Dear Sirs,

I have been working as a *** *** *** *** *** within a *** *** *** for the past *** years and have been concerned to see the support for people with disabilities eroded over these years to the detriment of many of *** ***. In particular the reduction of the distance associated with receiving the enhanced rate of PIP from 50m (under DLA) to 20m is a major concern.

The benchmark of 50m has been long established by research and case law as a suitable distance to use to measure the limitations faced by people with mobility problems.  It has long been accepted that 50m is the distance that an individual needs to be able to walk in order to achieve a basic level of independence, and any reduction in this measurement will severely impact on people who can walk over 20m but no more than 50m.  For many the distance of 20m may only be enough to get them through their home and out to their gate so very few activities could be carried out outside the home. The limitation on distance will affect visits to hospital and GP, shopping and other social, leisure and business activities which people without mobility restrictions take for granted.  

The impact of this reduction will be felt by many people who currently receive the high rate mobility component of DLA and use this for a Motability vehicle - for many of whom this is a lifeline.

It is clear that this change is a further attempt to save money at the expense of disabled people. However, as with other attempts to reduce social security expenditure, no consideration appears to have been given to the additional costs which will be borne by the state if disabled people lose their independence through losing a Motability vehicle.  For example there is likely to be an increased demand for locally provided services to get patients to hospital and GP appointments and there will be an impact of loss of independence  on the well being of disabled people which may exacerbate their health problems with added costs in providing medication and related health services.

I sincerely hope that the consultation is a serious attempt to take into account the strong views of disabled people and the people who work with them, and not just a paper exercise.

yours faithfully

*** ***
