I am writing in response to the PIP consultation on the 'moving around' activity.
Introducing a distance as short as 20 metres contradicts well-established, research based guidance indicating that 50 metres represents an appropriate distance to define the limitations faced by people with significant difficulty getting around. 20 metres simply does not provide a practical level of mobility: 20 metres is a very short distance, (approximately equivalent to the length of two buses). There is very little a disabled person can achieve outside their home, without a wheelchair, if they can only walk 20 metres. A 50 metre benchmark distance is widely used as a measure of significant mobility impairment –notably in relation to other disability benefits, the blue (disabled) parking badge and in official guidance on creating an accessible built environment, including the location of disabled parking spaces in relation to public and commercial buildings. 
If disabled people with significant walking difficulties fail to qualify for the enhanced mobility component, and therefore the Motability scheme, they will lose their independent mobility and are very likely to experience social isolation and worsening health. The 20 metre benchmark distance is likely to have a very serious impact on the many thousands of physically disabled people who have significant mobility difficulties but do not have any problems with planning and following a journey.
In addition, depriving disabled people of support for independent mobility is likely to increase costs elsewhere in the public sector, especially in health and social care services, because of the support needed to make essential journeys as well as an increase in ill-health due to isolation and loss of independence. Recent research has shown that chronic isolation does real harm; adversely affecting cardiovascular health and reducing life expectancy. It is extraordinary that, despite clear evidence of the negative effects of loneliness on physical and mental health, and a total lack of evidence that 20 metres is the appropriate distance to decide eligibility for support to enable independent mobility, the government plans to exclude hundreds of thousands of people with significant mobility impairments from the support they need to be independently mobile. Reverting to the sensible distance criteria of 50 metres would greatly reduce the number of disabled people at risk of isolation and worsening health as a result of PIP.
Whilst the Government is clearly concerned about managing overall levels of welfare expenditure, it is important to note that money spent on other services will not compensate disabled people for the loss of their independent mobility.
I also have concerns about the quality and rigour of DWP’s impact assessments. There has been no rigorous assessment of the effects on disabled people’s lives if they lose their independent mobility under PIP, and no assessment of the impact of PIP in combination with other welfare reforms. Whilst the reforms affect all aspects of disabled people’s lives, tightening the eligibility criteria for enhanced mobility PIP, has a significant impact on its own, due to the importance of mobility to disabled people’s independence. PIP is bad for the economy and bad for public health; it needs more thought before it is too late.
I would urge the Government to reconsider the reduction of the PIP 'moving around' mobility component distance criteria to 20m and return it to 50m in keeping with current practice and available research. This would be in keeping with the Government's stated aim to support individuals with a disability. 
Yours faithfully, 
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