Introduction

1.      I am writing this email to express my views as an individual. I am currently receiving higher rate DLA mobility and I am also in receipt of a 40% War Pension and a GIP under AFCS at 30%. I will not qualify for AFIP due to the current legislation failing to consider the impact of injuries to an individual having their disability benefits covered by 2 separate schemes and will therefore be covered by PIP legislation. The MoD have informed me they have no intention of amending legislation to better support veterans in my position.

2.      I was shocked to read the current 50m used in the DLA assessment had been disregarded and replaced in the PIP regulations by a figure of 20m, less than half the previous qualifying distance. I was even more shocked to read that the criteria of Safely, Repeatedly, In a Reasonable time period and to an Acceptable Standard had been left out and to hear the DWP ministers and staff fight against having them brought into the legislation beggared belief. To have them now included will in my opinion help to limit the ability of assessors/decision makers being able to interpret the legislation in a totally unfair manner. Interpretation will still inevitably happen but with the key criteria of Safely, Repeatedly, Time and Acceptability written into legislation it allows the individual, with medical support and evidence, to prove an assessor/decision maker to have acted unfairly if they disregard the criteria or use it unfairly.

3.      Having spent *** years in the Army before being medically discharged due to a serious injury to my leg, the benefit system was completely new to me. Having to apply for help is never an easy thing for an ex-soldier to do particularly if you don’t know how or who to ask. As I am one of those unfortunate individuals who received little help or advice from the army, and what it did give was wrong, I had to do my own research. Finding out the distance I could walk on a good day within the DLA mobility criteria was relatively easy, finding how often I could repeatedly and safely do it throughout the day was hard, very painful and quite depressing. When the PIP criteria was released (in draft) I did the same exercise and was shocked at how short a distance 20m actually is; in my case it is approximately the distance from my chair in my living room to my car door. The nearest bus stop is over 100m from my house. Not one of the supermarket disabled parking places in *** is within the old criteria of 50m from parking place to entrance so obviously none will be within the 20m within the new PIP regulations. The DWP/Atos assessment centre in *** has a barrier across the car park entrance so disabled people arriving for assessments are forced to walk over 50m to get to the reception area thereby, potentially, providing evidence for the assessor to deny them benefit. Will guidance be issued by the DWP to ensure access for disabled clients to assessment centres is better catered for?

4.      I expect my assessment during the change from DLA to PIP will result in me being denied the Higher rate of Mobility. Not because I can walk more than 20m Safely etc. because even on a good day I can’t. I believe I will fail because the assessor does not have access to my medical notes from my GP, the army or all the specialists I was sent to and therefore cannot make a decision based on good, accurate medical assessment but based actually on simple criteria in the software or assessment form and their own personal opinion. As it appears the Healthcare Professionals employed in the process may actually be Nurses or Physiotherapists instead of Doctors this in my opinion provides more opportunity for wrong decisions to be made.
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5.      I believe in the first criteria there should be provision for a question on medication and how it affects planning and following journeys. I will not be alone in finding that travelling any distance in a motor vehicle, train or plane causes me great pain and loss of concentration. I also will not be alone in finding medication affecting my thought processes either because of the type of medication in use or because a journey interrupts the normal time to take medication and therefore pain levels rise and concentration drops. An amendment to sub paragraph 1c to reflect this would be fair.

6.      Criteria 2 should have the 20m changed to 50m which is a fairer distance and less controversial. It should also have the sub paragraph 2f removed as it serves no purpose.

Should you feel the need to contact me, feel free to do so by email or by writing to me at the following address:
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