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 Charity quotes supporting the Henry Spink Campaign for portability of care packages: 

 
The Princess Royal Trust for Carers, Dr Moira Fraser, Director of Policy: “When people receiving social 
care support move area – perhaps out of necessity because a loved-one needs more support or because of a 
change in employment - the care which they have already been assessed as needing doesn’t follow them. This 
can mean they’re left to completely on their own until a new assessment takes place – and even then there is no 
guarantee their support will be reinstated. Families shouldn’t have to risk losing desperately needed support. At 
The Princess Royal Trust for Carers, we urge Ministers to reform the law to make sure local authorities work 
together, ensuring no family is left without the support it needs.” 
 
Mencap, Mark Goldring CBE, Chief Executive “Mencap agrees with your observations and concerns caused 
by the lack of portability in the current adult social care system. Furthermore we agree that the best solution 
would be to introduce Portable Assessments on a statutory footing. We raised this very issue with the Law 
Commission during their recent review of adult social care's legal framework. It was pleasing that the Law 
Commission have supported this position. …We welcome the work of the Henry Spink Foundation to see the 
inclusion of a portable assessment in future reforms.” 
 
NAAPS UK, Alex Fox, CEO: “NAAPS is a national network for individuals, families and small local groups who 
ensure that disabled and older people can live the lives they want in the families and communities they choose. 
The current system can make this impossible for disabled people who want to move to a different council area. 
Freedom of movement is a basic human right. We are pleased the Dilnot Commission report supports this 
position and we are proud to support the Spink Foundation in calling on the government to put a simple solution 
in place to fix this perennial problem." 
 
The National Centre for Independent Living (NCIL), Sue Bott, Director: “The NCIL supports the notion that 
disabled people, older people, and carers should be able move from one part of the country to another and 
retain their package of support. NCIL has always been concerned with the situation that if a user of social care 
service moves from one area to another they lose their package of support and have to start again with the new 
local authority which takes time and leaves the person concerned with out support, sometimes for months. 
Unlike other citizens of the European Union, social care service users do not enjoy freedom of movement. 
 
The consequences are emotionally damaging to the people concerned and make no economic sense.  For 
example disabled people are unable to move to take advantage of employment opportunities.  Older people are 
unable to move to be nearer where their grown up children live and work and so cannot be supported by 
them…” 
 
Carers UK: "Carers UK strongly supports the principle of portability in the care and support system. This would 
allow families receiving vital social care services to keep the type of support that they rely on and are used to, 
wherever they live, rather than risking the collapse of their care packages and being forced to fight through 
assessments and bureaucracy again simply because they have moved into a different council area. Not only 
would portability reduce stress and confusion for families but would cut down unnecessary bureaucracy in local 
councils." 
 
AGE UK: “Portability of care packages is when a care package is moved from one LA to another if for example 
someone  moves house.  At the moment there is no such portability and someone would have to be reassessed 
by their new LA, and there are no guarantees that they would be eligible for care in their new LA.  This means 
that people get concerned about moving house for instance to be nearer to relatives because they don’t want to 
disrupt their care arrangements which can be extremely upsetting. 
 
Portability of assessment would mean that someone’s eligibility was set nationally and that they would be able to 
get services wherever they lived.  It would be reliant on having a national criteria for eligibility.  It would also not 
necessarily guarantee the same actual service would be available in their new area, just that they would receive 
a similar service that would meet their needs.” 
 




