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PIP – Moving Around and related elements of Mobility
Introduction
1. This response is submitted by Interface. Interface is a parent carer led Parent Forum.  We are parent carers of disabled children and young people in Redbridge. 

2. The aims of Interface are to:
· Ensure parents have genuine influence in shaping existing services and in the planning and commissioning of new services; 

· Ensure parents are able to praise things that are working well and challenge things that are not; 

· Inform parents about what is happening on issues that might affect them and their children; 

· Ensure participation from all areas of Redbridge and across all groups and all disabilities; 

· Raise the profile of disabled children in the Borough as well as respect and understanding for parents as carers; 

· Strive to build relationships with service providers and others so as to begin to achieve the above aims; 

· Provide knowledge and information for parents who do not know what services are out there so they can make informed choices. 

· Interface is open to carers of children with any kind of disability or special educational needs (SEN) - physical, learning, communication, behavioural, sensory and rare disorders - as well as children with health conditions which mean they have additional care needs. 










Proposals – Content
3. Interface believes that the draft legislation 
· Is flawed and unfair in that it does not take account of the extensive needs of children and young people and adults with severe mental impairments and challenging behaviour, as the current DLA system does now (DLA Regs, reg 12(5)&(6))






· Is unreasonable and arbitrary as it treats people who have difficulty walking through e.g. breathlessness more favourably than those who cannot walk unaided because they have no awareness of danger or are able to understand concerns for their personal safety.

4. Under DLA severe mental impairment and learning disabilities – DLA Regs reg (12)(5)&(6) – recognised the specific needs of these groups and that allowed the higher rate mobility with higher rate care.





“(5) A person falls within subsection (3)(a) of section 73 of the Act (severely mentally impaired) if he suffers from a state of arrested development or incomplete physical development of the brain, which results in severe impairment of intelligence and social functioning. 

(6) A person falls within subsection (3)(b) of section 73 of the Act (severe behavioural problems) if he exhibits disruptive behaviour which— 

(a) is extreme, 

(b) regularly requires another person to intervene and physically restrain him in order to prevent him causing physical injury to himself or another, or damage to property, and 

 (c) is so unpredictable that he requires another person to be present and watching over him whenever he is awake.










This further allowed families to access Motability cars where necessary and a blue badge. 

5. Under PIP, in England, the blue badge is only to be allowed for those who meet this criterion: 
 

“Moving around - Can stand and then move unaided more than 20 metres but no more than 50 metres. Score 8 (or more)”
We do not understand why this is broader in scope for Scotland and Wales. Why is this?
 

6. This seems to mean that severe mental impairment no longer counts (challenging behaviour etc), nor does 1-1 or 2-1 help from a parent carer or carer count as an “aid” in the Moving Around category, thus excluding this group of children, young people and adults from being able to receive a blue badge and from having their needs recognised in this category.  It is also unclear to what extent both mobility criteria will be taken into account for a Motability car.  Some of our families really need those cars as they are bigger to allow for more space for children and young people with challenging behaviour. Additionally others use them to being their children and young people back into the community and to their homes from residential schools at weekends and for holidays.
7. Specifically in relation to latest consultation about moving around, in respect of paragraph 4.16, the safety aspect of moving around will only consider the physical act of moving not danger awareness which would be considered as part of the planning and following journeys criterion.  Not considering traffic safety awareness as part of the moving around criterion is unreasonable and unfair. Safety cannot only mean physical safety arising from a health need or condition. The fact that a person can move 200m, or less, unaided is merely a theoretical ability if that person cannot move that distance without putting himself or herself in danger. In real terms a person cannot move 200m unaided if in doing so that person is likely to be injured of killed by his lack of awareness of other users of the road. It is a factor entirely distinct from the likelihood of a person getting lost even following a familiar journey.

Conclusion

8. Such a position by DWP will lead to a worsening of current provision for children, young people and adults with challenging behaviour and to arbitrary and unreasonable results in comparison with other groups who fall with the same criterion.









9. This is all the more upsetting and unfair when post Winterbourne view young people with challenging behaviour are being encouraged to be more supported in our local communities. And indeed other parts of Government are drafting national specifications for commissioners in health and in other areas to this effect. The impact of all parts of national and local law and policy impacts hugely on the capacity of families to cope. It is not acceptable that such policies and positions by Government do not look at the strategic perspective of families of very disabled children and their parents carers.









10. We are therefore looking for the PIP arrangements to be revised to reflect the DLA regulations in this area or for the arrangements to be introduced in Wales and Scotland to be introduced here. These would allow this group of severely learning disabled children and young people to maintain access to essential services – in this case the blue badge and where necessary a Motability car - to keep these young people in their homes and in their communities. 
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