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Summary of the Government Response to
the Justice Committee’s Report ‘The Future
of Legal Aid’ – November 2021
On 16 November the Justice Committee published the Lord Chancellor’s response to their report on
the Future of Legal Aid as the Committee’s Fourth Special Report of this session. As Autumn draws
to a close, we thought it might be useful to take a look at the recommendations made in the
Committee's report, noting how they compared to our own and the Government response to each.
We also include an update on some of the policy work underway in each of these areas. We include
them below together with our commentary (in blue).

All references to ‘the Committee’ are to the Justice Committee unless otherwise specified. The report
and the response, and the response of Chair of the Committee, Sir Bob Neill MP can be found here.

Criminal Legal Aid
Committee Recommendations
There are 14 recommendations in this section (which are set out in full here).

Westminster Commission Recommendations
The recommendations with regards to Criminal Legal Aid were to reverse the 8.75% cut;
increase fees in line with inflation (using 2011 as a baseline for this calculation); and to
implement an independent fee review panel for both civil and criminal legal aid fees. The
Commission also recommended that publicly funded training contracts and pupillages be
returned to address the recruitment and retention issues in criminal legal aid.
The Government response to the Committee’s recommendations explained that these issues
will be covered in their response to the Independent Criminal Legal Aid Review chaired by Sir
Christopher Bellamy QC (‘CLAIR’).
Our understanding is that the review has concluded and the findings will go to the Lord
Chancellor this month. Sir Christopher confirmed his intention that the report be published before
the end of 2021 at the Westminster Commission report launch event in October 2021 and we
believe that the Lord Chancellor is likely to publish the CLAIR report and the Government’s
response concurrently.
The response mentions that in August 2020 the then Lord Chancellor, Robert Buckland
announced an injection of up to £51 million per annum to the criminal legal aid system.
Further details about the package of measures can be found here.
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The Government also mentions that in 2019-2020, 1,220 solicitor firms were in receipt of
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criminal legal aid fee income.
We note that in 2012-2013 by contrast, there were 1,652 firms with criminal legal aid contracts.
See page 12 of the Westminster Commission report for further details.

Legal Aid Means Test
Committee Recommendation 15: The Government should evaluate whether the
money saved by the means test is justified when weighed against its impact on the
fairness of criminal justice system. If the means tests for the magistrates’ court and
the Crown Court are to remain then the current eligibility thresholds should be
addressed and thereafter automatically uprated every year in line with inflation.
Committee Recommendation 22: The Government should consider whether the
model of the possession duty scheme should be used in other areas of the civil justice
system where there are significant numbers of litigants in person. Non-means tested
advice at court on the day of hearing could provide an economical way of offering
some legal support to vulnerable litigants. We commend the Government and the
Legal Aid Agency on their work on the duty scheme but ask that they learn the lesson
that schemes which are “assertive and flexible”, as Simon Mullings described the
possession duty scheme, are what is needed.

Westminster Commission Recommendations
The means test must be overhauled to bring it back to its original purpose – enabling those
without the means to pay privately for advice to access publicly-funded legal assistance. The
Commission also recommended that the Government undertake the following:
Increase the income and capital thresholds to enable a greater percentage of the population to
access both civil and criminal legal aid.
Standardise assessment of those on means-tested benefits with other government
departments such as the DWP
Remove capital from the means assessment process where it is clear that such capital cannot
be realised and used to pay for legal assistance.
Review whether additional areas of legal aid should be ‘non-means tested’ where the client
group is particularly vulnerable and the potential outcome of proceedings involving that group
or individuals from that group would have particularly serious consequences
Review the ‘income disregards’ that can be taken into account when assessing a client’s
disposable income
Where clients (or those in their household) are asked to make a financial contribution towards
their legal aid, review the thresholds at which contributions are required, the level of
contribution required, and the range of people who can be required to contribute.
Ensure the LAA takes a proportionate and sensible approach to the assessment of means
The Government notes they are aware of the issues raised by the Committee and these will be
addressed in the Means Test Review which should be published soon. As part of the Means
Test Review, they are considering the income thresholds for legal representation at the Crown
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Court, and the associated issue of the costs that acquitted defendants may recover from
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central funds.
As mentioned in previous bulletins, the MOJ’s work to review the means test has been one of the
constructive work streams to emerge from the LASPO PIR. We are, however, not likely to see a
public consultation on changes to the means test until early 2022 and rep bodies remain
concerned that when more people are eligible for legal aid under the proposed changes, there
will continue to be insufficient providers in the market to cater to them.

