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. alking Distances” Bif- inghgs )

Up to o Years is  1eile
Between ‘ 11 1 g iles

Over 11 o iles

Statutoxx_l. alking Distances
Up to o vears is > iles

o years and Over 5+ lles

. 0. . .
Below thesggdistances the responsi ility for the journey to school rests with the parentls unless the
pupil is eligi le as a resultgof gther circys stances The walking distance i easured along g route
that a 'chﬂd‘_L ight reasona ly e e pected to walk to school accg. panied where necessary 'y their
parentls

Assistance is not considered where a parentls selects a school which js not the nearest to hg: e with
the e ception of pupils frg: low incg:- e fg. ilies who,. eet the criteria elow

The proposal is to introduce the statutory walking distances when determining the continued eligibility
for transport assistance of the pupils receiving the service.

Pupils attending Faith Schools

a pupil attends a faith school and the school configs- s that the pupil is attending to fulfil religious
eliefs then the distance taken into account is that to the nearest equivalent faith school

The pupil is providgd with assistance if they ge attending a faith school, which is ore than the
qualifying distance ecause a place could not e offered at a_gjs ilar faith school, which was within
that distance

The proposal is to withdraw support from pupils attending faith schools as a result of the qualifying
distance criteria — the position regarding pupils from low income families attending faith schools is
unaltered.

Low Income Families

)
Additional support is availa le to children frg: fg. ilies who are entitled to free schogl.- eals or are in
receipt of thes ajs- Us level of working ta credit

[ ] [ ] 0
Children aged o ut gnder 11 frgs low i_nﬂc_g} e fg: ilies e ay e e_Iigi I_e _for free travel as_sistance
where they are attending the nearest qualifying school to hg: e provided it ig,- ore thanA# iles fros

theirm e

o o o
Children aged etween 11 and 1= frgs low incgs e fg. iliegs ay e eligi le for free travel assistange
if they are attending one of the three nearest qualifying schools provided it i, ore than# iles ut









$ % & &

&

L &

&

[ ]
This shows that the iggest cohort of childgen are those wi
Behavioural B+ otional and Social Disorder” BESD), A
GQee- unication Needs™ SLCN), Profound and Multiple L
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Moderate Learning Difficultie? MLD),
ASD) and Speech, Language and
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The distri ution of SEN classification within the ethnic groups is relatively consistent ~as gre the trends over
Ji= egrthe g all Ny ers within sg. e ethnic groups creates large changes in proportion ~ut involve g all

Ny ersof pupils

) ) . : :
The children s population is forecast to increase 'y 1= 'y 4,4, and a proportionate increase is g pected



Under, s 47
Between , to 11 years 74
Over 11 Gy 2

) , ) ) 0
The children identified as no longer eligi le for service a ove would have to e su ject of an
individual assesgs- ent

0
Applying the assy.- ptions outlined a ove thej: pact



Overall and across all of the questions 4% of responses were g cellent, 4"" were very good, P‘{ Good,**
Satisfactory and < ©=® Poor This response is typical of those in recent years

Consultation
The first phase of the consultation that egan in Nove:- er 41 1 was cg: pleted and reported ack to par
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Corporate Procures- ent Services »The Hgs e to School Transport service has taken &key role in the revision
of the Corporate Transport frgs ework to include a unified service for hard to fill routes™ transport and guides)
and greater in contract fle i ility to use auctions

: . . L .
\- C ~Ashort series ofs eetings e plored an integrated transport hu  and the acceleration of the Personal
ransport Budgets The optign proposed was the instigation of gs ajor project of parental engagg: ent and
procurg. ent review This is eing progressed and aligned with the re letting of the corporate transport

j@ ework

School Transport Expert.' Develop: ent A, eeting following su_.- ission of a review of current activity with a
- @nager with considera le e perience of hgs e to school transport in other local authorities No additional
avenues of develgps ent were identified

Adults and CQe_s unities ~A short series ofs eetings re the potentialof Adults and Cges- unities fleet offering
a part of the Hgs e to School Transport Service This is progressing ut will notjs- pact significantly on the
service offer

Supplier Fgr‘g} »There have een,. eetings with suppliers regarding potential alternative approaches There
was interest in the provision of the whole service frgs one provider ut no alternative options put forward

Core Cities and Specialist Conferences ~The service attended,s- eetings with the servicgg of Core Cities, other
regional providers and natignal conferences No new approaches were identified largely egause the first
consygtation was infofs ed gy es erging develogs ents Sga e g all scale partnership work ~etween

neigh ouring authorities is eing progressed

»
arter Choice Te . Part of Transportation) -The Tegs have een engaged on an internal SLA to develop
individual travel training using,s- odels identified 'y the service operating in the region

As there was no fundgs- ental service innovation identified the application of the policy for new starters to
g tant service users is the option put forward

Parent Consultation

This fias cqs- prised of letters and surveys to all service users, a we. .ased survey instrys ent on the Be Heard
data ase, flyers to sﬁools, two general. eetings to which all parents were invited and twg,s- eetings with
specific parent groups at the invite of those groups) .~there was also _g.- eeting directly vﬁ schools to e plore
issues re hgs e to school transport

