Health and Safety Report to Governors.

This term Governors are asked to approve a number of Health and Safety policies. None are contentious and most are just being updated, one however, must give us pause for thought. 
The Accessibility plan which we are asking you to approve has limitations which as a Governing Body we must consider.
The limitations of the policy have knock on effects for several other issues including other policies and how we can encourage families to bring their children to our school.
All Saint’s School is accessible to all pupils, staff and visitors until we look at the first floor. At the back of the building there are classrooms on the first floor that are currently inaccessible to anyone with a disability and/or who has mobility issues. 
Whilst we can accommodate most access issues on the ground floor we restrict pupils, staff or visitors to the ground floor unless they are able to climb the stairs. In doing this we are not making our school truly inclusive. Pupils who might be at our school in the junior years would be unable to continue their education as part of the senior classes if they are unable to use the stairs. This applies to recruiting staff to teach these groups too.
A lift would in all probability solve the access concerns but comes at a cost and money we currently do not have.
A lift may not be the only answer, other schools in similar situations may have come up with alternative solutions, and grants and/or funding from the Local Authority may be available, these are things we need to investigate further. Might it be a capital expense and therefore an LCC responsibility? 
In the meantime we are currently unable to accommodate a pupil or adult with mobility issues except on the ground floor.
This may not seem like a big problem as we do not have any pupils or staff with difficulties right now but I ask you to consider that if you were a parent of such a child and you looked at our Accessibility plan would you consider our school suitable for that child’s education? 
Are we putting off potential families? Not only could we lose a pupil who could not access the school fully but possible siblings too. Are we in a position to lose those potential pupils because we cannot be an inclusive school? What does this say about us?
All we can do is react if a family with a child who has particular needs, for example sight, hearing or mobility, approaches us for a place at our school. We would have to see what help we may be able to get from the Local Authority to assist in getting us to the place we should already be at! Even if we get financial help to assist us there may be delay in getting equipment or building work done. Surely we need to consider being more pro-active rather than reactive only when approached?
My thoughts on the subject may not be seen as an urgent consideration but please think about how we may be perceived if we cannot offer the great education that we provide to some children because their needs are different.

I would recommend the Governing Body approves the Accessibility Plan with the proviso that we discuss the issues I have raised and determine our strategy for dealing with them.
The policies you are being asked to approve on Lockdown, Fire Evacuation, Emergency Evacuation Procedures have been amended to reflect the need to provide procedures to deal with pupils or adults who will need specific help in those situations.

Lynne Carter
22nd March 2021
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