Apologies:

This is a response on an individual basis.

Subject: Moving around activity

I believe that the 50M threshold is the correct one for determining the enhanced rate of the Mobility component of PIP.

Particularly as this funds, for many, a Motability vehicle.

I agree totally with Baroness Grey-Thompson and Jane Young of We are Spartacus (my bold and underlining) as referred to in this BBC website article:

Baroness Grey-Thompson said at her local supermarket she could not get from a blue badge parking space to the doors - 20m is not that far, she said.

The former Paralympian and member of the all-party parliamentary disability group said she had a "real fear" that disabled people would be "ghettoised and excluded from society", under the new rules.

"I'd really like the government to think again. Not just about changing the distance but about actually what the regulations say to ensure that disabled people are really protected," 

"It could be that over 400,000 disabled people won't get support - and that means they won't get help with transport, maybe getting their children to school or to getting work, and this really radically changes how disabled people are able to integrate into society."

Baroness Grey-Thompson said there would many appeals in response to the move, which would "clog up the system".

"Appeals cost far more than actually just giving disabled people the benefit in the first place," she said.

Fewer qualifying people would mean 160,000 fewer Motability cars on the road, the analysis suggested, which in other research has been linked to economic losses such as fewer jobs in the Motability-related industries, and lower GDP contributions.

Ms Young said: "Disabled people will be less independent, less likely to be able to get or keep a job, more likely to give up self-employment and less able to care for their children or support other family members."

I believe this surprise change to 20M is fully financially motivated, but without taking the full economic perspective into account.

It is not a proposal that considers fully the overall welfare of disabled people.

I urge you to reconsider the proposal and retain the 50M threshold for determining the enhanced rate of the Mobility component of PIP.

Regards,

*** ***

