[image: image1.jpg]Learmng
" Disability Coalition





The Learning Disability Coalition response to the Health Select Committee’s inquiry into social care
Respondent Details

Full Name:


Anthea Sully

Your Role:


Director

Organisation:


Learning Disability Coalition





123 Golden Lane





London





EC1Y 0RT

Email:



anthea.sully@learningdisabilitycoalition.org.uk
Date of response:

26th October 2011
The Learning Disability Coalition is pleased to be able to contribute to the Health Select Committee’s Inquiry into social care.  The Learning Disability Coalition has 15 member organisations and over 160 supporter organisations, and since its formation in 2007, has argued the case for better and more sustainable funding for social care support for adults with a learning disability.
  We support the points made in the submissions of our member organisations who have also made individual responses to this consultation; Sense, Turning Point, Mencap and United Response.  The Learning Disability Coalition is a member of the Care and Support Alliance.
Summary
· The current social care system is underfunded and unable to meet current need
 – the situation will only worsen as the number of people who need social care increase.
· The extra money allocated in the Comprehensive Spending Review is welcome, but there is little evidence to show that it has reached the frontline of social care or how it will be allocated in the future.

· We welcome the Dilnot Commission’s proposal for free care and support for people who reach adulthood with a care and support need, but are concerned that this may exclude a number of people who are born with a disability but who develop a care and support need later in life.

· We welcome the introduction of national eligibility criteria; but this must not be used as a means to exclude people with low and moderate needs from the care and support system.
· The Learning Disability Coalition is cautious about welcoming the roll out of personal budgets and direct payments as there is emerging evidence to show that local authorities are using personal budgets as a means to cut care packages.
Response
1. The practical and policy implications of the Government’s plans for funding social care and the recommendations made by the Dilnot Commission and Law Commission
1.1 The Learning Disability Coalition is supportive of the reforms proposed by the Dilnot Commission, but believes that these will be ineffective without additional funding.  The Government allocated an additional £7.2 billion to social care in the period to 2014/15, but much of this will be absorbed by increasing demographic demand.  The number of people with a learning disability is expected to rise by 30% over the next twenty years.  It is to be celebrated that people are living longer lives, but more care and support will be needed over longer periods of time so that people can live the lives they want to lead.  
1.2 The Learning Disability Coalition is concerned that the Government will require local authorities to implement the recommendations of the Dilnot Commission but insist that they do this within the current Comprehensive Spending Review settlement.  This will lead to even more cost pressure in an area that is already one of the major places where cuts are being experienced and a care system which continues to fail thousands of people.

1.3 The Learning Disability Coalition is concerned that the focus of the concrete recommendations in Dilnot Commission report are predominantly concerned with older people and protecting housing assets.  We are calling on the Government to ensure that working age people with learning disabilities are not forgotten, as this group is unlikely to be able to build up assets.  Whilst many people with a learning disability will be entitled to free care under the Dilnot recommendations, there is a significant group of people with a learning disability, living with their families who may not present a care and support need until after they are forty years old – perhaps as a result of a crisis when their parents become ill or die
.  It is unclear whether this group, who are disabled from birth, will be eligible for free care.
1.4 The Learning Disability Coalition believes that any changes to the social care system should be accompanied by a duty on local authorities to improve their data collection and publication.  Currently very little is known about the numbers of people with learning disabilities, their levels of need and where they are.  In order to commission high quality and relevant services, local authorities need the most up-to-date data on who in their local area needs care and support.
2. The scale and implications of existing variation in access to and charges for social care in England
2.1 The Learning Disability Coalition welcomes an end to the postcode lottery through the introduction of national eligibility criteria.  However we are concerned that the Dilnot Commission has recommended this should be set at ‘substantial’.  
2.2 Currently 82% of local authorities provide services to people with critical or substantial needs – up from 62% in 2007
.  This means that people with moderate and low needs will be further excluded from receiving care and support.  Low level support can be essential to enable people to live safely and can prevent people requiring more costly services later on. 
2.3 The Learning Disability Coalition has an additional concern about the Government’s intention to target disability benefits at those with the highest needs.  This is at odds with the Dilnot Commission’s recommendations that disability benefits should support people with lower needs.  It raises serious concerns that people with mild or moderate care needs, who may have high disability-related expenditure, could be excluded from social care support and support from disability benefits.
3. The practical and policy implications of the Government’s commitment to promote personalisation of social care, including personal budgets and direct payments
3.1 The Learning Disability Coalition is cautious in welcoming the Government’s commitment to rolling out personal budgets and direct payments to everyone who uses social care by 2013.  The recent report, Tailor Made by Demos describes some of the challenges of delivering personalisation with personal budgets and direct payments and asserted that ‘personalisation can be achieved without personal budgets. But we should be far more concerned about the challenges that personalisation – in its widest sense – faces from budgetary constraints and significant reform to local health and care services’.
 
3.2 Whilst personal budgets and direct payments may provide people with learning disabilities the freedom to choose their own services, this is not the reality for most people with a learning disability.  Many people are being told by their local authority how much they are allowed to spend per hour on care which severely limits what they are able to do.  
3.3 Furthermore, our member organisations have gathered evidence which suggests that local authorities are using personal budgets as a means of cutting funding to people who need care and support.
3.4 If personal budgets and direct payments are to be successful for people with learning disabilities, local authorities need to provide high quality information, advice and advocacy services.  There is some concern as to whether local authorities will be able to provide this under the current financial settlement.  A survey of local authorities carried out by the Learning Disability Coalition in early 2011 showed that 11% of local authorities were already cutting advocacy services and this number is expected to rise
.
� Association for Real Change (ARC); BILD (British Institute of Learning Disabilities); The Down’s Syndrome Association; Foundation for People with Learning Disabilities; the Hesley Group; Mencap; National Autistic Society; People First; Real Life Options; Sense; The National Forum for People with Learning Difficulties; National Family Carer Network; Turning Point; United Response and Voyage.


� http://kingsfund.koha-ptfs.eu/cgi-bin/koha/opac-detail.pl?biblionumber=100638


� Mencap (2002), The Housing Timebomb. P.5


� http://www.adass.org.uk/images/stories/Policy Networks/Resources/Key Documents/ADASS Budget Survey Summary May 2011 10.5.11.doc


� http://www.demos.co.uk/files/Tailor_made_-_web.pdf?1318945824


� http://www.learningdisabilitycoalition.org.uk/download/Social%20Care%20-%20The%20Continuing%20Crisis.pdf





