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INTRODUCTION 
 
1 Disability Action is a pioneering Northern Ireland charity working 

with and for people with disabilities.  We work with our members to 
provide information, training, transport awareness programmes 
and representation for people regardless of their disability; whether 
that is physical, mental, sensory, hidden or learning disability. 

 
2 21% (369,390) of adults and 6% (105,540) of children in Northern 

Ireland have a disability and the incidence is higher here than in 
the rest of the United Kingdom.  Over one quarter of all families 
here are affected 

 
3 As a campaigning body, we work to bring about positive change to 

the social, economic and cultural life of people with disabilities and 
consequently our entire community.  In pursuit of our aims we 
serve 45,000 people each year. 

 
4 Our network of services is provided via our Headquarters in Belfast 

and in three regional offices in Carrickfergus, Derry and 
Dungannon. 

 
5 Disability Action welcomes the opportunity to respond to this draft 

and to aid our response has put the relevant page/paragraph of 
the draft in brackets at the end of our comments. 

 
SPECIFIC COMMENTARY 
 
6 Disability Action commends NISRA’s comprehensive response to 

our request for a hard copy of this document in an accessible 
format.  

(Cover letter) 
 
7 Disability Action would advise NISRA to check on how its website 

conforms to the European Union’s Guidelines on Web Accessibility 
for disabled people as we believe it, as well as the websites of 
central Government Departments and their agencies, do not meet 
best practice guidance and consequently disadvantages disabled 
users.  

(Page 5) 
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8 Disability Action understand that a fuller review of the Measures 

will take place when new census data is available and the 
outworkings of the RPA are complete (2011) but would agreed the 
need for this review. 

(Page 6) 
 
9 In addition the effects of the limited sample sizes of the Family 

Resource Survey and the Labour Force Survey and their lack of 
usefulness in the Measure is unfortunate. 

(Page 8) 
 
10 In relation to the Income Deprivation Domain, Disability Action 

would advise that there is an over reliance on benefits information.  
The Joseph Rowntree Foundation has recently published a series 
of reports on low income households in work but not in receipt of 
benefits which would add significantly to income deprivation data. 

(Page 9)  
 
11 Another gap is due to the fact that migrants from A8 countries are 

unable to claim benefits during their first year in Northern Ireland 
and so will not be included in this data. 

(Page 9) 
 
12 Disability Action would support the prevalent view that a child-

specific multiple deprivation measure should be included. 
(Page 12) 

 
13 Disability Action supports the updating of indicators relating to 

Income Support, State Pension Credit, & Employment Allowance 
and the inclusion of adults and children living in Housing Benefit 
Households. 

(Page 12 &13) 
 
14 It should however be noted that some people who receive tax 

credit, may still be poor but not counted in this domain.  
(Page 13) 

 
15 Disability Action like others is disappointed that since 2007, the 

NIMDM can no longer include information on working tax and child 
tax credit as we believe this weakens the Measure.  The Executive 
should work with HMRC to address these issues. 

(Page 13) 
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16 In relation to the Employment Deprivation Domain, Disability 

Action would make the following points: 
 

 It is disappointing that the Labour Force Survey and Family 
Resources Survey can still not be used. 

 
 Steps to Work data should be included as soon as it 

achieves Northern Ireland wide operational coverage. 
 
 The use of ESA data is welcomed. 

(Page 10-17) 
 
17 In relation to the Health Deprivation & Disability Domain, Disability 

Action would make the following comments: 
 

 The 2 sections of this domain should be separated to form 2 
domains.  Health and disability issues and data are not co-
terminus and should and should not be permanently linked. 

 
 The additions of improved emergency Admission Rates, 

Mental Health Inpatient Stays & Children’s Dental Extractions 
are welcome, as is improved prescription data on mood and 
anxiety disorder and low birth weight indicators. 

 
 This data may not give full information on health deprivation 

as complete medical services are not available to individuals 
with mental ill health across Northern Ireland. 

 
 Using disability benefits data gives an indication, not a 

comprehensive view, of disability information.  There are 
many disabled people who are not in receipt of any of the 
benefits listed, Disability Action believes that such “Rounding 
off” does not benefit the people we serve and again 
promotes a separate disability domain. 

(Page 18-22) 
 
18 In relation to the Education, Skills & Training Deprivation Domain, 

Disability Action would make the following comments: 
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 We welcome the use of Key Stage 2 data and the extension 
of the Absenteeism and Special Education Needs indicators 
to primary school level. 

 
 We note with concern the potential negative impact of 

changes to SEN provision (i.e. the removal of statementing) 
 
 We agree with the proposal to create 3 sub domains and 

their equal weighting 
(Page 23-28) 

 
19 In relation to the Proximity to Services Deprivation Domain, 

Disability Action would make the following comments. 
 

 This domain significantly supports our argument that there 
should be a disability domain as disabled people may be 
close to services but these services may be inaccessible to 
them and consequently unusable. 

 
 We would have welcomed information from Translink on 

proximity, but would state that much of the public transport 
service is not accessible to disabled people. 

 
 We agree with bringing information on opticians, dentists and 

pharmacies into a single indicator and with the inclusion of 
council leisure, financial and general service indicators. 

 
 We welcome the data on service centres in smaller 

settlements. 
(Page 29-34) 

 
20 In relation to the Living Environment Domain, Disability Action 

would make the following comments: 
 

 We would advise that the Lifetime Homes Standard, rather 
than the Decent Homes Standards be used to ensure the 
inclusion of disabled people in the domain. 

 
 We agree that lack of access to mains water supply should 

not be used as an indicator and that a separate fuel poverty 
indicator should be excluded. 

(Page 35-40) 



 5

21 In relation to the Crime & Disorder Domain, Disability Action would 
make the following comments: 

 
 Domestic violence has always been under reported but we 

would point to the need for some improvement and in the 
meantime for PSNI data to be used. 

 
 We agree with the use of 5 rather than 3 year data. 

(Pages 41-44) 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
22 Disability Action has welcomed the opportunity to contribute to this 

important consultation 
 


