In answer to your request for views on the proposal to limit PIP for those able to walk over 20 metres I would like to make the following observations on my own experience/circumstances. Following a severe stroke some *** years ago I can only walk very slowly( because of severe weakness on my right side, loss of lower quartile vision ,very poor balance etc) and cannot climb steps/kerbs etc.

It is not the length of walking which is important but the quality. There are very few places outside the home that I can visit on my own. I cannot cross roads even at pedestrian crossings because I cannot get across in time and that rules out all public transport in practice. Without the use of a car I would be confined to my own house.

To focus just on the ability to walk a certain distance is far too simplistic. It is the effect of each individuals disability on their mobility which is also critical. So speed of walking, stability of walking, ability to cross roads, use public transport, stamina,etc are essential elements of any assessment. 

The 20 metre standard is a totally unrealistic one. What can you do outside the home by walking 20 metres. You cannot shop , visit friends, go to the doctors, hospital etc using public transport. Without access to a car you are house bound. If therefore there has to be a fixed measure then the current 50 metres as a minimum, better 100 metres, would be appropriate..( one cannot help but feel that any standard is basically down to what each individual says they are capable of with the honest potentially losing out and many others just telling an assessor what they think they want to hear.).

The essential point about the mobility element of any benefits is to provide a car to those who without one would be housebound. As such the current system provides a lifeline to many people who would not otherwise be able to afford a car. If there are ‘abuses’ then these need to be tackled rather than target those who cannot do without help. Even means testing may be appropriate 

In Summary 

1)Any standard for walking needs to focus on the quality of walking not just the length.

2) A 20 metres standard would result in many people becoming housebound. A standard of 50 metres and better 100 metres would be more appropriate.

