Sirs

This response is made by The Colchester Prosthetic User Group's committee on behalf of it's members who responded after being surveyed. The responses received are from amputees of all ages not only those of working age their carers also were surveyed and included within this response.

To the question:-

What are your views on the Moving around activity within the current PIP assessment criteria?

Many of our members highlighted that being in receipt of the higher rate DLA added to their chances of leading an independent life style but with the introduction of the 20M rule it would rule them out of being able to receive the new Enhanced Rate with all this would mean i.e. losing over £30 per week whilst having to meet many more costs to maintain a normal lifestyle.

Many pointed out that cutting the distance criteria by 60% to achieve Enhanced Rate was a direct attack on physically disabled people who wish to remain as independent as possible to remain in work therefore paying taxes and making National Insurance contributions and ease pressure on NHS costs by not adding to the hospital transport burden, whilst having to re apply for PIP when already being in receipt of a DLA life time award and confused as their amputation will never re grow.

A majority of members surveyed mentioned as prosthetic limb wearers they are unhappy that the distance has been reduced yet there is no allowance for amputees who have to use extra energy and effort when using their prosthetic limbs and this is not reflected with the proposed criteria nor is their any allowance for good day bad day by which they mean when they are unable to wear their limb for  various number of reasons such as pain, sores,badly fitting sockets so having to revert to wheelchairs.

55% of our prosthetic limb wearers surveyed highlighted the following paragraph,

1.2 The criteria used in the assessment were developed in liaison with a group of independent experts in health, disability and social care and with extensive engagement with disabled people and their organisations. As part of this the Department carried out two lengthy consultations on the first two drafts of the assessment criteria, in

2011 and 2012. During the consultation on the second draft', individuals and organisations told us that the criteria for the Moving around activity, which assesses physical ability to get around, were not clear. We therefore amended this activity to make sure that it could be easily understood and applied consistently.

If so why did the DWP try to introduce it without consultation if they had nothing to hide asked our members.

Our members want to understand how many represented physically disabled people and how many suggested a reduction in the distance criteria and if less than 50% then where is the DWP's licence to make such a change and make a change to points awarded making it almost impossible for a physically disabled person to score enough points to be awarded the Enhanced Rate. Whilst taking out the confusion which centred around wheelchair use and so to solve this they decided to reduce distances to be able to move!!

Another point from Appendix A caused a majority of members surveyed much concern was,

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. The activity does not explicitly consider indoor mobility as we consider the sort of surface expected out of doors to be generally more difficult to move around on than indoor surfaces. In doing so we recognise that individuals who face barriers to mobility in their own homes are likely to face even greater barriers when outside.

If this is true our members want to know how then they chose to add the 20M rule? which they attribute to the distance used to move around one's house, the majority are convinced that again it is a straight attack on physically disabled people who are trying to be proud independent people but cannot because the DWP want to reduce the amount of Moving Around activity by 60% to still be able to qualify for the Enhanced Rate and therefore having the choice of a Motability vehicle or using the extra benefit to help achieve independence being withdrawn from them.

75% of members who are higher rate DLA recipients confirmed if they, under PIP only achieve Standard Rate, they would not be able to afford to purchase a vehicle have it adapted for their needs insure it remembering they will be new to insurers therefore no, no claims bonus to begin and tax and service it, 65% of those members live outside 200 meters from their nearest bus stop and 90% of those ruled out travelling on public transport anyway. So they would be forced into wheelchairs and be reliant on hospital transport to maintain their care and over use hospitals due to not being able to afford taxi's to doctor surgeries. Also being forced to live a life mainly within their own home which will lead them possibly into depression and therefore become an even bigger burden on the NHS for both treatment and transport.

All members surveyed commented that all examples given under 4.18 do not show use of a prosthetic limb so once again this points to prosthetic users are being unfairly dealt with under the Moving Around activity.

In regard to whether you think we need to make any changes to them or assess physical mobility in a different way altogether.

Our members feel that the assessment on physically disabled people should be reviewed and only allow the opinions of physically disabled people into account as they would not want to have their opinions canvassed and taken into account about  sufferers with  mental, intellectual and cognitive impairments.  As they have no idea how their problems reflect on their lives and their needs for benefits.

Our members are sure that unless the experts are amputees themselves they too cannot give accurate examples of how an amputation effects peoples lives. Our members are always asking our committee to remind all able bodied medical personnel that no matter how hard they try until they suffer an amputation they never will be able to comment.

Our Trust makes our volunteers to sign up to an undertaking when talking to new amputees in a Buddie Scheme run by the group not to give any medical opinions as we are not trained medical people so why are able bodied medical peoples opinions surveyed by the DWP on how physical disabilities affect the way we move around? Along with some amputee charities who's staff are not amputees but represent them with such as the DWP, the only real representatives the DWP should be consulting with are organisations led by amputees i.e. User Group's such as our own and the few prosthetist's who are also amputees then our amputee physically disabled members would be happy to know real opinions were being harvested and listened to when the Moving Around Activity descriptor is finally agreed upon. All our members wish for is a fair assessment which they do not think they will be getting under the present criteria.

Using a consensus of opinions from our members comments we would like to see the descriptor read as follows:-

a. Can stand and then move more than 200 metres, either aided or

unaided.
. 0 pts.

b. Can stand and then move more than 50 metres but no more than


200 metres, either aided or unaided.
8pts.

c. Can stand and then move unaided more than 1 metre but less than 50 metres. 10 pts.

d.Can stand and then move more than 1 metre but no more than 50

metres, either aided or unaided.
12 pts.

e. Cannot, either aided or unaided, -

(i) stand; or


(ii) move more than 1 metre.
        12 pts.

Added to the previous comments our surveyed members wish to be represented by similarly disabled people and medical staff who are amputees.

This response was submitted on behalf of  the surveyed respondent members of the Colchester Prosthetic User Group who's  committee submitted it on behalf of the afore mentioned group.
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