
 
 

 
 

To: Duncan McNeil MSP 
      Convener of the Health and Sport Committee 
      Scottish Parliament 
      Edinburgh 
  

  
 

18th December 2012   
 
Dear Mr McNeil, 
 
PETITION PE1384 
 
Many thanks for your recent letter in respect of Petition PE1384, which calls on the 
Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to demonstrate how its policies and 
guidelines ensure local authorities and NHS boards protect provision of quality speech 
and language therapy services for all people with speech/language communication 
support needs and/or swallowing difficulties. You indicate that the Petitioner, Kim Hartley, 
expressed concern regarding SLT provision and the Committee has therefore undertaken 
to seek COSLA’s response to these concerns. 
 
The Committee further requested information on how local authorities are ensuring that 
quality speech and language services are protected when planning local services and 
setting budgets and how this is evidenced. 
 
Local government takes its responsibilities for children and adults with additional support 
needs very seriously – including those who need speech and language therapy.  
 
In respect of children’s services, the Additional Support for Learning Act sets out the legal 
framework that local authorities operate under, and all authorities will have in place staged 
intervention policies for supporting young people either in mainstream schools or with the 
assistance of more specialist care. However, authorities also have the unenviable job of 
balancing the cost of care to individual children with that of their responsibilities to all 
children – and indeed communities at large. This means difficult decisions about resource 
allocation have to take place. 
 
As you know, there has been significant pressure on local government finance for a 
number of years. As far as possible, councils have sought to shelter education and social 
care budgets but, as I’m sure you can appreciate, there is a limit to what can be achieved 
within a climate of growing demand and diminishing resource. Competing demands on 
council budgets means that it is unrealistic to expect all individual services to be protected.  
 
In terms of the specific issues raised by the petitioner, we do not hold information on the 
impact of cuts to education budgets on Speech and Language Therapy. We would be 
reluctant to undertake a more detailed survey of our member councils since the delivery of 
Speech and Language Therapy is a partnership agenda with the NHS and the third sector 
(and therefore we will glean limited information from councils alone). Furthermore, we are 
not in a position to ask councils to make a special case for the protection of these 
budgets, decisions over which are rightly taken in line with local democratic processes. 



 
 

 
We do recognise, however, that the integration of health and social care, coupled with a 
focus on redesigning services on a partnership basis, has the potential to drive 
improvement in this area of activity. We would hope, therefore, that despite the challenges 
set out above, partnerships will pursue a programme of reform in the years ahead. 
 
If you feel that we can be of further assistance on this matter, please feel free to get in 
touch. 
 
Best wishes 
 
 

 
 

Ron Culley 
Chief Officer – Health and Social Care 
COSLA 
 


