
ITEM 8: MAINSTREAM AND SPECIAL EDUCATIONAL NEEDS HOME TO SCHOOL 

TRANSPORT POLICY – STATEMENT FROM ANNIE BANNISTER  

 

I remain deeply concerned about these proposals and nothing I have seen or read from LCC 

has reduced my concern.  

 

 At your last meeting, Leicestershire County Councillors said ‘we will not hurt the 

most vulnerable members of society’. But it strikes me that, with these proposals, 

that is exactly what you would be doing. In many ways, our post-16 kids are the most 

vulnerable group of disabled children and young people. They are no longer cute or 

picturesque – a six year old in a walker or a wheelchair tugs at the heart strings and 

get public sympathy, help and support. That child ten years on, at sixteen, is the 

same child with the same disabilities. But no longer cute and sweet in photographs 

and with a far, far more fractured and exhausted family supporting them. 

 

 So many of our families are living in poverty. Poverty that might not be seen from 

the outside, but poverty nonetheless. A local father recently, walking out on his wife 

and two disabled children, left with the parting words of ‘You all can f-off and live on 

benefits’. A local mother of a severely learning disabled daughter, left her husband 

after years of abuse. He informed her that ‘you’ll be back. You won’t get a penny out 

of me and no-one can live on disability benefits. Not even you.’ But she does. Many 

of us do and Option 1 of the Proposals, that there will be no or minimal reduction in 

the Transport Payments for families on Universal Credit or Tax Credits means that 

children from these families will not be able to send their kids to school or college. 

So not only are the families disadvantaged because they have a disabled child and 

they are surviving on benefits, those children will be denied a full education purely 

because of their financial situation. It all feels a bit like going back to the 1930s.  

 

 The Personal Transport Budget (Option 2) does work for some families. We know it 

does. But the families who are currently happily using one are those who chose to 

take one because they knew it would work for their particular circumstances.  That is 

a very different thing from all families being forced to use one. Families who are 

currently not using a PTB chose not to for very good reasons – it wouldn’t work for 

them! In my own case – I looked at the finances and it just didn’t add up. My son is 

the only child in our village at his Special School so car sharing doesn’t work.  Due to 

my own disabilities, I cannot drive so I cannot get him to school myself. A 

commercial taxi to his school (the area Special School closest to our home) costs £25 

each way - £50 per day, £250 per week. That would be about £9750 per year for 

term time attendance – and that is without him using an escort in the car.  
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 The Enforced Personal Transport Budget option also risks major safeguarding issues. 

The vast majority of our kids need an escort to travel with them. They have epilepsy, 

trachaeostomies, challenging behaviour, are non-verbal, are autistic or have mental 

health problems and are at risk or harming themselves or others if they don’t have a 

close eye kept on them. If a child has a seizure whilst alone in a taxi with a driver 

who is  doing 70mph on a duel carriage way, there will be a calamity. The same if the 

solo child has mental health problems and produces a knife to self-harm with – or 

driver harm – or tries to open the car door whilst speeding along. Trained escorts are 

necessary for most of our young people – but they will hugely add to the cost of the 

Personal Transport Budget. Who will pay for escort training? Who will pay the court 

costs if a taxi driver – or another parent doing a Car-Share journey – accidentally 

harms a child in their care? Who will pay the court costs if it’s my child who harms 

another child or the Car-Share driver?  How is LCC planning on monitoring 

safeguarding measures? 

 

 Most of our families have more than one child and the parents are quite busy in the 

morning. They are already having to do more than most ‘normal’ parents in that 

most of us have to feed and dress teenagers that in other families would be self-

sufficient. To suggest that we also drive them to school – many miles away – using 

our Personal Transport Budget is just unreasonable. And many, many of us survive 

on very little sleep – it is often not safe for us to drive.  

 

 I also feel that the admin costs of this would be huge. County Hall Transport Division 

claim that they have lists of taxi and transport contacts. But how many of these taxis 

are wheelchair accessible? In a county the size of Leicestershire, where the local 

Special School or Specialist College may easily be 15-20 miles away and where only 

one child from a particular area may go to that college or school, an awful lot of kids 

are going to be travelling solo, each needing a wheelchair accessible taxi. How many 

taxis are there like this in Leicestershire? And how many will be available after you 

discount the ones already transporting Under-16s to school? Sorting that will take a 

lot of admin. Add to that the admin involved in making sure the budget is used to 

take the young person to school/college. And the admin ensuring that the budget, 

paid monthly, lasts a full month (what if it runs out in week 3 – does that child 

always miss the final week of the school month through no fault of their own?) 

 

 And, if it all fails, and our kids have to leave school/college because they have no way 

of getting there, the costs to families in terms of mental and physical health will be 

immeasurable. Our children, even at age 16, 17, 18 or older, generally cannot be left 

alone. My own son who is eighteen was assessed as having a functional age of 

around three years old. If he is forced to stay at home because I cannot afford to get 

him to the Specialist College that he needs, Leicestershire County Council Social Care 

Department will have to pick up the bill for three extra days of Care each week. 

Many other families are in the same situation. These proposals are a false economy.  
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