Dear Sirs,

We are writing to put forward our views to the new consultation on the mobility component of PIP.
We are disgusted that the walking distance criteria for the enhanced mobility component of PIP was changed after the first consultation from “cannot move....up to 50 metres” to “can move no more than 20 metres” and that individuals and organisations initially had no chance to comment on this change. 

In answer to the consultation question “What are your views on the Moving Around activity within the current PIP assessment criteria?” we are appalled at the prospect of the reduction in walking distance criteria from 50 metres to 20 metres, an extremely short distance, and would like you to take into account the following points:

1) This is a major change from the way that walking distance has been assessed for DLA claims in the past. DLA was set up in recognition of the extra costs involved for those “virtually unable to walk” and the qualifying distance has always been 50 metres.  

2) There was no medical evidence or research offered by the DWP to justify the reduction from a 50 metre qualifying distance to 20 metres.

3) The DWP in their notes to the second draft criteria dated November 2011 (page 61) stated “50 metres is considered to be the distance that an individual is required to be able to walk in order to achieve a basic level of independence...”

4) The distance of 20 metres is equivalent to the length of two buses and being able to walk this distance does not enable someone to access public transport, get into a building from a car parking space, get around a building etc.

5) In the past, 50 metres was the distance used for the siting of disabled car parking spaces in relation to buildings. The Government’s own DfT publication “Inclusive Mobility” recommends that “parking spaces for Blue Badge holders should preferably be provided within 50 metres of the facilities they serve”.

6) In the past, 50 metres was the distance used for the provision of seating in towns. The Government’s own DfT publication “Inclusive Mobility” states “seating should be provided on pedestrian routes at intervals of 50 metres”.

7) Many disabled people have high mobility costs, including wheelchairs, cars, adaptations to cars, taxi fares etc.

8) With the 20 metre criteria, large numbers of disabled people will lose the enhanced component and therefore their eligibility for help from the Motability Scheme.

9) Many disabled people will therefore lose their cars.

10) Many disabled people will lose their eligibility for assistance with adaptations to cars, and other mobility equipment.

11) Many disabled people will lose their eligibility for leasing a power wheelchair or scooter.

12) Many disabled people will lose their eligibility for Blue Badge parking.

13) Many disabled people will lose their eligibility for a disabled parking space outside their home.

14) With many NHS Trusts adopting more stringent criteria for the provision of electric wheelchairs in order to reduce costs, many disabled people are already finding their mobility reduced or having to find funds to pay for their own wheelchair.

15) This reduction in walking distance criteria prevents any practical mobility outside the home.

16) Many disabled people will therefore experience isolation and a reduction in independence.

17) Many disabled people will no longer be able to travel to work and will have to give up their jobs.

18) Many disabled people will no longer be able to travel to doctor/physio/hospital appointments and their health will suffer further.

19) Many disabled people cannot cook for themselves but they will no longer be able to access meal providers, eating establishments etc. Again, their health will suffer further.

20) Many disabled people will no longer be able to access social engagements of any type outside their home, visit friends, go shopping, etc.

21) This is a retrograde step for disabled people, decreasing their integration into society.

22) Many disabled people are extremely worried and anxious about the quality of their lives in future. They should not be subject to this extra stress when they already have to cope with practical difficulties in their daily lives.

23) In response to our previous comments sent via our MP, Esther McVey, Minister For Disabled People, stated “The number of people who will score 12 points under the ‘Moving Around’ activity will remain broadly the same”. We find this statement to be disingenuous as the number of people cannot possibly remain the same, when the cut-off point has been more than halved.

24) The organisation We Are Spartacus has estimated that there will be a net loss of higher (enhanced) rate mobility support to approximately 42% of disabled people previously eligible for support via DLA. They also estimate that c.200 people in every constituency will lose their Motability vehicles.

25) The Government’s own figures, published in December 2012, show that the changes would mean 428,000 fewer people eligible for the enhanced mobility rate by 2018.

26) Any savings made by this policy will be more than offset by the increase in costs to other public sector services, particularly health and social services. As disabled people lose their support for independent mobility, their needs will increase and they will require other support. Many disabled people will no longer be able to continue in their jobs and this will also lead to increased expenditure on unemployment benefits. Disabled people will need more subsidised transport schemes e.g. taxi schemes, hospital transport, etc.

27) Money given to other services will not compensate disabled people for the loss of their mobility and independence.

 

In conclusion, we urge you to reverse the decision to reduce the walking distance criteria for the enhanced Mobility Component for PIP, and adopt 50 metres as the benchmark distance to determine eligibility for the enhanced component (and thus access to Motability), in order that disabled people can retain their independence and integration into society.

Yours sincerely,

 

 

*** *** *** ***
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