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ANNEX 1
	Q1 - Do you have any comments or suggestions about Outcome 1 or the targets associated with it?

	

	· Cycling to rural schools could be dangerous where there are no cyclepaths and narrow roads, as can walking where there are no 
foot paths.

	· Firstly extend the age range for eligibility to all children in our schools i.e. to include F1 (formerly Reception age) children. If you start 
them off on the bus they are more likely to continue to use it. Secondly, when there are significant number of parents from a particular 

place (not eligible for transport) willing to pay a moderate fee for the bus route to be extended this should be allowed. This would 

contribute to the running costs of the buses and help meet your targets.

	· Good targets to aim for

	· No comment

	· we're in full support of Outcome 1 but need support in Henley for more crossings and cycle paths to ALL schools for the targets here
 to be realistic.

	· A good plan although as a small village school our efforts are not always as we would like them to be as pupils come in from other
areas.

	· I feel these targets are achievable, but this will require both education of parents, and incentives.

	· Schools need a range of tried and tested strategies for encouraging parents to share transport/use school bus.

	· Our school is located in a rural environment and consequently trips to school usually involve transport of one sort or another. By 
making the roads safer around the school there is potential to increase the number of bike users and pedestrians.


	Q2 - Do you have any comments or suggestions about Outcome 2 or the target associated with it?

	

	· Surely we should be aiming for zero?

	· If there is evidence that children only used to travelling in cars are more likely to be injured because they do not appreciate speed 
and risks could this information be shared with parents?  Encourage Footsteps and Cycling proficiency programmes.  Look at routes 

to schools to enable safe cycling/walking routes

	· Good target

	· Fund more Zebra Crossings

	· No comment

	· Couldn't possibly disgree!

	· Apparently the greatest danger to schoolchildren is other parents taking children to school by car, so if reduction in car journeys is

realised, this target could be bettered.


	· Schools to take up a concerted/written action in appropriate towns and villages to persuade the county to lower speeds to 20mph
· Surely the target should be zero? There is not enough info in the question to answer this - are we talking accidents in cars, by cars
 not involving cars?

	· some care is needed in presenting the target Child KSI figure - the 5-year baseline was used to smooth out the appreciable year
 to year variability in this data - to be consistent, we really should be measuring progress to the target in a similar way.
Q3 - Do you have any comments or suggestions about Outcome 3 or the target associated with it?

	

	· As long as it does not compromise childrens' safety. Will this be achieved by greater use of existing buses or more economical 
vehicles?

	· Send children on public buses whenever possible.  Also, "sell" trips by extending bus routes to parents from outside catchment, 
wherever this makes logistical sense i.e. where there is a suitable bus and a significant number of families from a particular location. 
Charges would need to be at kept moderate i.e. to cover the additional cost rather than full cost, at least initially to encourage take up.

	· Good idea

	· This will be very challenging if fuel/wage costs continue to escalate. Would it be better (and more achievable) to target reduction
"at current prices"

	· Again some our pupils use the school bus and couldn't get here any other way. Therefore we may not be able to help much with
 this target.

	· Why can't the walking bus work for larger groups?

	· If costs are passed back to parents, car usage will increase, especially in rural areas.


	Q4 - Do you have any comments or suggestions about Outcome 4 or would you like to propose a target to be associated with it?

	

	· Use of "greener" buses and provision of safe cycle and pedestrian paths

	· Reducing the number of cars used to transfer children from out of catchment by transferring them to buses would help with this.
 Also, broker via the internet clear information for parents about public transport available and a share your car journey link that would 
enable parents to find out if there are other families willing to share transport from a school to their locality. School offices do not have 
free time to do this.

	· Good idea

	· Fund more Zebra Crossings

	· Should the target extend to include NOX and other emissions? Should there be encouragement to move to Euro V engines?

	· As an ECO school we hold regular assemblies and themed weeks with regard to reducing CO2 emissions. This helps to raise 
awareness.  We use a balloon activity to demonstrate the level of CO2 usage. We need to make sure that pupils are involved in this 
as they are the adults of the future.

	· If mass transport is used the CO2 reduction could be in the region of 90% as innovative technology could be utilised, but this
 requires investment

	· Give schools guidance/tools for arriving at an approximate measure of CO2 used on say, driving to and from school, some possible 
actions stakeholders can take, then a way of measuring at the end of period of time.

	· Ensure the transport used is of low emmittance i.e. transport in good working order. Perhaps the public transport/school transport 
should be battery run as are some container transport/lorries.


	Q5 - any other comments or suggestions about the draft strategy:

	

	· If there is no safe route for cycling or walking that a school can identify then they need to be able to pass it back to OCC who need
 to review the locality (and use Sustrans funding as appropriate) to develop suitable routes. It is not within the capacity of a school to deal
with Town or Parish councils or other landowners to broker improvements.

	· The figures in 2.6 and 2.7 are confusing. In 2.6 98,000 total and 82,600 age 5 to 16 is broken down to 88,400 (but even this is
 incorrect and should sum 88,300). Total in 2.7 is 87,600.  This could impact on measuring progress

	· Current system of charging year 12 and 13 children encourages car usage.

	· The bus company contracts have all been renewed and start from 2nd June. At the moment our new contract is not compatible with
 the strategy, as the new company are unwilling to pick up from the same pick up points as the previous company and thus parents are 
having to drive pupils to the bus. Some have even suggested not using the bus any more. I hope that this problem can be sorted out.

	· Oxfordshire do a lot of good work in this area and I regret we are not doing more to help. The other pressures on small schools
 means initiatives like this are marginalised unless you find a hard working enthusiast!


