I am very strongly opposed to the  change in the PIP criteria from the bench marked 50 metres to 20 metres. Also the change from walking to "mobalise", and the idea of the "hypothetical wheelchair test".

I believe that the idea of reducing the threshold from 50 to 20 metres is in order to be able to disqualify as many people as possible without any thought to their own personal circumstances. The idea that one could using a "hypothetical wheelchair" move 20 metres is a cynical way of disqualifying anyone who can move around their own home. However, in my particular case I live in a house that is not a bungalow, and has stairs which could not be converted to a "hypothetical chair lift".

The idea that the qualifying criteria is to be changed on the basis of people being able to use a wheelchair, whether they possess one or not, or could use one or not, is typical of the current government's complete disregard of the opinions of those who work with the disabled every day, or are themselves disabled.


In closing I would repeat that  the distance one can "mobalise" needs to be sufficiently long to enable people to navigate the real world at least enough to be able to visit a corner shop for instance or perhaps a visit to the theater or other entertainment.
And the second is that the concept of "mobalising" also needs to be rethought as it is unreasonable to base assessments on equipment not in use not least as it may well be the case that such aids are not usable but this might not always be easily apparent to the assessor.
