Dear Sir/Madam

Please find below Yorkshire Housing’s response to the consultation on ILF. We wish this to be considered as a formal response to the consultation on ILF. Yorkshire Housing is a not for profit organisation providing housing and care and support services to people living in Yorkshire.  Views of staff, volunteers and customers were canvassed through email and face to face discussions with interested parties.

In an era of growing personalisation where individuals are increasingly being given control of their own funding to purchase support that suits their needs, the ILF model of funding is somewhat outdated.  However, this should not mask the value that ILF has for many people.  They use this funding to help them live fulfilled lifes and to promote their independence.  To lose this funding would have a significant impact on their quality of life and, could, for many, make them more dependent and lead to additional support having to be found from elsewhere.  With this in mind, we would cautiously accept that consideration should be given to how the current ILF funding stream is administered with a view to increasing recipients’ control and management of it. We would also encourage analysis of the benefits that ILF funding has brought to individuals and the wider benefits it has created, including preventing greater need and dependence and associated cost to local and national government.  We suggest consideration is given to how ILF could be replaced by a new funding stream aimed at promoting people’s independence and life choices.

We do have a concern that if ILF is abolished there will be a process of reassessment for current recipients that may lead to many losing this valuable source of funding, particularly where council FAC criteria have been tightened by local authorities in an effort to save money.  We believe this would be short-sighted because, as stated previously, ILF has enabled many people to become less dependent on the state due to well-focused support paid for through ILF (for example finding employment, continuing to live independently, avoiding social isolation etc). ILF currently stands outside the FAC criteria.  To apply this criteria too rigorously could result in an increase in the needs of the individual and a deterioration in their wellbeing,  meaning that their needs could then become substantial/critical and resulting in higher-cost support having to be provided.  In addition, ILF has often been used to promote an individual’s choice and presence  within the community and has enabled access to leisure, employment, education and other everyday opportunities, which often no other streams of funding will support. If these opportunities are removed there an increased risk of segregation and an effect on the rights of the individual to equal access and opportunity. 

Regards

Sean McKibben 

Community, Employment and Leisure Manager 

Yorkshire Housing
Dysons Chambers, 12-14 Briggate, Leeds LS1 6ND
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