold of 4 x 106, 44 of the 49 current postholders would continue to be justified.  Of the vacant posts 13 of the 22 would continue to be justified in accordance with the most recently obtained survey information. However 4 of these posts are located at light controlled crossings, 1 is outside of a school that has recently closed and 2 have less than 15 children crossing during the busiest period. Should new guidelines be adopted then the actual number of vacant, justified posts may fall to 6.
3. Other potential posts, which may be requested, could achieve the revised threshold value following survey.  Whilst it may be necessary to make provision for this eventuality in the future, at present it is anticipated that new post provision will be accommodated within the budgetary provision made for any given year.
4. In 2011/12 it is appropriate to make an overall budgetary provision which would allow retention of those currently filled posts, some of which provide lunchtime cover. The budget allocation needs to be sufficient to allow the establishment of currently vacant posts which remain justified under the proposed revised threshold.(The currently vacant posts would be established at school start and finish times only and would not provide lunchtime cover). 

5. In future years it is intended that lunchtime provision be phased out and it is also anticipated that 5 posts, currently filled, which do not achieve the revised threshold, would be disestablished on falling vacant. Sites at light controlled crossing points and those where less than 15 children are habitually crossed in any one session would also be critically examined and may be disestablished on falling vacant.

NB – further consideration in relation to the cessation of lunchtime provision is set out in appendix 8.

APPENDIX 7

Improved Supervisory Regime

1.
School Crossing Patrols are essentially a road crossing facility (one of the many traffic management options available to highway and traffic engineers, alongside facilities such as zebra and puffin crossings).  Indeed, their establishment should be very much part of an Authority's overall provision of safe crossing facilities.  Although SCP's are often closely associated with individual schools their main role is one of road safety, rather than education.

2.
In the national guidelines it is recommended that one department take overall responsibility for the day to day management of the service.  It is suggested therein that best practice dictates that the department responsible for highways, traffic and engineering manage the SCP service.

3.
Within Gateshead the management and supervisory function is undertaken wholly by staff within the Council's Road Safety Team in the Transport and Highways Service.

4.
It is necessary to ensure that satisfactory staffing levels to manage and supervise a safe and efficient SCP Service are maintained.  This is demanding of staff resource time and it would be beneficial if a supervisory resource could be established to share the load and to perform more of the day to day tasks under the direction of more senior members of the road safety team thereby releasing those officers to spend more time undertaking strategic education, training and promotional initiatives.

5.
It is suggested therefore that an improved supervisory regime should be put in place in accordance with national guidance.  One part time supervisory staff resource would contribute to improved service provision in the following ways:

i)
Consistent and regular monitoring of performance and provision of training opportunities would ensure an appropriate level of service and improvement in individual performance.

ii)
Ongoing or emerging problems would be identified at an earlier stage than at present.

iii)
Site conditions would be regularly inspected and defects would be rectified more quickly.

iv)
SCP personnel are likely to value and benefit from a clearer line management structure with regular line management contact.

v)
Improved recording, sickness monitoring, achievement and development and risk management procedures would be developed.

vi)
 Supervision would be consistent and regular; pressures of other duties would not interfere.

vii)
Other duties could be undertaken by the supervisory resource e.g. site surveys and providing emergency cover for the first period of absence at particular sites or providing cover for planned absences at particularly difficult sites.

APPENDIX 8

Cessation of Lunchtime Provision of SCP

1. It is considered appropriate to phase out lunchtime provision of school crossing patrols (except where particular extenuating circumstances may prevail).  It is not intended that any change in conditions be forced upon current staff.
2. For the great majority of existing sites there is little or no justification for retention of lunchtime patrols. Many schools operate a policy under which pupils are discouraged to leave the premises during the lunchtime period. Even when this is not the case few (if any) children cross with patrols during the lunchtime period.  Those that do are often accompanied by a parent or carer.  The associated vehicular traffic is light.

3. For some potential applicants lunchtime duties are a disincentive to recruitment breaking up the day for little additional remuneration.  Recent appointments have established a number of contracts which exclude lunchtime provision as site inspections have determined that such provision was not necessary.

4. There are currently 49 established sites with SCP's in post.  Of these only 23 currently undertake lunchtime duties.  This may include postholders who would voluntarily wish to relinquish lunch time duties.

5. It is suggested that no new contracts are established which include lunchtime provision (unless particular, extenuating circumstances prevail). Remaining sites are allowed to fall vacant naturally with replacements being appointed under the 'no lunchtime' policy.

6. Vacant sites, which continue to be justified under the revised threshold, total 13 at present (although other considerations detailed in appendix 6 may cause that number to be reduced to 6). Unless particular extenuating circumstances prevail as and when the vacant sites are filled lunchtime provision will not be contracted.

