What do you think about the moving around activity in the Personal Independence Payment assessment rules?

	Thank you for the opportunity to respond to the moving around activity to express the concerns that we still have in regards to this matter. One of the main concerns with this is that your ‘consultation on the PIP assessment moving around activity’ it states that you will look at the person ‘holistically’. However, in reading the documentation, it does not appear to look at a person fully holistically, but only partially. The Oxford English Dictionary (2013) defines holistic as being ‘the belief that the parts of something are intimately interconnected and explicable only by reference to the whole’. Also considering the medical definition of the word, it states that it is the ‘treatment of the whole person, taking into account mental and social factors rather than just the disease’. From these definitions, the assessment criteria does not appear to be done in a holistic manner, as it does not take into account the mental and social capacity of a person in order to carry out the tasks that you will be assessing them on. For example a person may not only have learning disabilities, but may also have another medical complication such as having a bad leg which is not associated with the learning disability. in knowing this information, surely it would improve the assessment, as a person may be assessed upon a day that they view as being a ‘good’ day, however, what happens about the assessment as it is not showing the whole truth, as people also have ‘bad’ days, and they may be more often than not. Therefore, this will affect what points they may score so affecting how much money they are entitled to receive. But it also shows that a person may have a loss in confidence due to their medical needs, especially if a person suffers with arthritis.
	Along with the standard rate and enhanced rate that people are entitled to, is there anything below this? What happens to those who fall just shy of being eligible for the standard rate, will they be entitled to any money? If it is the case that people will not receive any money for falling below the standard rate, then surely you will be leaving people who need assistance without any form of assistance. Also, for those who fall short of the ‘standard rate’ points system, will there be help implemented into the communities? As it is not just about the person ability to move and carry out daily tasks, but also about continual learning in order to build up confidence to complete tasks by themselves; but where is the support coming from in order to do this, as there is nothing currently implemented. We understand that there is a ‘planning and following journeys activity’, however, these answers should also be considered within the assessment of the moving around activity, where by it is added to the criteria. 
	Furthermore, it states nowhere who would be carrying out the activity. Would it be an independent body of people, or would it be trained assessors? Is there a potential that personal assistants could be involved with the assessment as they know better than anyone what a person has to go through daily; so making the assessment fairer, having an outside organisation does not seem just. People would like someone who understands the struggles that they have daily to carry out the assessment so that they feel it is fairer. In addition, more questions have been raised from this as to how long the assessment would take. Also, is a person likely to be informed about the assessment taking place? In any of your previous consultations this was also not answered. In addition to this, is there a potential for a person who needs assistance, to have a personal assistant with them in order to help them, to show that a person does need support with certain areas, as by themselves several people felt that they would be left feeling vulnerable. 
	A major concern that has come about as a result of this final consultation is that there is no mention of any appeals process being available. In the case that a person was not happy with the result of the assessment showing how much money they were entitled to, how easy is it for an appeal to be made, and also, how long would it take to be re-assessed? Would it be a standard procedure that is in place, which is like any other appeal? 
	Having had a group discussion, the agreement was made that there is no apparent problems with the distances set in place for the moving around activity. However, there are concerns in regards to the different surfaces that people will be tested on. It does seem right that people are tested upon just the outdoor surfaces, as it is not just these that affect the mobility of a person, but also those of the surfaces that are within a home. If a person has a surface that if became wet it would become slippery, then this is perceived to potentially alternate a person’s mobility. Again, the carpet within a person’s home can be seen as being a potential surface that can cause movement issues, as it can, even for those more able bodied, present difficulties. When looking at the outdoor surfaces, it should also be taken into consideration the alternate weather types, which alter a person’s stability; this includes rain, snow and ice. Although the later weathers are more prevalent in the latter half of the year, it is still a large proportion of the year that is affected by adverse weather conditions, thus resulting in people’s mobility to be affected. Whilst also looking at people’s movement, surely you should take into account a person’s ability to climb a set of stairs or steps. Not only are these around in the community, but also within a home, and so should also appear as a component in the assessment. 
	 Within this scheme, people were querying whether it is possible to see whether you are entitled to taxi tokens, money to purchase a car or a bus pass; as this surely comes into part and pass of the mobility component having seen how a person is able to move around. It would also help if the assessment is going to be carried out in person, or its going to be an ‘over the phone job’, as this has happened in the past, and it is not the correct manner for a person to be correctly assessed. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	Thank you again for the opportunity to speak up about the PIP and express our opinions upon this matter. We hope that our views and concerns are valued, and that you are able to make amendments to the PIP with our suggestions and thoughts. 