Youth Suspects and Legal Aid
Committee Recommendation 17: We recommend that the Government implement
the recommendations of the Taylor Review of Youth Justice: to review the fee
structure of cases heard in the youth courts in order to raise their status and improve
the quality of legal representation for children and to introduce a presumption that
children should receive free legal representation at the police station.
The Government states that this issue is also being looked at by CLAIR
The Government is currently considering trialling a system of legal advice in police custody for
young and vulnerable individuals that presumes the uptake of advice as opposed to
necessitating they ‘opt-in’ to this service

Technology and Access to Justice
Committee Recommendation 18: The Government should consider how technology
can be used to increase the accessibility of legal advice to suspects and defendants.
The Government should also consider developing a scheme to enable criminal legal
aid providers to upgrade their digital capacity.
Committee Recommendation 19: Successive governments have prioritised efficiency
and costs over the quality of the criminal justice system. The Committee’s inquiry
into Court Capacity has highlighted the difficult situation facing the courts at the
start of the pandemic. Unless there is significant change to criminal legal aid, there is
a real risk that the balance between defence and prosecution, which is at the heart of
our adversarial justice system, will be unfairly tilted in favour of the prosecution. The
fairness of criminal justice system depends on a criminal legal aid system that is
properly funded and that is structured to enable lawyers to provide high-quality work
on the most complex cases at every stage of the process. The Government’s response
to the independent review of criminal legal aid must ensure that criminal lawyers are
paid for all the work they do to represent their clients and that fees and rates are
regularly reviewed so that the profession can remain sustainable for the long-term.
Committee Recommendation 38: The Government should support legal aid providers
to upgrade their digital infrastructures. This should include helping smaller providers
and Not-for-Profits procure the necessary hardware and case management software
that could help them expand their capacity. The Government should also establish an
Online Platform for Legal Advice, as suggested by JUSTICE, that is given prominence
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by HMCTS online that directs people to advice provided by legal aid providers.
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The Government has noted the issues raised and stated their intention of responding to these
in their response to CLAIR
The Government has developed an online (guided pathway) signposting pilot intervention that
provides people with support and signposting for housing disrepair problems. Through this
pilot we hope to build up an evidence base of what works to help inform future policy
decisions.

Civil Legal Aid
Committee Recommendation 20: It is frustrating, and yet unsurprising, that many of
the concerns raised over the operation of the civil legal aid system by our
predecessor Committee in 2015, and by Government’s post-implementation review in
2019, have been highlighted in evidence to this inquiry on the future of legal aid in
2021.

Westminster Commission Recommendations
The scope of the legal aid scheme is not only relevant to the issue of meeting public legal need,
it also shapes the provider base and influences whether services are sustainable. An urgent and
independent review is needed in relation to the scope of civil legal aid to determine whether it is
currently meeting the needs of those who lack the means to pay for legal assistance. The MoJ
has been discussing a formal review of civil sustainability, to include a review of scope, for many
months and yet as this report goes to print nothing concrete has been announced. We are,
however, aware that any review panel will take months to form and years to report and we are
concerned about the impact on client access and provider sustainability in the meantime. We set
out areas of law that should be brought back into scope below:
Restore legal aid for early legal advice to the pre-LASPO position
Restore funding for housing disrepair cases
Remove barriers to legal advice and representation for those seeking protection from domestic
abuse and their families
Restore legal aid for private family law and for both sides in a dispute
Expand access to legal aid for bereaved families for inquests
Conduct further research into how to increase the capacity of providers in areas that are
currently in scope
Develop robust research mechanisms for measuring legal need, and link the commissioning of
services to that research
The Government remains committed to progress in this area and notes that some policy
changes have already been delivered, but that COVID has slowed progress in this area. This
includes work to improve the exceptional case funding scheme, a pilot to test the impact of
early legal advice in social welfare law, and the investment of an additional £3m to support
litigants in person.
These changes are set out elsewhere in this document. The Budget included plans to increase
the capacity of the civil legal aid sector and to invest in its sustainability. At this point, however,
there is little clarity as to what that might mean in practice. A sustainability review has been
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ongoing within the Ministry of Justice for some time, but very little information has been released
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publicly about this. Representative bodies are concerned that the number of legal aid providers
continues to decline and have urged the government to commence a more formal and
transparent process.

