The real problem with the mobility “moving around” criteria is not the question of 20 or 50 metre cut-off points, arbitrary and nonsensical though they are. Rather, it is the failure of the criteria to make any allowance for different circumstances and environment for individual disabled people.

The problem is encapsulated in para. 4.14: “This activity looks at ability to move around on the type of surface normally expected out of doors on the flat, such as pavements and kerbs”: clearly, the definition of the criteria was undertaken by a group of city-dwellers with no awareness of the rural environment at all.

The aim of the PIP, the Government has consistently said in published criteria, consultations, etc., is to enable disabled people to achieve a reasonable degree of independence: but to do this, the criteria must adapt to circumstances. Faced with an easy access to a flat pavement, and a walk of, say, 50 metres to the local store, an individual with Parkinson's disease, such as myself, might have no problem maintaining their independence. But faced with my local circumstances - access from the house via five *** high steps directly down on to a road which slopes uphill at a gradient of approx ***:*** where the nearest neighbour is ***m away and the nearest shop *** miles away – achieving any kind of independence by being able to walk 50m is utter nonsense.

