I wish to give my views on “the Moving around activity within the current PIP assessment criteria”. 

I regard it as essential that the 50 metre benchmark distance be used in the PIP since without this a great many disabled people’s lives will be severely impacted upon with respect to their well-being and their health. The 50 metre distance is that which is used in relation to the blue parking page and in official guidance in relation to the accessible built environment. It also seems incomprehensible that in the space of a few months the benchmark distance has reduced by 30 metres since the notes to the second draft criteria, dated November 2011, DWP states on page 61:

“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...”

I do not believe that the government has thought of the knock-on effects of changing the distance from 50 metres to 20 metres. 

1. With regards to the built environment 

It will become a matter of lobbying (and perhaps of legal action) that the built environment comes into line with the 20 metre distance if is included in the PIP. At present “Inclusive Mobility” (DfT), referenced in the Approved Document M of the Building Regulations, recommends:

·         seating should be provided on pedestrian routes at intervals of no more 50 metres. (Paragraph 3.4, Seating),  
·         parking spaces for Blue Badge holders should preferably be provided within 50 metres of the facilities they serve (paragraph 5.1, Car Parking).
This would then involve local authorities to have to change all of the above from 50 metre to 20 metre distances which will be incredibly expensive for local authorities – all of which appear to be rather strapped for cash and will also impact upon large organisations (including supermarkets) that have disabled parking spaces that are presently 50 metres from their doors. 

So, this would have a major impact upon the economy of both local authorities and large organisations.

2. With regards to disabled individual’s ability to work

The proposed 20 metre distance will not enable independence and will make it impossible for some disabled people (and very difficult for others) to be able to do any form of paid employment.  At the moment such individuals can purchase a vehicle via Motability but if they lose their vehicle due to the change in the PIP distance then they will have to use public transport which may so exhaust them that they will not be able to work, will relapse. This will then increase the amount being spent by the government on ESA assessments and on the cost of the welfare benefit when many will then need to be into the ESA Support Group. 

3. With the financial viability of the Motability scheme

Only c. 6% of all Motability purchased vehicles are high level adaptations which means that a lot of Motabilty leased cars are going to people who meet the DLA Motability criteria but whose needs are either Low or Medium Care. Removing this group of people from accessing Motability vehicles is likely to have a huge impact on the Motability scheme (including that it may make it financial unviable) will release a large used vehicle stock onto the market (and so will affect the car industry, the convertor/adaptator industry and the country’s economy at a time when the government is trying to rebuild it). 

4. With respect to a knock-on effect upon the disabled person’s carer.

There will also be a consequence to the disabled person’s family as they will share the fate of the disabled individual’s fate of becoming virtually imprisoned in their own home once a Motability vehicle is no longer available to them. This will have a major impact upon the individual’s main carer who in order to go shopping will not be able to take the disabled individual with them causing an increase in care costs if the individual cannot be left alone and more exhaustion for the carer as they will now have to use public transport. 

5. with respect to increased costs against local authority’s Adult Social Care budgets.

The circumstances in paragraph 4 above will have a knock on effect on the Adult Social Care budget in that the family will need to ask for ASC care for the individual and a carer’s assessment. Even if ASC decide not to provide care for the individual they will not be able to avoid conducting the assessment. This will result in more social worker time being taken up and put more pressure on ASC’s resulting in them not being able to cope with their workload. The extra use of social worker time and the local authority extra costs incurred when disabled individual’s fight for care funding will therefore have a knock-on effect on ASC annual costs. 
Conclusion

Thus, the cost to those who are disabled (and their carers) will be great if the 50 metre distance is reduced to 20 metres whilst the cost to the economy may be, in financial terms, just as great or even greater !

*** *** ***
