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I should like to make the following observations. I am a disabled man in receipt of DLA including higher rate mobility.

The Government changed the higher rate mobility criteria from 50 metres to 20 metres without consultation or warning by sleight of hand by the Minister after the matter had been discussed by the House of Commons, thus preventing representations being made to my MP

Over 600,000 disabled people currently in receipt of the Higher Rate Mobility Component of DLA and who can walk between 20 metres and 50 metres, a number likely in the tens of thousands range, will lose their eligibility to lease a wheelchair or car under the Motability Scheme, and thereby being excluded from participation in their local community, and in many cases losing their ability to work.

The sole driving force behind the replacement of DLA with PIP is to reduce the welfare budget, not the needs of disabled people. This is evidenced by the Government claiming that the intention of this consultation is to be completely open about whether 20 metres meets the needs of people with mobility disabilities, and then immediately contradicting itself by making clear that the deciding factors will be how many people will receive the Higher Rate Mobility Component under any revised criteria and the cost to the welfare budget.

The appalling performance by Minister Esther McVey and her “team” before the Select Committee on Work and Pensions on Monday 21st January made it clear that the cut to 20 metres had been intended from the outset of the Government’s planned changes irrespective of the consequences to disabled people.

In November 2011, DWP stated in guidance notes that “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...”  If in November 2011, DWP considered the ability to walk 50 metres as necessary to achieve a basic level of independence, it is worrying that they have now decided that only those unable to walk more than 20 metres should be eligible for the enhanced rate mobility component.

 

A 50 metre benchmark distance is and has been historically widely used as a measure of significant mobility impairment –Notably in relation to other disability benefits, the blue (disabled) parking badge and in official guidance on creating an accessible built environment, including the location of disabled parking spaces in relation to public and commercial buildings.

In relation to the built environment, a good example is the Government’s own publication, 

“Inclusive Mobility”(DfT), referenced in the Approved Document M of the Building Regulations, which recommends that

( Seating should be provided on pedestrian routes at intervals of no more 50 metres. (Paragraph 3.4, Seating), and 

( Parking spaces for Blue Badge holders should preferably be provided within 50 metres of the facilities they serve (paragraph 5.1, Car Parking)

In personal terms, it is 51 metres to my nearest bus stop, 130 metres from the Hospital bus stop to the front door at *** *** Hospital, 70 meters from the disabled parking bay to the front door at my local supermarket.

After a long, full and productive working career, health circumstances have reduced me to depending solely on ESA and DLA to exist. I live in a rural part of *** ***. Public transport is very limited during the week and non-existent at the weekend. Our local last bus is at ***pm

Without the Mobility assistance to get around, I would be forced to become a virtual recluse.  There are a very limited number of taxis licensed to operate in my local area, and if I had to use them, in the event of there being one available I could not afford to do so. I would physically be unable to get to town, shop and carry shopping back on one of the four buses daily. Using public transport, I would have 25 minutes to get to the local library, choose books and return to the bus stop. Our Mobile Library service having been stopped for financial reasons.

My sole recreation and opportunity to meet with other people, is through two *** groups which meet in neighbouring villages, neither of which have direct  public transport connections with my home. Without transport I could not get to them

I would need to have transport arranged to get to and from hospital, which I have to attend frequently. The cost of this is likely to increase costs elsewhere in the public sector. Further public sector costs would ensue especially in health and social care services, due to the need for support to make essential journeys and an increase in ill health due to isolation and loss of independence.

I am very concerned that, with significant walking difficulties, if I fail to qualify for the enhanced mobility component and therefore travelling assistance, I will lose my independent mobility and the consequential likely social isolation and worsening health will ensue 

Whilst the Government is clearly concerned about managing overall levels of welfare expenditure, money spent on other services will NOT compensate disabled people for the loss of their independent mobility.

 Ministers have been quick to cite the responses from organisations to the original consultation, to justify this heinous change. It should be noted that of the 173 consultation responses from organisations on the new PIP "only one suggested the qualifying distance for those who have the most difficulty getting around should be changed." It is to be hoped that Ministers will pay more attention to the responses of the current consultation

The Government has said all along that PIP is intended to support disabled people’s fully participating in modern life. It does therefore seem disingenuous to develop criteria for the  “moving around activity” which will take away the independent mobility of  thousands of disabled people with significant mobility difficulties, preventing us from undertaking everyday journeys such as going shopping, going to church, visiting their GP, attending hospital appointments and visiting friends and family.

 Implementation of a clear 50 metre bench mark distance to determine eligibility for the enhanced mobility component of PIP would go a long way towards mitigating these impacts and continue supporting disabled people’s continued participation.
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