Early Advice and Scope
Committee Recommendation 21: The Government should take a whole justice system
approach to the reform of the civil legal aid framework. The provision of early advice
can help to make the courts work more effectively.
Committee Recommendation 24: We suggest that the civil legal aid system needs an
updated version of the Green Form scheme, which was introduced in 1973, that
would allow individuals to understand their rights and be directed to the services
that are most appropriate for their situation. One suggestion we have received is that
the Government could develop and pilot an ambitious and economically viable early
advice scheme, that enables individuals to access timely legal and expert advice.
Rather than being constrained by issues of scope, such a scheme should be
strategically targeted at those who would most benefit from early advice.

Westminster Commission Recommendations
We set out areas of law that should be brought back into scope below:
Restore legal aid for early legal advice to the pre-LASPO position
Restore funding for housing disrepair cases
Remove barriers to legal advice and representation for those seeking protection from domestic
abuse and their families
Restore legal aid for private family law and for both sides in a dispute
Expand access to legal aid for bereaved families for inquests
Conduct further research into how to increase the capacity of providers in areas that are
currently in scope
Develop robust research mechanisms for measuring legal need, and link the commissioning of
services to that research
The Government is already considering the provision of early advice
It has already committed to piloting early legal advice in social welfare law.
We do know that the MOJ has plans to carry out a pilot to test whether providing early advice on
linked legal problems produces better results than the current system. The pilot schemes will run
in Manchester and Middlesborough and we are told that the work will start on this next year. Our
understanding is that the funding for this pilot was secured some time ago, is crossdepartmental, and is not part of the recent Spending Review settlement.

Social Welfare Law
Committee Recommendation 22: The Government should consider whether the
model of the possession duty scheme should be used in other areas of the civil justice
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The Government is considering how to improve the sustainability of the HPCDS (Housing
Possession Court Duty Scheme)
The Government is considering the optimum model for the delivery of civil legal aid in order to
assure sustainability. More widely, they agree on the need to find ways to support litigants in
person, and both legal aid and legal support have a role to play in that.
A consultation on proposals to improve the sustainability of the HPCDS has just been
published (25 November 2021) and will run until 20 January. This proposes several key
changes.
Remodel the delivery of the HPCDS to become a new Housing Loss Prevention Advice Service
(HLPAS), incorporating both the existing service of advice and representation at court but also
early legal advice before court.
Expanding the scope of legal aid so that HLPAS providers can offer early legal advice on social
welfare law matters to individuals facing procession proceedings.
Maintain contracts for individual courts rather than larger geographical areas – but seeking
stakeholder views on this.
Allowing providers to claim for the court duty fee in addition to a Legal Help fee for follow on
work.
Introducing a set attendance fee for all schemes, replacing the existing nil session payment.

Family Law
Committee Recommendation 23: The Committee welcomes the introduction of the
Family Mediation Voucher Scheme. It is a positive step and recognises that more
needs to be done to help separating parents. We believe that if early legal advice was
available alongside mediation, this would result in an increase in the numbers using
mediation successfully.

Westminster Commission Recommendations
The Commission recommended removal of barriers to legal advice and representation for those
seeking protection from domestic abuse and their families and that legal aid be restored for
private family law and for both sides in a dispute.
The Government is considering the scope of legal aid, particularly for early legal help
We note that there is no accepted definition of early legal advice used by policy makers and so
what is being proposed here is somewhat unclear.

Litigants in Person
Committee Recommendation 25: The weight of evidence, however, is that inaction
on the rising number of litigants in person is not an option. Many of the policy
responses to the issue involve increasing the resources of the courts or other
agencies involved in the system. With the impact of the pandemic likely to lead to
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greater number of litigants in person in the family courts and in tribunals, we urge
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the Government to consider providing more accessible and effective forms of
support.
Committee Recommendation 27: We welcome steps to support litigants in person.
We encourage the Government to consider whether the scale of these projects and
grants should be increased.
Committee Recommendation 28: We recognise that the Government is making
progress in improving legal support and information for litigants in person, but we
caution the Government that such measures should not be seen as an alternative to
tailored legal advice. We are aware that in areas such as benefits, non-legally
qualified specialist advisors can provide appropriate assistance However, as long as
our system is characterised by complex legal frameworks and an adversarial justice
system, the availability of individualised legal advice and support will remain
necessary
The Government has increased funding for litigants in person to £3 million a year for the next
two years 2020-22
Since 2014-15 the government has provided £9 million in funding through the Litigants in
Person Support Strategy
£2 million has been invested by the MoJ in the Community Justice Fund which supports notfor-profit organisations in England and Wales providing legal advice to those facing legal issues
such as loss of jobs, being caught in rent arrears, or built-up debt as a result of Covid-19. This
follows a grant of £5.4 million for not-for-profit advice providers the MoJ delivered last year.
It is perhaps worth noting that NfPs providing legal advice represent a relatively small proportion
of the legal aid sector. The majority of providers (over 90%) are small to medium ‘for profit’
organisations such as solicitor firms who cannot access the grant funding that the government
has made available to support the advice sector.

