To whom it may concern:

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to this consultation.

 

I do not agree with 20 metres in your regulations, as follows:

 

	Can stand and then move unaided more than 20 metres but no more than 50 metres. 
	8 pts 

	d. Can stand and then move using an aid or appliance more than 20 metres but no more than 50 metres. 
	10 pts 

	e. Can stand and then move more than 1 metre but no more than 20 metres, either aided or unaided. 
	12 pts 


 
Realistically, if you can only walk between 20 and 50 metres it does not mean your life is any more normal than a person who cannot walk 20 metres. As humans, being able to only walk between 20 and 50 metres means your life and how you go about your life is severely limited. Unless you are a prisoner in your own home and you never venture outside your home, then and only then, will you be confronted by not having to walk more than 20 metres.

 

By using 20 metres as your standard length, you are saying that people who can walk between 20 and 50 metres are capable of leading a normal life, to include: catching public transportation, walking to shops, walking from where a car is parked, etc. For example, using a car and shopping--if you park your car in the car park and then have to walk into the shop, walk around the shop and walk back out of the shop into the car, you are by far walking more than 500 metres. If you use 20 metres as that standard, this is what you are forcing people to do. This would result in people not going out and becoming isolated. You might say that they have wheelchairs in shops--some people (especially those with heart problems) cannot use their arms as this causes heart strain.. Even if you have your own wheelchair, getting it in and out of a vehicle is physical stress and strain that is damaging to the heart. Disabled people who work, might be able to pass your test, but they would not be able to get to work without a mobility allowance. Therefore, you would be forcing people to give up work, which would result in some of them claiming benefits. How would this help save money. Disabled people with long term illnesses might be able to work part time, but if forced to buy their own car would not be able to work more hours. They wouldn't physically be able to work more hours, therefore they would have to give up work.

 

You are not looking at a disabled person as a whole. It seems you are focusing on an arbitrary number such as 20 metres, not to adequately rate disabled people, but to set a standard to define total outcome being less 'generous' than the previous test. You are saying that moderately disabled people can lead as normal a life as a non-disabled person and that a moderately disabled person incurs no more expense to live than a disabled person.  

Being disabled is not a choice. It is basic human rights to allow people to lead an equal life.  

 

Sincerely,

*** ***
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