Firstly, thank you for holding this consultation and allowing people who are or may be affected by the changes to express their views

The points raised about wishing to target enhanced rates of mobility component  at those most in need are laudible and I can see that 
having a clear set of criteria is the most logical means of acheiving this. However the real lived lived experience of disabled person
may not exactly fit the criteria consistently and therefore the success of the scheme (in targeting benefit to those most in need of it)
depends how the criteria are interpreted. 

It seems, from a laymans perspective, that although apparently subject to mitigation by contextural interpretaion i.e. a person may be able to walk a certain distance but only once because of pain or fatigue for example. On a given day such a person might be judged more harshly than on another or when assessed by two different individuals. In seems therefore to be axiomatic that the rigid rules ought to contain within them some explicit flexibility. 

My own experience of the change from Incapacity benefit to ESA is illustrative as although I clearly fulfilled the descriptors for the support group I had to make an appeal to do be allocated in to it. It was clear from the origonal 'reason why you are not in the support group' letter that the assessor had only applied the bald rules without any of the context which I had written on the form.
 
I am deeply concerned that DLA is being replaced by PIP to reduce the number of people who can claim any or more help.
The figures in the appendices seem to bear this out.

yours faithfully

*** ***
