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Bedfordshire County Council v Dixon-Wilkinson
SENDIST had wrongly concluded that adjustments to school transport to enable a disabled child to attend after-school club was an ‘auxiliary aid or service’ within the provisions of Part 4 of the Disability Discrimination Act 1995. It was appropriate to remit the case to the Tribunal to make the necessary findings of fact.
12/479-12/487
R on the application of AM v Birmingham City Council and Birmingham University
When considered as a matter of substance not form, a local authority’s decision concerning a care package had paid due regard to the matters required under the Disability Discrimination Act 1995. 
12/407-12/420
R on the application of F, J, S, R v Wirral Borough Council
The claim for judicial review challenging the council’s assessments of the claimants’ needs for community care services was dismissed. The criticisms of the assessments did not make them unlawful and in any event there was an alternative remedy by way of the statutory complaints procedure. 
12/452-12/478
R on the application of G (FC) v Southwark LBC
Where a homeless child met the criteria for the duty under s 20(1) Children Act 1989 to arise, a local authority could not side-step that duty by providing the child with accommodation under Housing Act 1996. 
12/437-12/451
R on the application of McDonald v Kensington and Chelsea LBC

An assessment of need was not to be read literally but by reference to its underlying rationale; the local authority were entitled to choose between different ways of meeting the need and to do so in the most economic manner. 
12/421-12/428
R on the application of Purdy v Director of Public Prosecutions

The appellant’s wish to be assisted by her husband to travel abroad for the purposes of assisted suicide engaged article 8(1) of the European Convention on Human Rights. The Code of Practice for Crown Prosecutors was insufficiently accessible and foreseeable in assessing how the discretion to prosecute for an offence under Suicide Act 1961 s 2(1) would be exercised, and so failed to satisfy the requirements of article 8(2). 
12/498-12/529
R on the application of Zarzour v Hillingdon LBC

Whether a local authority owed a person a duty to provide accommodation under National Assistance Act 1948 s21(1)(a) was to be answered by reference to his present needs for care and attention, not by reference to his future needs if his current needs are met. 
12/429-12/436
Re F (by her litigation friend)

The Court of Protection has powers under section 48 of the Mental Capacity Act 2005 to decide whether to take action in a person’s best interests where there is sufficient evidence to justify a reasonable belief that a person may lack capacity in the relevant regard and to decide what action, if any, is in the person’s best interests before a final determination of capacity can be made.  
12/530-12/538
W Primary Care Trust v (1) TB (An Adult by her litigation friend the Official Solicitor) (2) V and S Metropolitan Borough Council (3) C & W Partnership NHS Foundation Trust (4) W Metropolitan Borough Council

The court considered the inter- relationship between the Mental Capacity Act 2005 and the Mental Health Act 1983 in relation to an application for a person to be detained in a registered care home for a programme of treatment. 


12/488-12/497
