(I am attaching hard copy in the form of a file re my email sent some 20mins ago. Easier for you to read. *** sent @12:54 hrs on 29 July 2013 )
“What are your views on the Moving around activity within the current PIP assessment criteria?”

Thank you for opening this consultation. The impact of PIP’s current criteria will have grave consequences on many disabled people. I hope that you will make the decision (that is supported by evidence) to award Enhanced Rate Mobility to anyone who cannot “safely, to an acceptable standard, repeatedly and in a reasonable time period” move 50 metres unaided.

I am concerned that the government’s position is illogical and contradictory

Contrary to case law:

In their consultation document, the government says that those who can walk 20-50m have “some, albeit limited, mobility.” Under DLA, this distance was considered “virtually unable to walk.” This was established by case law. The government’s regulations therefore run contrary to case law.

Contrary to other government statements:

The government’s position contradicts their earlier statement in their notes to the second draft criteria that ““50 metres is considered to be the distance that an individual is required to be able to walk in order to achieve a basic level of independence...”
The government’s position contradicts their aim that PIP “is a benefit to help disabled people live full, active and independent lives.”

Contrary to mobility guidelines:

Blue Badge spaces should be provided as close as possible, preferably within 50 metres of the facilities served.

In commonly used pedestrian areas … seats should be provided at intervals of no more 50 metres.

The impact of PIP on people’s lives 

PIPs ‘Moving around’ criteria assessment is counter-productive, as it will take away the independent mobility of many disabled people with significant mobility problems. Many disabled people who can walk, but only for a limited distance, are terrified of the isolation they expect to experience if they lose their independent mobility. This indicates a real health risk associated with the experience of isolation, which has implications both for the well-being of disabled people and the pressure on health and social care budgets. Reverting to the previous, more sensible distance criteria of 50 metres could greatly reduce the number of disabled people at risk of isolation and worsening health as a result of PIP.  AND implementation of a clear 50 metre benchmark distance to determine eligibility for the enhanced mobility component of PIP, and therefore the Motability scheme, would go a long way towards mitigating these impacts. 

PIP test wording - Clarity

Make sure your criteria wording is as clear as possible. At present it is not.

PIP test is restrictive - take more into account, the real world

The PIP test is restrictive. In the real world, not everyone can walk round a supermarket let alone get into it; bus stops and train stations are too far away to walk to from a parked car. Walk surfaces are seldom level: pavements slope up and down hills and slope towards the road. Steps, broken pavements, rough surfaces cause further difficulties. In reality a completely smooth and horizontal surface seldom exists in practice. Plus of course weather/temperature extremes: cold, hot, humidity, windy, icy and even rain. Very relevant to us.

PIP hidden cost

PIP is supposed to help with the costs of being disabled. It cannot do this if it deliberately rules out many of the people who struggle to mobilise. The current policy is retrogressive and contrary to both case law and lived experience of those with genuine mobility issues.
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