> It is my opinion that the proposed criteria discriminate against disability caused by mental illnesses and that this is unlawful under recent changes to the laws against discrimination because of mental illness.

> 

> 1 ) the proposals embody the assumption that mobility problems due to physical impairment are more disabling and deserve more support than mobility issues arising from mental health conditions. A two-tier system of assessment is therein created, in which physical impairment is judged to be more credible and in any case is far easier to prove. This makes the gateway to higher mobility for those disabled due to conditions arising from mental illness so narrow that a far smaller proportion of the mentally ill will be eligible for help with mobility, particularly at the higher rate.

> 

> 2)  the proposals embody the assumption that mental disability does not manifest itself in an inability to move. This is factually incorrect. Some conditions periodically or permanently cause the flight/fight response to disappear, and only the freeze response is available. This may mean that the person in hospital or at home may remain face-down in bed, their utter lack of motivation an impossible barrier to normal activity. They may not wash for months at a time. But this does not necessarily prevent someone from reaching the toilet or attending meals. Are these people any less ill? Does such chronic house-arrest not impact their mobility?

> 

> 3)  the proposals will create more discrimination against the mentally ill, as those disabled because of a psychiatric or other condition, unable to get mobility vehicles to help them attend any work they are able to do if they have periods when their conditions are not as acute, should they have employers sympathetic to their conditions - already rare - and the effect will be to increase the poverty of some of those already amongst the financially worst-off in our country.

How do mental illnesses relate to the moving around criteria? Under these criteria only permanent catatonia is clearly supported. Those who may be hospitalised or at home, abed or on the floor for weeks or months, suffering from depression, self-harming, panic attacks, delusions, hallucinations or psychosis are amongst the most seriously ill people there are. But under the DWP criteria they cannot have help with their mobility.

These criteria need to be challenged and to be taken to the European Court of Human Rights if necessary.

Yours sincerely,

*** *** ***
