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ALC condemns legal aid changes: they fail to meet the 

Government’s objectives – and they fail children 

Following the Government substantially reducing the civil legal aid budget, the Justice Committee 
concluded last week that it had failed to target legal aid to those who need it most and had not 
discouraged unnecessary litigation at public expense and could not show it was delivering better 
overall value for money for the taxpayer.  
 
The Ministry of Justice (MoJ) has not been able to demonstrate that it has achieved value for money 
for the taxpayer. Although significant savings have been achieved, efforts to target legal aid at those 
who most need it have focused on intervention aimed at the point after a crisis has already 
developed, rather than on prevention. This has created knock-on costs, either because cases 
become more serious so become eligible for legal aid, such as house repossession cases, or because 
costs are shifted from the legal aid budget to other public services rather than reduced overall. The 
Committee believes that the MoJ must quantify these if it is to achieve its objective of better value 
for money. 
 

The Association for Lawyers for Children (ALC) said: “The ALC is concerned that these changes have 

impacted significantly on the most vulnerable and on children.  As the Justice Committee identify, 

there is a failure to resolve legal problems faced by children – not least in relation to immigration, 

housing and welfare issues; children are also at a disadvantage in asserting their legal rights – even 

in matters which can have serious long term consequences for them, and trafficked and separated 

children struggle to access immigration advice and assistance”.  

The ALC continued “Lack of proper research or consideration of the impact of the changes coupled 

with a bureaucratic approach taken by the Legal Aid Agency has left many adults and children 

unrepresented.  These are the most vulnerable groups in society.  The conclusions of the committee 

are damming and directly highlight the consequences of putting the need for austerity above all 

other considerations.  If a citizen – adult or child - cannot access justice to enforce his or her rights, 

those rights are effectively lost - a conclusion of particular irony in a year in which we are celebrating 

the Magna Carta. The consequence of LASPO is to prevent individuals taking steps to protect 

themselves or to pursue their rights; the burden of the fallout from that lies directly on the state and 

on children within those families. The rights of the child and the voice of the child are being lost in 

the scramble to save money.”    

END 

Contact details for further comment:  020 8224 7071 // admin@alc.org.uk 
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NOTES TO EDITORS 

- MOJ has harmed access to Justice for some litigants and has not achieved 3 out of 4 of its 

stated objectives. 

- A large proportion of victim domestic violence victims do not have any of the types of 

evidence required to achieve Legal Aid.   

- Substantial increase in litigants in person    

- NAO findings indicate advice “deserts” already exist. 

- Sharp reduction in the use of mediation   

- Although cost savings have been made on the Legal Aid Budget there are a number of knock 

on costs shifting the burden to other public services. 

- Lack of research prior to introduction. 


