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• Link policy and pro bono practice 
• Work with Parliamentarians through the All Party 

Parliamentary Group 
• Respond to calls for evidence/consultations from 

Government and regulators  
• Use evidence and expertise from clinics and pro bono 

networks to make the case for policy change 
• Work collaboratively across the sector (eg with the LIPS 

strategy) on cross-cutting legal/justice policy issues) 

Policy Voice for Pro Bono  



• LASPO (Legal Aid) Review (re access to justice) 
• Courts modernisation and digitisation 
• Regulation and training of solicitors (SRA Handbook 

& the SQE) in wider legal services market 
• Employment rights (gig economy), welfare rights, 

immigration, housing, children & PLE  
• Civil society 

 

Current policy issues and 
engagement 



What can the clinics 
network do to shape the 
review and the access to 
justice agenda?  

LASPO: Thinking Cap  



Background 

• Legal Aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 
2012 Part 1 (Legal Aid)  – came into effect April in 2013 

• Scope (Schedule 1) – immigration, family, debt and 
benefits 

• Governance and administration 
• Eligibility 
• Fees and remuneration 
• Exceptional funding  
• To review – 3-5 years post-implementation 



Implementation – what 
happened? 
 



 
Flatline 



• 43,000 individual enquiries at clinics in the 
period between April 2014 and March 2015, a 
55% increase on the previous year 

• 53,000 individual enquiries at clinics in the 
period between April 2015 and March 2016, a 
24% increase on the previous year 

• 58,000 individual enquiries at clinics in the 
period between April 2016 and March 2017, a 
10% increase on the previous year; 
 
 
 

 
Impact on pro bono & Clinics 



 
The Review “PIR” 



 
Government Terms of Reference 
 

• To discourage unnecessary and adversarial litigation 
at public expense;  

• To target legal aid at those who need it most;  
• To make significant savings to the cost of the 

scheme; and  
• To deliver better overall value for money for the 

taxpayer  
The aim of the PIR will be to assess the impact of this 
set of policies against the aforesaid objectives  



 
 

 
 Pre-emptive strike 



 
 

Richard Pitkethly 
Richard.pitkethly@lawworks.org.uk  

 
Government Memo 

mailto:Richard.pitkethly@lawworks.org.uk


 
 

 
Justice Committee responds 
 

 
  

• Access to justice as “fundamental 
pillar” 
 

• Online justice welcome but “digital 
only2 processes exclude 
 

• Need for early intervention 
 

• Rigorous evidence needed – MoJ 
should commission (eg on on-costs 
to the state etc) 



 Consultative Groups 
 Crime 
 Family 
 Civil 
 Advice Sector 

 Written Submissions – September 
 Completion/publication - December 

 
RIP Process 
 



 
Engagement 
 

LAPG, LawWorks, LAG, Law Centres network and others: Review Conference   



Clinics LASPO survey 
   www.surveymonkey.co.uk/r/7RX8JP8 

 
Research – your help 
 

http://www.surveymonkey.co.uk/r/7RX8JP8


 Legal versus policy problems 
     - eg. The Windrush Generation  
 
 Early intervention – what does that look like 

 
 Sector wide collaboration 

 
 Funding – only potential for modest increase – how 

do we make the justice funding pot go further  
 

 
Issues to consider 
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