Hi,

I'd like to add my views to the current consultation on the 20 metre criteria for moving around used for PIP assessments.

I have a condition which significant;y affects my mobility. My spine collapsed during *** *** which left me with various complications, including about ***% of normal lung function. My condition also affects my joints, particularly my hips and my feet.

I currently receive DLA and am eternally gratefully for the support it gives me to get around. I am able to work because I have a mobility car, I'm also able to volunteer and take an active part in public life because of my indispensable notability wheels.\

I am very anxious about the transfer from DLA to PIP, particularly the 20 metre rule for getting around. On a good day, yes I can walk 20 metres, and even on a bad day, I could drag myself 20 metres along. I don't feel that this is a fair measure of a significant mobility impairment.

Here are some more reasons:

- 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.

- Since most wheelchair users can walk a little, the use of 20 metres as the benchmark distance runs the risk that disabled people with significant mobility difficulties – people who can walk 20 metres but not 50 metres – lose essential adapted cars or specially converted wheelchair accessible vehicles supplied via the Motability scheme

- 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.

-  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, due to the need for support to make essential journeys and an increase in ill-health due to isolation and loss of independence. 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 would like you therefore to reconsider the 20 metre rule, if applied it will unfairly disadvantage many people like myself who need mobility support.

Thank you

*** ***
