To whom it may concern,

I think the current moving around criteria is grossly unfair. By changing the criteria from 50m to 20m it does not accurately reflect the realistic distances in being virtually unable to walk.

I am referring to the below part

4.15 Consideration must be given to whether a claimant can carry out the activity, as described in the descriptor: 

Safely – in a manner unlikely to cause harm to the individual or another person, either during or after completion of the activity; 

Repeatedly – as often as the activity being assessed is reasonably required to be completed; 

In a reasonable time period – no more than twice as long as the maximum period that a person without a physical or mental condition which limits that person’s ability to carry out the activity would normally take to complete that activity; and 

To an acceptable standard

4.16 Factors which will be particularly relevant here are, but are not limited to, the individual’s gait; their speed; the risk of falls; and symptoms such as pain, breathlessness and fatigue. However, this activity only looks at the physical act of moving, factors such as danger awareness are considered by the Planning and following journeys activity. 

20m (20 doors placed end to end is barely a distance that can take people from their home to transport. In some flats it will not take them out the building. This would not be a distance that would practically allow a disabled person to access public transport.

50m is a far more realistic distance in establishing inability to walk and should be considered with speed, manner, distance and time factors considered and not weighted on distance alone. Repeated should be looked at in terms of how often able bodied people would be expected to do this distance in a day. The terms used in relation to repeated and needs quantified- how often is the activity of walking over 20m reasonably expected to be done in a day. I would expect that most if not all journeys performed outside the home environment would be in excess of 20m. 

I think an unfair weighting is being placed on distance and in reality Decision Makers and Tribunals will place undue stress upon it over speed, manner, time, pain, shortness of breath, risk of falls and fatigue. I also think that repeatedly and in a reasonable time period will also be overshadowed but the focus upon distance.

I fear this change has been made to cut budgets rather than properly assess those who are disabled and trying practically to cope with their disability. In reality, it may force disabled people out of work who have been managing only through their mobility vehicle being a solution. By reducing those who can access the scheme by making it harder to qualify for Enhanced Mobility under PIP, I can envisage many not coping due to the effort in trying to get to work via other means (public transport etc.). This will deteriorate their condition and force them out of the work place or cause them to be unfit for work by the effort of trying to mobilise to their workplace. 

I cannot see this being anything other than a knee jerk way to reduce the benefit bill. However the new criteria may actually increase the bill by making people more able to qualify for care and therefore additional premiums for those out of work. Strangely this may make it more viable for a disabled person not to work. This flies in the face of why DLA was created and the principal of keeping disabled people independent and in the community as a whole.

The reduction of distance from 50m to 20m may seem like a short distance to an able bodied person but to a disabled person it is less than half and a huge drop in proportion to their capabilities. It is by no means a distance that reflects a span that would allow a practical application.

I personally feel incensed that this drop has been made without proper consultation before roll out.

If a member of DWP would like to discuss my concerns with me at length I am more than happy to be contacted.

Yours sincerely,

*** ***
*** ***
*** *** *** | *** *** *** | *** *** ***, *** *** *** | 

*** (mobile) 
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