Data
Committee Recommendation 26: We continue to be disappointed with the Ministry of
Justice’s approach to gathering data on access to justice. From the evidence we
heard, the data they hold may not adequately reflect the impact of litigants in person
on court time and throughput. We remain concerned that the inability to produce
high-quality data on the impact of legal advice on access to justice means that the
chances of the Treasury granting additional funding for legal advice and
representation are slim.

Westminster Commission
The MOJ is currently developing a high level ‘legal needs dashboard’, which collates information
from various sources such as HMCTS, local authorities and the Department for Housing
Communities and Local Government. This dashboard is designed to assist MOJ officials to
understand some of the drivers for legal need and the pressure points in the justice system.
While we appreciate the intention behind this work, we do not believe it is a sufficiently detailed
or robust mechanism for informing the commissioning of services or the development of legal
aid/legal needs policy.
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The Commission recommends that the MOJ works with external experts from legal practice and
Past Issues
Translate
legal/socio-economic research fields to develop a mechanism for regularly monitoring and
measuring the public’s need for legal assistance. Commissioning of services should be informed
by and aligned to this measurement of legal need.
The Commission also set out its concerns that that reductions to funding for public services are
difficult to measure because the cuts themselves have reduced the capacity of organisations to
monitor and report. In particular, the closure on 1 April 2013 of the Legal Services Research
Centre, which both commissioned and undertook important research into the justice system,
instantly reduced the volume and quality of information we have about people’s experiences of
social welfare law. Consequently, there is a conspicuous absence of data covering the legal aid
sector as a whole and how it sits within the justice system itself.
The report recommended that the Government should collect and publish more detailed data on
the providers of civil legal aid, in particular it should capture how much publicly funded work
each provider is doing each year.
The MoJ is doing the best it can to collect and report data in spite of difficulties
The Government is increasing the capacity of their analytical function and to change the mix of
capabilities at their disposal
The Government is augmenting short and medium-term planning by developing new tools to
support existing models
We note Dr. Natalie Byrom’s work in this area and her 2019 report with its 29
recommendations about for tackling ‘digital exclusion’, and ensuring the government’s
£1bn court reform programme delivers access to justice for all court-users. In 2020, the court
service responded accepting the majority of the recommendations made. To date, progress on
implementation has, however, been varied and Dr Byrom’s last update indicated that much would
depend on the outcome of the Spending Review.
We also note that the Legal Aid Census is due to publish next month and comprises an analysis
of the most comprehensive survey of the legal aid sector to date. We hope that this will provide
a baseline of data about providers and organisations in this area which can be built upon going
forward.

Legal Support Action Plan
Committee Recommendation 27: We welcome steps to support litigants in person.
We encourage the Government to consider whether the scale of these projects and
grants should be increased.
The government has increased funding for litigants in person to £3 million a year for the next
two years 2020-22 (see above for further detail)
Since 2014-15 the government has provided £9 million in funding through the Litigants in
Person Support Strategy
For a brief summary of the Legal Support Action Plan, please see here.

Exceptional Case Funding
Committee Recommendation 31: The Exceptional Case Funding system should be
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Westminster Commission
Exceptional Case Funding has not provided the safety net that was intended under LASPO. What
this has meant in practice is that legal aid is unavailable and as a result fundamental rights are
breached in ways not intended by parliament. We would suggest that the process be made more
accessible to direct applicants; the evidence required should be simplified; and providers should
have increased powers to determine eligible cases. In order for the work to be financially viable,
we recommend that the Legal Aid Agency remunerate solicitors and specialist advisers for all
applications for exceptional funding under section 10 of LASPO.
There should be an urgent, independent review of all cases granted under Exceptional Case
Funding to determine whether there are further areas which should be brought back into scope.
If particular types of cases are routinely funded under ECF, we believe they cease to be
‘exceptional’. This provides a strong indication that there is a need for scope to be widened to
incorporate such cases so that the legal aid scheme is fit for purpose and reflects public legal
need. This review process and potential expansion process should be carried out by government
on an annual basis.
The Government is committed to review the application process and work is currently ongoing
as per the Legal Support Action Plan.
The Government feels that the LAA play a vital and independent role in taking ECF decisions
completely free from outside influence and they do not believe that this position should
change

