As a *** *** I would have been greatly affected if the threshold was just 20m for the walking distance to qualify for the Higher Rate PIP. I am a *** *** and as such my right leg is *** *** and my other leg has had a replacement knee because of damage caused over compensating for the right leg. I have to use a stick all the time and an electric scooter for any distance at all.

If I was just 21 months younger I would have to justify not being able to walk more than 20m and if not I would lose my Motability car and my total mobility. I would not have been able to work as a *** or get out of the house at all. Shopping would have had to be done by other people. At the moment I use my car with a small electric scooter to enable me to get around the supermarket. This would not be possible any more if I did not have my car. My pain level, which is very high normally, would stop me from walking any more and thus be housebound. It would also give me depression if this were the case, causing more expense in drugs from the country. When the 20m rule is considered it does not take into account the fact that walking this far with any shopping would greatly diminish the distance I could walk with my stick as well as the increased pain level.

If the government decide to make the same rule for all disability beneficiaries then I would be even more dependent on other people than I am now and would not be able to contribute to the community as I am able to now. I am **** of *** *** *** *** which helps people with *** *** ***. This too, would have to stop if I did not get this DLA or PIP at the present rate, which includes my car. 

I strongly oppose the 20m threshold and ask that you reconsider to draw it in line with the Blue Badge rules. This would seem to be much fairer for those of us who struggle to keep active with our disabilities.

Yours faithfully,

*** *** (***)
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