FAO: PIP Assessment Consultation Team

Anyone who is unable to move 200 metres, and back again, needs support to live independently.  The UK government are signatories to the UN Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (CRPD.) Article 19 of the UN CRDP states that Disabled people should live where they wish and with whom they wish. That they should enjoy a range of community support services including personal assistance. That they should enjoy community life and its opportunities on an equal basis to non-Disabled people and they should not be subject to isolation or segregation. 

The proposed limits would contravene this article of the UN CRPD. They will also reduce independence, while costing the state more than would save in the longer term. So please change them.
My more detailed response is below and includes my own views, based on actual experience.

1.  Very few people live within 50m of shops, doctors, bus-stops or other services.

For the majority of people in rural areas this is a certainty, so this limit discriminates against people based on where they. This will mean Disabled people are trapped at home, creating isolation not independence.

2.  Many people with mental health needs or learning disabilities may be able to walk confidently 200m from home, eg to a neighbours, but find going further than this, or on a new route, distressing or extremely confusing. This limit would create risk, not independence. 

3.  The 50m limit assumes everyone could afford a car without ‘Motability’ support i.e. 50m previously used because is supposed to be the average distance between a blue badge bay and a supermarket door;

4.  In most cases the only things that can be reached within 100m of your home are neighbours, which implies that Disabled people must rely on neighbours, or strangers, in the hope that they are available and willing to help. This creates fear and dependence, not independence. 

5.  The 20m limit for 'enhanced rate' mobility means that someone who can stand and then move 25 metres, but then collapses in pain or distress, will not get the 'enhanced rate'; They will be denied the support they have now, for example paying for support or a motability car. This would create dependence not independence.

6.  Some people can walk 100 meters, but will be exhausted or in too much pain to walk back. This implies that Disabled people must therefore rely on strangers, in the hope that they are available and willing to help. This would create fear and dependence, not independence.

7.  The current criteria would in a very short amount of time cost the DWP and DoH more than it saves: By limiting the criteria you will exclude many people from funding required to be independent.  This will result in isolation, increased mental illness and increased falls among older people. This will cause a rise in hospital admissions, prescribing of medication and strain on emergency, health and social care services. Therefore the limit directly contradicts national DoH and NHS prevention targets. It would create extra cost, not independence.

8.  Because these limits would mean many people having their independence reduced, for example by losing their motability cars, there will be a huge rise in appeals. As shown by the chaos caused by the ESA  WCA, this will cost the DWP millions, swamp the courts and the voluntary and advice sectors will struggle to meet, meaning that other vital services will need to be reduced.

With hope, 

*** ***
*** *** *** Project Worker
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