
 

 

Reply to the Scottish Government Consultation on the Independent Living Fund  
 
by the ILF group of the SDS Forum East Renfrewshire 
 
Q1 What aspects of the current ILF worked well and what elements did not work so 
well? 
 
Aspects that worked well: 
 
The current ILF allows the recipient to have choice and control over how they wish to 
lead their lives and increases independence. It means that some recipients can work if 
able to do so. It enables recipients to have some social life of their choosing, thus 
maintaining their self esteem and mental health.  
 
The ILF had very low administrative costs of 2-3p in the pound. 
 
Regulation of how the funds were spent were fairly light touch. 
 
Recipients funds were spent in their local community providing jobs within that 
community. 
 
The ILF was portable across the country. 
 
Elements that worked less well: 
 
Post code lottery of uptake of funds according to knowledge and willingness of social 
workers to access the ILF. 
 
 
 
Q2 Should the money that becomes available after existing ILF recipients no longer 
need it be used in the same way for others in the future? If so, why? If not, how else 
might the money be used? 
 
We support the use of any money that becomes available being used in a similar way 
for new applicants with severe physical, mental and learning disabilities. It would 
promote independence with freedom of choice (within certain criteria ) on the way the 
recipient could lead their life. Better physical and mental health can mean they require 
fewer other resources. 
 
 
Q3 If the available resource is simply that which is transferred from the Treasury, 
how would you like to see it used if it was not to be a continuation of the existing 
approach? 
 
We really feel the funds should be used as they are now for the reasons put forward in 
the replies to Q1 and Q2. 
 
 
 



 

 

 
Q4 What innovative ways might there be for increasing the overall amount of money 
in the pot? 
 
The Scottish Government could increase funds in recognition of the overall benefits to 
recipients in line their ethos on valuing all citizens in Scotland whatever their ability. 
 
Amalgamation with other funds that provide a similar service. 
 
Any new “ILF” fund should not increase charges to increase the money in the pot.  
 
Administrative costs would be reduced by not making charges on other benefits 
recipients receive. 
 
 
Q5 With any available resource, where is the most effective area to target resources 
which can have the biggest impact on an individual’s ability to live more 
independently? 
 
The funds should target individuals based on need. Those who might be eligible for 
funding should have person centred planning carried out rather than just a needs 
assessment, to ensure the money really does benefit the recipient with  appropriate 
and beneficial outcomes. 
 
 
Q6 Once funding has been devolved to the Scottish Government, which option do you 
think will be most appropriate for Scotland? 
 
 
We wish a new partnership with voluntary organisations for disabled people to 
administer the way the fund is spent. 
 
We do NOT  want the fund to be given to Local Authorities to administer as there is 
no mechanism to ring fence the fund for disabled people. 
 
 
Q7 Equality Impact Assessment 
 
The fund should be for disabled people based on need and no other factors. 
  


