Please take the following as my response to this consultation. It is written from the perspective of a carer.

 

Reducing the effective distance from 50 metres to 20 metres is far too drastic a change and will have the effect of confining many disabled people to their homes because of loss of benefit. This in turn will make it more difficult, if not impossible, for them to obtain employment, and this seems at odds with the general thrust of government policy. Apart from the employment issue, there is also a significant social issue - access to friends and to the general activity of society. The proposal will tend to isolate and marginalise disabled people even more than they are already, and seriously damage their quality of life.

 

50 metres is actually quite a short distance, and I do not think it unreasonable to retain this. The only reason I can see for the proposed reduction to 20 metres is that it will save the government money. This means that the change is not a 'reform' but an economy. If it has been decided that the overall cost of benefits for the disabled is too high, this should be honestly stated, not hidden behind a pretence of 'reform'. If that is the case, it would be more equitable to reduce the value of benefits across the piece rather than impose such a drastic penalty on a minority, albeit a substantial minority, of the disabled.
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