There have .een atotalof 4 responses frg: parents to the consultation gis g ceeds the nys- .e; of
responses to the previous consultation and to the Councils savings proposal a report outlines the readth of
the response) °
Parents were unhappy a out the proposal for a variety of reasons relating to thejs- pact of the proposal on
thg: and their child However they alsg.- ade reference to the previous consultation and the logic of another
consultation and of altering hgs gto school transport whilst therg was a consultation on the SEN strategy
Parents felt that they appreciate etter than the officers ors g: ers the critjgal nat%e of transport for fg. ily life
~with the links tQ. ganagigg the additional dg. ands on the parent of a disa led child ren), parental

&+ ploys entand si lings eing raised There was les
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»
Parents wondered if the Council Rad fully appreciated the cost I “enefits of the propogal »~and point §p an
increase in the dg: and for short reaks and children in care These were g all nys ers of parents ut there
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Disability

Gender reassignment

Marriage and Civil partnership

— . »
| fa: iligs where there is a concern a out the level of
contri ution

Therg was no specific consultation on the different
disa ility groups as the changes in policy affect the
service user group and other interested pgrties
However thes es were drawn frgs- the pu lics eetings
and the individual responses that related specifically
tothe~, 1. pupils across the spectrys of special
needs Parents and carers,: ade spgcific reference to
the pressiyes on the parents of disa led children as
outlined a oveg There were responses sugggsting that
the resources e focussed on the,s ost disa led pupils
and that the concept of &, injsUsg Walking distangg
was inappropriate »given the ina ility of sQs es 0 ile
pupils to navigate a journey to school

The Policy does focus on thes ost disa led children
and proposes routes to independence for the other
included within the policy is the capacity to take

& ceptional circys- stances injo account

The cQss ents regarding Pu lic Transport werg

_Sis ilar to those e, pressed previously that had een
CQss Unicated to Bis inghgs Safer Travel
Partnership

There was no specific consultation on the issue of
gender reassigns- ent as the policy includes all pupils
in receipt of a service
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the rgs oval of the service that supports faith schools
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. . N S )
Thejs- pact on service users will e itigated 'y .~

.9
e The introduction of independent travel training and the encoura ent of sustaina e ethods of
transport through the school travel plan tgaining process This willgreduce the geed to sg. e degree
of specialist transport and so of the nys- er of fg. iliesjs pacted 'y the contri utions

. » . . . » . »
Access will ejs proved 'y offering a wider range g¢f options .~drawn frg: est practice and the etter
understanding of parents and pupils needs A ny.- er of parents used the consultation to g press an
interest in Personal Transport Budgets and direct pay.- ents

) ) .
The withdrawal of a specialist transport service will e preceded 'y a review of the transport needs of the
pupil concerned

The Council is cges- itted to an annual review of the js- pact of the policies .~and this will include the views
of parents and young people ~tg,. easure perfgp- ance and identify areas forjs prove. ent

)
A guidance docys- ent for parents e plaining the policy and the process for application has een prepared
) )
An appeals process cyl- inating in consideration 'y Mg: ers is in place
The strategy included wgthin the SEN Green Paper will have a positive js- pact on the lives of children and
young people with disa ilities, helping to prgs ote positive attitudes, inclusive services, fairness and access

to support appropriate to needs and localised support, close to hgs e The priorities in the Green Paper
reflect the forthcgs ing SEN refgs- s and the Children and Fg.- ilies Bill As g4 ore localised offer is
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Step 5 — Making a Decision

8. Summarise your findings and give an overview of whether the policy, strategy, function
or service will meet the authority’s responsibilities in relation to equality and support the
council’s strategic outcomes?

The policies applied in relation to Hg. e to School Transport were agreed for new starters on the
7 th of January ~the policies applied to current users g, ceed the statutory requirg. ents and the
regional average for such provision As outlined in Sggtion 1 the dg. and for service is likely to
increage within that pogulation of pupils who are eligi le The,.- easures proposed allow the
availag le resourcgs to e fqeussed on thosg,s- ost in need gl ilar changes to transport policy
have een. ade yany. erofAuthorities »see Hg. e to School Transport Bench.- arking

This has to .e 'alanced .y wider considerations re the js- pa& & pressed locally through

consultation) and identified in national research Previously the schedule forjs ple: entation i e

focussing on new users was §he,- ost significants- itigation of the s pact on fg. ily life As the

withdrawal of service to disa led children requires gn individual assesgs- ent of eligi ility the
ot Ples entation of theses- easures will necessarily e delayed

The provision of support to faith schools is = ited to us passes and the provision of support is
not a statutory requirgs- ent There is no requirgs- ent to provide an alternative school place to
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Step 8 — Sign-Off

The final stagg of the Equality Assesgs- ent proggss is to fop- ally sign off the
docy. ent as eing a cQ: plete, rigorous and ro ust assesgs- ent

The policy, strategy or function has been fully assessed in relation to its
potential effects on equality and all relevant concerns have been addressed.

Chairperson of Equality Assessment Task Group
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