PIP Assessment Development Team 

Department for Work and Pensions 

2nd floor, Caxton House 

London SW1H 9NA 

PIP Assessment Development Team

I am responding to the PIP consultation as it relates to the Moving Around criteria.

I have MS and have been receiving the upper rate of DLA for about *** years.  I had a series of very serious relapses about *** years ago and have been left with very reduced mobility since.  The DLA is the only benefit that I have claimed and I put the mobility component towards a car with Motability.

Having had no experience of family members with disabilities, the extra expense of being disabled has come as something of a shock to me.  I have fought very hard to maintain my independence.  I used to work with *** *** and have had to change my career path since the diagnosis of MS.  I have managed to complete a *** and recently finished a ***month post-doctoral post  with the hope of further funding being in place soon.  Without my Motability car there would be no prospect of my being able to do this work or  manage the most basic of everyday tasks including getting to work, taking and collecting my young children from school or getting to appointments or visiting friends.  The extra costs of dealing with being disabled are well-documented, not least by way of petrol needed to drive. I also have to get taxis for the shortest of distances, drive ***m to our local shop as I can no longer walk it and pay to have my shopping delivered as I can't get round the shops myself.  We have had to buy a wheelchair that I take everywhere with me and also a mobility scooter for the fine days for taking the children to school. 

I am very concerned by the new 20m walking limit.  Whilst I know that the test refers to this being done 'repeatedly' I also know that if tested I would probably manage it, perhaps at least once. I might even be able to walk it a few times. But I would then be unable to do anything for the rest of the day and possibly a few days afterwards.  But given the current test criteria I might not be rated as eligible for the enhanced rate under the new PIP. If the distance were more like 50m I would be much more confident of manifesting the limits on my mobility in a test situation.  For most everyday situations, the practicable difference between 20m and 50m in terms of the urban fabric  is fairly negligable.  For example, I might be able to get into a shop if I can walk 20m but I still can't walk for long, or far enough to use it even if I have a day when I can walk 50m.  The difference between 20m and 50m in terms of our built environments and how we access them seems insufficient to justify the different PIP ratings. It still means a basic inability to walk.

Should I lose the PIP because of the new testing I would also lose my Motability car, and with it my access to what I currently take for granted - the capacity to get to work, to fetch my children, go to appointments and  see family and friends.  For someone like me who is determined not to be a burden on the state this is hugely distressing a prospect and one that really only promises isolation and exclusion.  For myself and others in a similar state  I would therefore urge you to reconsider the Moving Around criteria.

Yours sincerely,

*** ***
*** ***
cc: 

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