Dear Sirs,

 

in response to your repeated consultation, which shows how the previous consultation was so callously ignored.

I would like to offer the following views AGAINST the 20 metre limit.

 

The regulation states “stand and then move”. It does NOT say “stand and then walk” when the ability to walk without discomfort (i.e repeatedly place one foot in front of another)  was the main criteria of DLA. A person without 2 legs or 2 feet was automatically defined as “unable to walk” as they could not place their “feet”  on the ground to perform a repetitive walking action. Now the regulation and Law states only that a person can “MOVE”. 

 

“MOVE” has yet to be defined in the same way that “WALK” was. Move could be classed as shuffle on their backside, crawl on their belly, move in a wheelchair self propelled , wheelchair attendant propelled,  wheelchair motorised. Travel in a Bus or Taxi on on the back of a donkey!! 

Even the word “STAND” will have to be defined. Is that stand on their own legs/feet/hands, stand on their stumps or on prosthetics if available?

 

The previous DLA assumed that anyone was only sufficiently disabled if they could only live their life within 50 metres. 50 metres wont get people to a bus stop, local shop or the corner of the street. 20 metres wont even get many people to their garden gate!! 

 

20 metres is not an absolute range/radius distance. Because if someone has to go somewhere, they also need to get back. It is no use travelling 20 metres and getting stranded, unable to return to their home starting point! So that distance limit is effectively halved. 10 metres, 30 feet, that could be arm chair to front door or to the bathroom.

Regards

*** *** ***
