Individual Response 

*** ***
Response to Consultation on the PIP assessment Moving around activity (June 2013)

What are your views on the Moving around activity within the current PIP assessment criteria?

The moving around activity criteria set out in the current regulations are completely at odds with the Government’s stated aim of “supporting disabled people’s participation and independence”. The criteria as they are currently laid out will seriously impact negatively on the quality of life of hundreds of thousands of disabled people; implementing these criteria will strip away the independent mobility of disabled people and confine them to a life of dependence on others, unable to participate in society & unable to leave their own home even. 

The criteria of “can stand and then move more than 1 metre but no more than 20 metres, either aided or unaided”, to an acceptable standard, repeatedly and in a reasonable time period is not a sufficient distance to be an appropriate proxy for determining significant mobility difficulties. 

The 20 metre benchmark distance is inappropriate as 20 metres does not provide a suitable level of mobility – the distance of 20 metres contradicts established research and guidance that states that 50 metres is a suitable proxy distance to determine significant difficulty with getting around. 50 metres is the distance used in guidance on access to the built environment and has for many years been accept as the appropriate distance to use as proxy for determining significant mobility difficulties; even this Government’s own “Notes to the second draft criteria for Personal Independence Payment (Nov 2011)” state “50 metres is considered to be the distance that an individual is required to be able to walk in order to achieve a basic level of independence.” 

The very short 20 metre benchmark distance excludes those who have significant mobility difficulties which prevent them mobilizing distances more than 50 metres and as a result hundreds of thousands of people who have mobility below that which enables a “basic level of independence” will lose access to the essential services / assistance that are only available to those on the enhanced rate of mobility component PIP, such as Motability. Without access to these services disabled people who, despite their significant mobility difficulties, were previously able to participate in society, whether that be through working, volunteering or simply having some quality of life, will be rendered isolated and potentially housebound as vital assistance is withdrawn. 

Those who can walk further than 20 metres but less than 50 metres will lose their Motability Cars & Wheelchairs and/or ability to pay for suitable transport and therefore will be confined to a radius of less than 50 metres around their homes. The vast majority of people do not live within a 50 metre radius of shops, health centres, bus stops, work places etc; by judging these disabled people to be no longer disabled enough for enhanced rate PIP and stripping away their entitlement to enhanced mobility assistance, this policy criteria will actually disable them further and their punishment for being able to mobilize those extra few metres over the 20 metre benchmark for enhanced rate PIP will be them losing their quality of life & independence instantly (the opposite of the supposed aim of PIP). 

The loss of enhanced rate mobility PIP status and the associated support and assistance losses will undoubtedly lead to significant cost implications for other services; for example, losing the ability to get around independently and becoming isolated and dependent on others will result in an increased likelihood of depression and worsening health, which will impact on NHS and social services budgets; loss of their means of transport will reduce the ability of the disabled person to attend medical appointments and they will need expensive ambulance / government funded alternative transport to be provided further impacting NHS/Social Services; loss of the means of transport will also prevent disabled people from working and/or participating in society as they will no longer be able to travel / afford to travel and this has serious ramifications in the light of the Government’s other stated aims of improving opportunities for disabled people to work & participate in society – none of which will be possible if disabled people are confined to less than 50 metre radii around their houses.

It is essential that the criteria do not penalize disabled people for their use of aids and appliances. 

Assessments should be conducted fairly by doctors trained in and familiar with the patient’s medical conditions and should take into account any additional circumstances of the patient which impair their mobility, as well as their medical conditions & level of pain/discomfort and fatigue experienced when mobilizing to determine the appropriate level of PIP entitlement. The number of assessments claimants are subjected to should be minimized and those with long-term conditions should be reviewed by paper review where at all possible.

The requirement for use of a wheelchair, whether manual or powered, to cover distances up to 50 metres should give automatic entitlement to the enhanced rate of mobility PIP, as should the loss of one or both lower limbs. In these circumstances the ability of the disabled person to move around independently is significantly impaired and requires use of aids / appliances which, however well the user can operate them, do not provide mobility to the level of a non-disabled individual and are expensive to maintain with the capacity to breakdown at any moment rendering the disabled person completely immobile. 

The criteria for enhanced rate mobility PIP should be set at a minimum distance of 50 metres with the wording “Can stand and then move more than 1 metre but no more than 50 metres, aided or unaided, to an acceptable standard, repeatedly, in a reasonable time period and without significant discomfort”.

