MCIL response to consultation on the PIP assessment Moving around activity
Merton CIL are pleased to have the opportunity to respond to the consultation on the PIP assessment Moving around activity. However, the limited nature of the consultation makes it difficult for us to fully reflect our wider concerns over the potential negative impact of the move from DLA to PIP on the independence of disabled people.
Because the consultation period is quite short, and is taking place over the summer holiday period, this has made it difficult for us to put together as full and detailed a response as we would like. We are concerned that although a consultation is taking place, a final decision has already been made ahead of the consultation results. In particular, the change to 20 meters is already in effect without consultation, and, in paragraph 3.4 of the consultation document it is made clear that your “preferred option is to retain the current version of the assessment criteria”. We don’t feel that we are being listened to. 
On the specific Moving around assessment criteria Merton CIL responds as follows:
1. We feel that the current criteria do not take sufficient account of the varied and individual nature of disabled people’s experiences and are attempting to force disabled people across the full spectrum of disability to fit an arbitrary, limited, and universal measure. 
2. In particular, the criteria do not adequately take in to account the fluctuating nature of some disabled people’s experience. For example, what is possible on a good day may be out of the question on a bad day.
3. The criteria do not adequately take into account the impact on the individual of the exertion of moving around. For example, an MS sufferer may be able to move more than 50 meters but be unable to do so more than once. The requirement for the individual to walk “safely, to an acceptable standard, repeatedly and in a reasonable time period” is not sufficiently emphasised and clarified in the criteria
4. The criteria do not adequately take in to account the individual’s ability to move safely and the assessment of what is safe appears to be left to the judgement of the examiner rather than the disabled person. The ability to navigate environmental obstacles or hazards is completely ignored.
5. We feel that the reduction in enhanced criteria to 20 meters from 50 meters without consultation or warning is unwarranted. Neither the justification nor the impact of this change has been properly evidenced. 
In summary, Merton CIL believes that the current criteria are not fit for purpose as they will lead to vastly inconsistent outcomes with little relation to the actual individual experience of the disabled person.
