July 2013

Personal Independence Payment: Moving Around Activity Consultation  
Aspire is a national disability charity that provides practical support to people who have been paralysed by spinal cord injury (SCI). Paralysis is permanent and there is currently no cure for SCI. Many of those we work with are recipients of the Disability Living Allowance and use their entitlement to meet the extra costs associated with their impairment. Aspire welcomes this opportunity to respond to the Department for Work and Pensions consultation paper on the Moving Around activity within the current PIP assessment criteria. However, given the controversy of the policy, the last minute change in assessment and the strength of feeling amongst people on this issue, Aspire is disappointed that there has only been a six week window to consult with the public rather than the usual twelve week window. We would have thought that given the events leading up to this consultation opening, the Department and government would want to hold a thorough consultation on the Moving Around Activity of the Personal Independence Payment assessment. 
1.  Background

1.1	Aspire welcomes that PIP is intended to continue to ‘provide a contribution to the extra costs’ faced by disabled people. DLA is a non-means tested benefit which recognises the additional costs of disability and was designed to contribute towards meeting these. It is very important that PIP continues to do this.
1.4	Aspire believes the decision to make a last minute change to the Moving Around activity was unacceptable. Moreover, since it was not expected or mentioned in previous consultations, Aspire is disappointed that this was done without any consultation from disabled people and their organisations. 
2. The Moving around activity

2.2	We believe it right that people who cannot stand and then walk more than 20 metres safely will receive the enhanced rate due to the additional costs of moving around experienced by wheelchair users. Having the correct wheelchair is crucial for increasing independence. The NHS standard wheelchair provided by Wheelchair Services is often too heavy and can hinder an individual’s rehabilitation and affect their ability to reintegrate back into society[footnoteRef:1]. For this reason, many purchase wheelchairs that better match their needs resulting in considerable additional cost. Wheelchair users also face additional costs due to inaccessible environments and transport. Despite some improvements, public transport is still largely inaccessible for wheelchair users meaning they are more reliant on cars and taxis, which are more costly than public transport. This is particularly an issue given that disabled people are twice as likely as non-disabled people to live in poverty[footnoteRef:2].   [1:  Rose, LS (2012) The impact of wheelchair type on reducing the risk of shoulder overuse injuries following spinal cord injury. Masters thesis, UCL]  [2:  Disability in the United Kingdom 2012 (2012) Papworth Trust ] 

3. The Consultation

3.2	We are concerned that people who can walk, but have partial or no feeling in their legs, could lose out under these criteria. This is an issue because DLA currently ‘passports’ people who receive the higher mobility component to access the Motability scheme. Someone may be able to walk, but if they don’t have full sensation in their feet they will require a hand controlled car. Under this assessment, we believe such individuals would end up losing access to the Mobility scheme. Previous research has found that 84% of disabled people believe that losing this would result in increased isolation and deteriorating health[footnoteRef:3]. Barriers to accessible transport also make access to employment harder for disabled people[footnoteRef:4]. Both of these are backed up by research showing how much Motability increased people’s access to health care, employment and social participation[footnoteRef:5].  [3:  Hardest Hit (2012) The Tipping Point http://thehardesthit.files.wordpress.com/2012/10/the_tipping_point_oct_2012.pdf]  [4:  Office for National Statistics (2010) Life Opportunities Survey: Interim Report 2009/10]  [5:  Oxford Economics and Plus Four Market Research (2010) The Economic and Social Impact of the Motability Car Scheme] 

Aspire thinks that until the government provides evidence showing clearly why the 20 metres criteria has been chosen, the purpose of the change from 50 metres to 20 metres remains questionable. Indeed, if the government cannot provide such evidence, Aspire believes there can be no justification for the change.
4. Appendix A: How the assessment works

4.2	The consultation states that the government has ‘sought to ensure that the assessment takes a holistic approach of the impact of disability’. Aspire believes the assessment criteria for the Moving Around activity does not do this. It does not take into account the environment in which someone may be living and travelling. People living in rural areas tend to face more barriers to accessible transport than those in towns and cities, where there is not only less frequent and accessible public transport, but also fewer accessible taxis[footnoteRef:6]. This means losing access to the Motability scheme could have a much bigger impact on someone living in a rural area. Unless such situations are considered, the government’s claims of a holistic approach are false. [6:  Into the unknown: disabled people’s experiences of public transport (2008) Leonard Cheshire Disability] 

The previous method of evaluating eligibility for the mobility component of DLA had a much more qualitative approach. Aspire believes this to be a better way of judging and understanding an individual’s mobility needs. It is unclear both why this change in evaluating the mobility component was necessary, and why it has been changed in the manner in which it has. 

4.12	We welcome the news that ‘individuals who stand but then must transfer into a wheelchair or similar device to move will not be considered able to move the distance’. Aspire had previously raised this as being a crucial issue.

4.15	Although we welcome the inclusion of consideration as to an individual’s ability to complete an activity ‘safely, repeatedly, in a reasonable time period, and to an acceptable standard’, we are concerned that these are very subjective measurements. Of particular concern is the ‘Safely – in a manner unlikely to cause harm’ measurement. The impact of doing something repeatedly over a long period of time can result in considerably more harm than may be evident when doing it once. Aspire would like assurances this will be taken into account.

End

Rosa Morris
Campaigns and Research 

Aspire
Wood Lane
Stanmore
Middlesex
HA7 4AP

rosa.morris@aspire.org.uk

http://www.aspire.org.uk/ 


[bookmark: _GoBack]Registered Charity No. 107531     Scottish Registered Charity No. SC037482     Company No. 3744357
Page 3 of 3

image2.jpeg
‘ Aspire
Supporting people with spinal injury





image1.jpeg
Aspire





