1. Report of the Portfolio Committee on Basic Education concerning the Petition from residents of Greater Edenvale in Gauteng, calling on the Assembly to investigate pressure on schools in the Edenvale area and the fact that no state schools are planned in Greenstore to accommodate the increasing numbers of learners, submitted in terms of Rule 347 (Mr M Waters), dated 15 May 2018.
The Portfolio Committee on Basic Education, having considered the Petition from residents of Greater Edenvale in Gauteng, calling on the Assembly to investigate pressure on schools in the Edenvale area and the fact that no state schools are planned in Greenstore to accommodate the increasing numbers of learners, submitted in terms of Rule 347 (Mr M Waters), reports as follows:
On Wednesday, 18 April 2018, the Portfolio Committee on Basic Education convened a meeting to consider the Petition from residents of Greater Edenvale in Gauteng, calling on the Assembly to investigate pressure on schools in the Edenvale area and the fact that no state schools are planned in Greenstore to accommodate the increasing number of learners, submitted in terms of Rule 347 brought by Hon M Waters MP. The Portfolio Committee also called the Department of Basic Education (DBE as well as the Gauteng Department of Education (GDE) to form part of the meeting to give their perspective and response to the Petition.

1. Petition by Hon M Waters MP
The Petition from Hon Waters was submitted to, and received by, the Speaker of Parliament and tabled on 28 November 2017 (ATC No 175 – 2017). The Petition was accompanied by approximately 360 signatures from disgruntled residents of the affected areas. 

Hon Waters gave a broad overview of the petition tabled. He mentioned that the Greenstore area had undergone extensive development in the past few years. However, with the development in Greenstore, the Gauteng Department of Education (GDE) had made no plans to build extra public schools to service learners from the growing community. Parents had no option but to send learners to neighbouring areas (e.g. Edenvale). According to Hon Waters, schools in the neighbouring areas were experiencing an overflow of learners and could no longer accommodate additional learners as they were filled to capacity. Learners were forced to travel long distances to schools in the Edenvale and neighbouring areas at considerable cost. Hon Waters was also concerned with the quality of learning and teaching at these schools with large learner enrolments.  


Hon Waters indicated that he had personally visited all schools in the Edenvale area and principals had indicated that they were unable to accommodate additional learners at their respective schools. Hon Waters was of the view that the Department had reneged on their reponsibility of affording quality and accessible education for affected learners. He further shared his Parliamentary Questions to the Minister of Basic Education on the matter and the  replies received, which Hon Waters was not fully satisfied with.

2. Input by the Gauteng Department of Education (GDE) – Mr E Mosuwe (Head of Department)
Mr Mosuwe indicated that the Gauteng Department of Education (GDE), on receipt of the petition, developed a comprehensive response. In his presentation, Mr Mosuwe gave a broad overview of the size and shape of the GDE. He also gave a detailed overview of the following:

· The number of institutions;

· The number of educators;

· The number of learners; and
· The number of Fee and No-Fee Schools. 

Mr Mosuwe further touched on the matter of in-migration of learners entering from outside of Gauteng, which is a particular feature for the Gauteng Province. He further spoke on learner growth in Gauteng public schools between 2010 – 2017 as well as learner numbers in ordinary schools by grade and gender. 

In respect of infrastructure planning, Mr Mosuwe gave a detailed overview of the following key elements that drive planning for schools in the province:

· Data collection (New schools, Additions to extensions and Rehabilitation);

· Needs analysis;

· Project identification;

· Prioritisation of identified needs; and

· Budgeting.


Mr Mosuwe indicated that the Department also visited schools to determine space through a capacity audit. The Department only declared that a particular school was full based on the results of the audit. Mr Mosuwe gave a basic method for analysing the need for a new school. He further gave a broad geographic synopsis of the Gauteng Province and Districts serviced. Gauteng was the epicentre of urbanisation and experienced the highest densities of all provinces.  Density, demand and supply for land, competition for land, urbanisation rate, socio-economic status of people, etc. made land in Gauteng one of the scarcest and expensive commodity in South Africa. The Department had no option but to acquire the sites in order to roll out schools with the aim of matching demands of increasing number of learners.

In respect of the Petition, the Department had conducted a study that showed that schools around the area were populated by learners from Tembisa and Alexandra with the following schools catering for these learners:

· Nobel Primary School – This school was about two kilometres radius away from the area in question and was populated by learners from Tembisa and Alexandra. These learners were transported privately by parents to schools.

· Eastleigh Primary School - This school was also about three kilometres radius away from the area in question and was populated by learners from Tembisa and Alexandra. These learners were transported privately by parents to schools.

· Edenglen Primary School - This school was also about three kilometres radius away from the area in question and was populated by learners from Tembisa and Alexandra. These learners were transported privately by parents to schools. 


A study had shown that only one school in the vicinity of Greenstore was above 100 percent in terms of its capacity. The remainder of schools were not fully occupied hence there was no need for a school to be built in the area. There was also the challenge that the Edenvale area did not have available sites for the construction of school infrastructure. 

There was a minimum of three (3) schools located within the Greenstore and Greater Edenvale areas. The areas in question were fairly dense, however, the existing schools were believed to complement existing population numbers. The areas in question were highly built up without adequately sized vacant properties available. The residential areas in question were substantially serviced by commercial and industrial land users (bordering along the northern and eastern areas), which had limited residential development and thus less population numbers.

The predominant number of learners came from the areas of Alexandra and Tembisa. Even with the additional learners that came from the surrounding areas of Alexandra and Tembisa, the existing primary schools were still not fully occupied to capacity. This further indicated that learners who resided within the Greenstore and Edenvale areas, were attending schools that were not located within their area. The distance travelled by learners from the Alexandra area to the Edenvale area measured approximately seven (7) kilometres while the distance travelled by learners from the Tembisa area to the Edenvale area measured approximately 16 kilometres. There was a further challenge that the Alexandra and Tembisa areas were in themselves highly dense and built up areas (far exceeding densities of Greenstore and Edenvale) with no sizeable vacant properties available. 
The two (2) closest located sites which were large enough to accommodate a school were located within the area of Terenure and Edleen, seven (7) kilometres away from the Edenvale area. These school sites were located approximately 7km away from the Tembisa area, meaning the construction of a school on these sites could service this area.

In conclusion, Mr Mosuwe indicated that the study showed that the Greenstore and Greater Edenvale areas did not warrant new school infrastructure, as the existing schools were not fully occupied to capacity. It was clear that the parents within these areas preferred having their children attending schools outside of the area. Considering the existing residential densities within the areas in question, the existing schools were adequate to service these areas. The unavailability of sites in general, let alone adequately sized sites, contributed to the inability to construct new schools.

3. Conclusion
The Portfolio Committee on Basic Education, having considered the Petition from residents of Greater Edenvale, calling on the Assembly to investigate pressure on schools in the Edenvale area and the fact that no state schools are planned in Greenstore to accommodate the increasing numbers of learners, submitted in terms of Rule 347, concludes as follows:
· The information and documentation submitted by the Gauteng Department of Education in response to the Petition sufficiently addresses the matters raised in the Petition.
· The Portfolio Committee is satisfied that the response from the Gauteng Department of Education is adequate in addressing the concerns raised by the Petitioners.
· The Portfolio Committee agrees with the Gauteng Department of Education that schools in the affected areas are adequate to service the learners in the affected communities.
· The Gauteng Department of Education should communicate any further developments and plans regarding schooling in the affected areas with the petitioners and communities affected.
Report to be considered.
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