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Introduction

Established in 1966, Spina bifida • Hydrocephalus • Information • Networking • Equality  - Shine, (formerly Association for Spina Bifida and Hydrocephalus) is an independent charity working across England, Wales and Northern Ireland to support individuals with spina bifida and/or hydrocephalus to overcome challenges and achieve the best for them and their families.

Shine is the largest organisation working in this field in Europe.  We are a membership organisation of over 9,500 individuals living with spina bifida and/or hydrocephalus and a community of over 75,000 members, families, friends, and professionals, sharing achievements, challenges and information on living with hydrocephalus, or spina bifida, and related issues.

The views expressed in this response are as a direct result of consultation with:

· Shine Members

· Shine’s team of Support and Development Workers
 
We would also welcome the opportunity to be directly involved in further work on this issue.

For further information in relation to any aspect of this response, please contact Kate Steele, on 02920 813847 or email kate.steele@shinecharity.org.uk 

CONSULTATION QUESTION
The Consultation asks one basic question i.e. “What are your views on the ‘Moving around activity’ within the current PIP assessment criteria?” before explaining in more detail that “We would like to know what you think about the ‘Moving around activity’ assessment criteria set out in the current Regulations, including the current thresholds of 20 and 50 metres. As part of this we 

would like to know what you think the impact of the current criteria will be and whether you think we 

need to make any changes to them or assess physical mobility in a different way altogether.”

Shine’s membership disagrees with the reduction on the threshold from 50 metres to 20 metres and makes the following observations to support this:

1) The 50 metre threshold has been well established as a way of signifying that an individual’s mobility is significantly impaired. Other disability benefits, such as the Blue Badge Scheme, use this benchmark, as does guidance related to the built environment, when suggesting where parking bays should be placed in relation to buildings. We are concerned that the distance of 20 metres may have been set to restrict the size of the group deemed to be ‘in greatest need’ and keep costs down as a result and therefore question what evidence and rationale the Government has to justify the reduction.  
2) Some of Shine’s members are able to walk short distances. By using the 20 metre benchmark, rather than the 50 metre mark, we are concerned that many of our members will lose entitlement to the Motability Scheme which gives them access to adapted cars. In our view, the impact of such a loss will lead our members to experience greater instances of unemployment, poverty, social isolation and loss of independence.
3) Throughout the consultation process the Government has made it clear that cutting costs is a major motivation factor. However, in restricting its focus to the “benefits” of reducing cost, it has failed to take account of the potential for actually increasing costs in other areas.  For example, the loss of independence as mentioned above will increase costs in other areas, such as Health and Social Services, as people who are currently relatively healthy and independent will rely more on such services.    

4) In addition to the above, we would seek clarification on the following ambiguities in the current proposals. It appears that those who have poor walking ability i.e. are able to “Stand and Move” may well score higher than those who have no mobility at all, if those with poor walking ability also have some cognitive loss and hence score higher points. 
For example: such a person may receive 4 points under Mobility Activity 1 (b) and 8 points under Mobility Activity 2 (c), taking them to the 12 point threshold for the Enhanced Rate. However, someone whose ability to move around is worse but only achieves 10 points under Mobility Activity 2 (d) will only receive the Standard Rate.
Conclusion
Previously, the Government stated that, via the introduction of PIP, its aim was to increase disabled people’s ability to participate in society. 
However, Shine’s members feel that this ability will actually be significantly eroded should the Government pursue with the reduction of the bench mark from 50 meters to 20 meters for the reasons stated above.
1, 2, – collectively referred to as Shine members/membership throughout this response
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