Dear Department of Work and Pensions

RE: Consultation on the PIP Assessment moving around activity

My husband is ***and was diagnosed with Parkinson's Disease 8 years ago. My father in law, who lives with us, is ***and virtually blind. I am their carer. I would like to emphasise, in letters twenty feet high, that of the two of them, my father in law has by far the greater mobility. 

This is because Parkinson's is a disease which entails fluctuations in mobility capability not only from day to day but also from hour to hour. My husband ranges from being able to walk, with difficulty, with a stick, for a short distance, to being barely able to walk at all within the space of minutes. 

One result of this is a reluctance on my husband's part to going anywhere without a capable and trusted person to hand. This is so that he knows that he will have support - literally - should he need it. In fact, his trips outside of the house are limited to those places where he can be sure of somewhere to sit when he gets there. Supermarkets and shops in general are out of the question.

Parkinson's Disease causes extreme fatigue - not surprising when one witnesses the extreme effort sufferers have to make every day to achieve even a very limited level of mobility. 

It is profoundly disquieting that many thousands of people who are thus affected are having to plead for a level of understanding that one assumed until now was a basic element of a civilized society. 

Many thousands of people with Parkinson’s rely on high rate mobility payments for getting around as their mobility gets worse.

If the Government restricts enhanced PIP mobility payments to only those who can walk 20 metres and no further, it is clear that many people with Parkinson’s will lose out.

By the Department’s own admission 50 metres is considered to be the distance that an individual is required to be able to walk to achieve a basic level of independence, such as the ability to get from a car park to a supermarket. In my husband's case, should he need to struggle to cover 50 metres, in a good period, on a reasonable day, he would not be able to do anything other than sit for some time afterwards. On another day, or a few hours or even minutes later, he might not make 50 metres, or 20 metres, or much, much less. This is part and parcel of the condition.

The Government should be helping people with Parkinson’s maintain their independence rather than confining them to their homes.

I would like the Department to introduce fairer criteria that enables someone with difficulties walking up to 50 metres to get the enhanced rate of mobility PIP.

I dearly hope that common sense and compassion prevail in this matter.

*** ***
1