Sustainability
Committee Recommendation 33: Civil legal aid, like criminal legal aid, needs the
Government to take decisive action to change the approach set by the Legal Aid,
Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012 at the start of the last decade.
Without such a step, the sector will continue to struggle to attract new recruits.
The Government is already considering the sustainability of legal aid.
For further reading about the sustainability of the legal aid sector please see the Westminster
Commission report here. We note that CLAR has been underway for a number of years and
Treasury also announced that it would be considering the sustainability of civil legal aid in its
Autumn Budget. We await further announcements about what this will look like in practice.

Recruitment and Retention
Committee Recommendation 34: The Government should collect and publish more
detailed data on the providers of civil legal aid, in particular it should capture how
much publicly funded work each provider is doing each year.

Westminster Commission
Further investment should be made in the sector to allow firms, NfPs and chambers to recruit,
train and retain new lawyers. Publicly funded grants should be reinstated for solicitors, barristers
and legal executives to ensure an adequate pipeline of new practitioners into the sector. The
Commission looks to the relevant ministerial team for proposals as to how best to action this
recommendation.
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The SRA should also work with the profession and with education providers to ensure that the
new Solicitor’s Qualifying Exam includes modules on social welfare law. It is vital that the sector
continues to encourage bright and committed individuals to its ranks and that the profession
remains as open to those from diverse backgrounds as it always has been.
The Government is working on how to improve data collection on the characteristics of those
that provide civil legal aid
We note the publication of a ‘data compendium’ comprising information shared by The Law
Society, The Bar Council and the Crown Prosecution Service which provides useful data on the
recruitment and retention of criminal defence practitioners (amongst other things). However, this
existing (now dated) data relates solely to criminal legal aid practitioners and was gathered for
reasons other than understanding the viability of the sector.

Advice Deserts
Committee Recommendation 35: Sustainability issues for civil legal aid providers are
sufficiently serious to justify a complete overhaul of the system. A number of
witnesses have highlighted that a combination of number of fundamental problems
rather than one or two specific issues contribute to the unsustainability of civil legal
aid. Furthermore, this lack of sustainability is having a knock-on effect on the ability
of those entitled to legal aid to access lawyers to provide advice and representation.
We welcome the fact that the Government is undertaking a review to look at these
issues in the round. That said, the success of that review will depend on whether it is
able to put forward the radical solutions needed to make civil legal aid sustainable
again. We received evidence to suggest that an internal review may not be adequate
to that task. If that proves to be so, an independent review may be required, along
the lines of the Independent Criminal Legal Aid Review, to acquire the evidence base
needed for far-reaching changes.
Committee Recommendation 36: The basis for the radical change required in civil
legal aid requires the Government to establish the level of need for civil legal aid
services in England and Wales. Once that is established, the Government needs to
ensure that suppliers of legal aid services have the capacity to meet that need….The
Government should fund more training opportunities for legal aid lawyers to ensure
that there those willing to pursue a career in publicly funded work are able to. The
Government should provide more direct grants to organisations who can be relied
upon to provide a high-quality and economical viable service. The Government
should set up and run more duty schemes to help the vulnerable litigants within the
justice system who have not been able to secure the services of a lawyer. The
Government should ensure that fees for publicly funded work are regularly uprated in
line with inflation.

Westminster Commission
Advice deserts have developed across vast swathes of England and Wales in areas such as
Housing and Community Care, despite LASPO retaining Community Care and some areas of
housing law within the scope of legal aid. Areas like Special Education Needs and Discrimination
were delivered by a telephone-only service until the gateway was abolished in May 2020 but
attempts to tender for face-to-face services have attracted few providers. Whilst many will posit
that this decline in providers is predominantly down to uneconomic fees (and it may be) further
research must be done to understand how scope, contracting, compliance, auditing, other forms
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of bureaucracy and the viability of linked categories of legal aid undermine the viability of these
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practice areas (and therefore the willingness of providers to retain contracts or tender for new
contracts).
The Government is aware of these issues and is already considering the sustainability of the
civil legal aid market internally