APPENDIX 9

Revised Budgetary Position (Proposed)

1.
The school crossing patrols salary budget item currently makes provision for approximately 71 school crossing patrols and an associated budget of £302,000. Savings of £10,000 (DE4) in the current year have already been confirmed resulting in an indicative 2010/11 budget of £292,000.
2.
There are currently 49 school crossing patrols in post.  Of the vacant posts only 13 would achieve the revised PV2 threshold of 4 x 106. Of these, a further 4 would be disestablished because they are located at a Pelican crossing site and 1 because an associated school has recently relocated. On adoption of the revised threshold, budgetary provision in 2011/12 of £226,025 would accommodate the salary cost of SCP provision (including lunchtime cover where appropriate) and would contain sufficient flexibility to allow establishment of any newly identified posts. 

3.
The proposed new supervisory post would account for a further £7,650 (subject to Job Evaluation) resulting in an identified budget requirement of £233,673 in 2011/12. This would permit a further reduction in the SCP budget of approximately £50,000 to be achieved, which could fund other potential developments within the service and may also contribute to savings
4.
Further savings will accrue in future years as the number of justified posts is likely to continue to reduce whilst the number of postholders continuing to operate during the lunchtime period will gradually fall. Additionally, posts at light controlled crossings would also be disestablished as and when they fall vacant. Consideration would also be given to the disestablishment of posts where less than 15 children habitually cross at a single session.
APPENDIX 10

Disestablishment of SCP Post – Associated Concerns 

1. It is likely that road safety concerns will be voiced by parent/ carers and other interested parties each time a SCP post is disestablished, particularly if the site has been operational for a long period of time.

2. In this circumstance the Council’s road safety team will provide an explanation of the Council’s policy, and how the decision to disestablish a post, was determined to each affected school for dissemination to parents/ carers. It will also provide advice on road safety and safer routes to school.

3. A traffic regulation order allowing enforcement of a ‘no stopping’ zone as denoted by school zig zag markings at all schools is now applicable at school entrances throughout the Borough. Enforcement strategies commenced in Autumn 2009.
4. Within town centres, district and local centres, the local residential areas, and near schools it has been proposed that 20 mph would become the usual or default speed limit of choice. Where SCP sites have been disestablished the Head of Transport and Highways will consider the merits and justification for the introduction of a 20mph speed limit or zone. Should such introduction be considered appropriate and feasible then it would be progressed within a current Integrated Transport Capital Programme.

5. When a site is considered for disestablishment on the basis of agreed protocol the particular site circumstances will be reviewed by the Head of Transport and Highways to determine whether any special considerations should apply which may lead to the retention of the site in question. The approach to this review will be robust and consistent.

6. For the foreseeable future no change will be made to the conditions pertaining to the employment of existing operatives. It is only when a post falls vacant that the site will be reviewed in accordance with the agreed protocol.

7. Finally, it should be emphasised once again that whether or not an SCP is provided, parents/carers remain responsible for their children’s safety, just as they do when a controlled crossing facility such as a puffin or zebra crossing is provided.

APPENDIX 11

Sustainable Communities Place Advisory Group 

8 June 2010

Report to Cabinet


Purpose of the Meeting

The views of the Advisory Group were sought on:

The implications of the review of the school crossing patrol service, specifically:-

· Revise the threshold for justification of sites in line with national guidance.

· Cease lunchtime School Crossing Patrol (SCP) provision.

·  Cease provision at light controlled crossings.

· Cease provision where few pedestrians cross.

· Introduce a part time supervisor

· The continuation of support for the engineering apprentice scheme.

The Advisory Group raised the following issues:

· The Group noted that the proposed changes are in line with national guidance and considered that overall the proposals provide a forward thinking, common sense approach.

· The Group supported the discontinuation of the lunchtime SCP provision as it was recognised that across the borough there is a now a general policy of keeping pupils on school premises at lunch times. However, the Group was concerned that there may be specific instances where extenuating / changing circumstances would need to be considered to assess whether lunch time cover would need to be retained and the Group noted consideration of such circumstances would form part of the overall process. 

· The Group also supported the discontinuation of provision at light controlled crossings and also at sites where few pedestrians cross and the introduction of a part time supervisor to enable risk assessment of sites and replacement of broken equipment.

· The Group was concerned to ensure that where the Council proposes to remove any SCP sites that comprehensive steps are taken to consult/ inform local schools and communities to ensure that they are fully aware of the situation and road safety advice provided.

· The Group also considered that it was important that parents be reminded of their responsibility for ensuring the safety of their children.

· The Group was fully supportive of proposals to continue support for the engineering apprentice scheme and felt it was common sense to adopt such an approach.

· The Group noted that there have been issues around retaining numbers of SCPs and suggested that in the future consideration could be given to examining whether the role of street crossing patrol should form part of the role of neighbourhood wardens.

Members present: 
Councillors B Goldsworthy, S Ronchetti, J Lee

Other Members present: 
Councillors D Boyes, J McElroy

Chairman:


Councillor J Eagle

Officers present:
Nick Clennett (Head of Transport and Highways), Ian Gibson (Traffic Planning and Engineering Manager, Transport and Highways), Maureen Laverick ( Road Safety officer, Transport and Highways) 

Democratic Services

Officer:
Angela Frisby

� EMBED Word.Picture.8  ���





26








_1036568503.doc
[image: image1.png]Gateshead

Council







