TWENTY METRES IS A DESIGN TO FAIL 

IT IS A CAREFULLY THOUGHT OUT PLAN TO CAUSE MOBILITY APPLICANTS TO FAIL IN THEIR ATTEMPTS TO GAIN THE BENEFITS TO WHICH THEY ARE RIGHTFULLY ENTITLED.

THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN TWENTY METRES AND FIFTY METRES, ALTHOUGH SMALL TO ABLE BODIED PEOPLE, IS EXTREMELY SIGNIFICANT TO PEOPLE WITH WALKING DIFFICULTIES

IT IS CONCEIVABLE, BASED ON THE ABSURDITY AND UNEXPLAINED LOGIC OF THE SELECTION OF TWENTY METRES, THAT IF MORE THAN " THE PLANNED "" SUCCESSFUL APPLICANTS NUMBERS OCCURS THEN THE QUALIFYING DISTANCE WILL BE CUT AGAIN.

NOWHERE CAN WE FIND A RATIONAL EXPLANATION FOR THE SELECTION OF TWENTY METRES AS OPPOSED TO FIFTY METRES.  SEEMS THIS NUMBER CAME OUT OF THIN AIR. 

WHERE ARE THE STATISTICS TO SUPPORT THIS CHANGE ?  OTHER THEN TO SUPPORT THE " PLAN TO FAIL " AS MANY APPLICANTS AS POSSIBLE.

THIS IS A THIN VENEER TO GIVE THE EXAMINERS CAUSE TO FIND THE APPLICANTS. UNABLE TO MATCH THE CRITERIA SET TO RECEIVE THE MOBILITY COMPONENT.

IT IS NO WONDER THAT A VERY HIGH PROPORTION OF PEOPLE CALLED UPON FOR AN ASSESSMENT GO TO THESE MEETINGS WITH A SENSE OF FAILURE ALREADY DETERMINED BEFOREHAND

IT IS FAIR ENOUGH THAT THE GOVERNMENT MAY WISH TO CARRY OUT REASSESSMENT GIVEN THE STATE OF THE ECONOMY AND THE PERCEIVED NUMBER OF FALSE RECIPIENTS ON BENEFITS BUT THESE REASSESSMENTS SHOULD BE ON THE EXISTING CRITERIA WHICH WOULD HAVE BEEN SEEN AS A FAIR TEST (APPLES FOR APPLES ) AND NOT GIVEN A LITTLE HELPING HAND ON THE SIDE OF DISMISSING APPLICATIONS.  THIS IS WHERE THE OVERRIDING SENSE OF UNFAIRNESS COMES IN AND THE FEELING OF NEUTRALITY ON THE SIDE OF THE GOVERNMENT HIRED EXAMINERS IS TOTALLY LOST IN THE EYES OF THE DISABLED COMMUNITY.

IT IS WITH A HEAVY HEART THAT I CAN ALMOST PREDICT THE RESULTS OF THIS ONE AND PREDICT THE GOOD NEWS PUBLISHED BY THE GOVERNMENT NEXT YEAR ABOUT HOW THEY HAVE WEEDED OUT THE BENEFIT SCROUNGERS AND GREATLY REDUCED THE ANNUAL COSTS.
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