The Legal Aid Agency
Committee Recommendation 39: We commend the Legal Aid Agency for its work
supporting legal aid providers since the start of the pandemic. The approach taken by
the Agency and its staff shows that it can be flexible and proactive if the
circumstances allow. We recommend that the Agency continues with this approach in
the future. We would also suggest that the Agency considers whether any of the
changes made to deal with the pandemic should be made permanent.
Committee Recommendation 40: We welcome the Legal Aid Agency’s work to
respond to legal aid providers concerns in relation to the “culture of refusal”. We also
recognise their commitment to ensure that taxpayers’ money is managed properly.
We acknowledge that the staff and leadership at the Legal Aid Agency have limited
scope to alter the fundamental dynamics that determine their role within the broader
legal aid system. Nevertheless, we believe that the evidence submitted indicates that
the Government and the Ministry of Justice need to revaluate the Legal Aid Agency’s
priorities. By asking the Agency to prioritise the “error rate” over other
considerations, particularly access to justice and the sustainability of providers, the
Government risks missing the wood for the trees. The Government’s work on the
sustainability of both criminal and civil legal aid should consider how to empower the
Legal Aid Agency to take a more flexible and proactive approach to funding legal aid.
The Government should ensure that providers are not required to conduct
disproportionate amounts of unpaid work to apply for funding.
Committee Recommendation 41: The Government should consider creating a system
of earned autonomy that places more trust in the decision making of providers with
strong records of high-quality decision making. The Agency’s processes should have
some incentives for providers to work towards gradually reducing the burden of
administrative requirements. Given the difficulties facing legal aid providers, placing
greater trust in their ability to decide on eligibility would expand their capacity which
would be beneficial for access to justice.
Committee Recommendation 42: T he Government should consider enabling the
Legal Aid Agency to provide specific support to legal aid providers to bring in
trainees. This support should be targeted to areas where there is a particular
shortage of specialist advice.
Committee Recommendation 43: If the Government were to accept the
recommendations we have made on how to approach criminal and civil legal aid it
will be necessary to address the Legal Aid Agency’s priorities, its institutional
capacity and how it uses its resources. The Government should consider whether the
Legal Aid Agency should expand its data collection and publication in order to better
inform the development of legal aid policy.
The Government has already made some changes made during the COVID-19 pandemic
permanent and will continue to review those changes in order to make processes easier
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The LAA’s strategy puts users of their service first, whilst ensuring that public resources are
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managed appropriately, in line with the principles of Managing Public Money
The LAA has set out its Strategy and Business Plan which outlines how it will support the MoJ
to achieve its outcome delivery plan. This ensures the LAA continues to deliver its function in
line with ministerial priorities
As part of ongoing work considering the sustainability of the civil legal aid market, the
Government are considering how best to support the legal aid workforce. This includes
consideration of funded posts within legal aid providers including the funding of training
contracts.
In July, the MoJ published its Outcome Delivery Plan (ODP) for 2021–22. One of the three
strategic outcomes set out in the ODP is to deliver swift access to justice. The LAA has in turn
set out its Strategy and Business Plan, which has been agreed by the Ministry and which
outlines how it will support the MoJ to achieve that outcome. This ensures the LAA continues
to deliver its functions in line with ministerial priorities.

Rohini Teather
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Visit the APPG on Legal Aid Website

The APPG on Legal Aid is cosponsored by the Legal Aid
Practitioners Group

In association with Young Legal Supported by The Legal
Aid Lawyers
Education Foundation.

About the APPG on Legal Aid
The All-Party Parliamentary Group on Legal Aid aims to promote parliamentary and public
understanding of the importance of the role of publicly funded legal services. It is chaired by
Karen Buck MP. Secretariat support is provided jointly by the Legal Aid Practitioners Group
(LAPG) together with Young Legal Aid Lawyers (YLAL) with funding from The Legal Education
Foundation.
For more information contact:
rohini.teather@lapg.co.uk

About the APPG Plus Project
LAPG and the APPG on Legal Aid have been funded by The Legal Education Foundation to
engage with MPs and councillors and their caseworkers to ensure that there is a good
understanding of what is left in legal aid in the wake of LASPO, and to offer constructive advice,
resources and training on how busy MPs and their caseworkers can engage better with lawyers
and advice charities in the legal aid sector. In doing so, we aim to assess current access to
justice issues facing the public and to help inform future decision making at a policy level.
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