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The objective of the essay is to highlight the importance of Civil legal aid in the judicial system for poor people. The changes made in the Legal Aid Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012 have been discussed, along with their impact. 
[bookmark: _Toc164527915]Civil legal aid and eligibility criteria to get Civil legal aid:
Legal aid is the process of aiding people who could not afford legal support financially or could not access the court process. Legal aid is at the core to provide justice by assuring equality in front of the law. It represents the right to a fair trial and the right to counsel by poor people or people who could not access the court system. It provides a fair and just platform for poor people who cannot afford high-end lawyers and counsellors to overcome or solve a civil case (Fenn & Rickman, 2019). Therefore, Civil legal aid is the process of providing legal assistance to people living in poverty or who cannot afford court proceedings financially through legal and counsel advocacy that falls outside the criminal justice system. 
The objective of Civil legal aid is to provide a fair chance to every individual, especially those who are poor and cannot afford a legal advisor or lawyer financially. In Wales or England, one can get confidential and free advice from the Civil Legal Advice (CLA) as legal aid (Prescott, 2017). One has to be eligible for legal solutions from CLA for legal issues associated with financial debts, the house at risk, being on the verge of becoming homeless, or the risk of getting evicted (Fenn & Rickman, 2019). 
Meanwhile, one must provide the necessary proof before asking CLA for legal aid. For instance, one has to provide relevant pay slips, if one is working, bank statements, details of investments and savings in the banks or any financial system, details of other benefits one might get, and details and documents of mortgage statements and recent valuation of own properties (Thornton, 2019). The motive behind presenting these documents to CLA is that to show that one is poor or could not afford a lawyer or legal advisor financially and is eligible for free legal aid. 
The most important factor to become eligible for legal aid is that the case has to be a civil case that is listed under Schedule Part 1 within the Legal Aid and Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012 (LASPO) (Rains et al., 2019). Some of the types of civil cases that are eligible for legal aid are protection, supervision, and care of children, special educational needs, abuse that has taken the place of children or vulnerable adults, mental capacity and mental health, housing, immigration matters, and others (Thornton, 2019). 
[bookmark: _Toc164527916]Changes in the Legal Aid Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012:
LAPSO changed the eligibility criteria for civil legal aid. At first, it began applying a primary eligibility test for every legal aid claimant. It increased income contributions through Contributory clients. It capped the subject matter with dispute (SMOD) indifference of £ 100,000. It eradicated legal aid cases that are borderline with success prospects. The Coalition government informed us that the changes were made to meet the provision of public funding for those who truly deserve and require civil legal aid. It also assured that people who are able to afford civil legal aid or could provide part of the payment could do so. It also tried to reduce irrelevant litigation in cases where chances of success are borderline. The changes in the eligibility criteria contributed a lot to saving funds in the legal aid scheme. It saved around £9 m per year (Mant, 2017). 
LAPSO also changed the scope of civil legal aid where a legal matter within the criteria and qualified to access legal aid funds if not it was excluded by the Access to Justice Act 1999. However, LAPSO revised this criterion and listed it within Schedule 1. However, it also issued Exceptional Case Funding (ECF) to deliver legal aid in cases where failure to deliver legal aid would be a breach of human rights as per the Human Rights Act 1998 or as per the European Union Law. The Coalition government stated that the foremost objective of the changes in LAPSO was to provide legal aid to the people who needed it the most (Mant, 2017). 
As per the new changes in LAPSO, there is a reduction in fees payment of lawyers in the civil and family cases. There were uplifts in a few hourly payments that were removed or capped. Compensation for pre – pre-permission jobs on civil review cases was limited (Rains et al., 2019). The Coalition government found that the reduction in fees is the best portion to decrease overall expenditure on legal aid. It was estimated that the changes in the policy had been successful in saving £ 110 m in the year 2017 – 18 (Newman, et al., 2021). 
LAPSO had formed the Legal Aid Agency (LAA), which was previously the Legal Services Commission (LSC). However, some of the experts urged that the position of Director in Legal Aid be close to government ministers and subject to decision-making, which could be a serious matter. However, the Ministry of Justice stated that the changes done in LAPSO were to ensure the avoidance of political interference and create a judicial system independent (Newman et al., 2021).
[bookmark: _Toc164527917]Impact of the changes on Civil legal aid:
With the changes in LAPSO, people providing evidence in their case reviews informed the Ministry of Justice that cases for civil legal aid often do not have only one case in concern (Sime, 2019). So, people with legal aid are left with one case in and one case out as a solution to only part of their civil cases. Other experts marked that the legal system is still not capable of meeting the requirements of poor people with legal aid (Newman et al., 2021). 
Waite (2018) marked that as a result of changes in LAPSO, the funds in legal aid have decreased with a lack of access for poor people getting legal aid due to increased difficulties associated with financial evidence to prove their claim for legal aid. There were also claims that the new financial eligibility benchmark was set to such a level that it regarded low-income people to pay a part of the legal payment for the court proceedings that they could not afford while maintaining their standard of living. Legal experts urged that LAPSO should have made fundamental changes to test the claimant’s financial eligibility in alignment with the present cost of living standards (Kaganas, 2017). 
In addition, as a result of a reduction in payment to the lawyers, the Ministry of Justice was informed that the young lawyers are not finding their careers good enough in the law proposed by the legal aid. The young legal lawyers informed that the low compensation along with high-end tuition fee debt were barriers to getting into this profession (Susskind & Susskind, 2023). Therefore, as a result of the changes in LAPSO, poor people might not be getting the required legal access or legal aid due to the increased restrictions and criteria on the financial status of the claimants. This is evident from the government's cost savings from the legal aid scheme (Kaganas, 2017). 
[bookmark: _Toc164527918]Reform suggestions:
It is suggested to the present government and the Ministry of Justice that though the funds for legal aid are being saved annually at a good amount, there is a lack of poor people getting legal aid who truly deserve it. So, the success criteria of the changes in LAPSO must not be dependent on the amount or fund being saved by the government for the legal aid scheme but on the rate or amount of poor people actually getting legal aid and their civil cases are getting proper solutions (Susskind & Susskind, 2023). Moreover, the success rate of the changes should be based on the satisfaction rate of poor people after accessing legal aid (Frost et al., 2022). 
Moreover, by decreasing the compensation of the lawyers, the Ministry of Justice could not enhance the quality of legal assistance obtained by poor people through LAPSO. This is because a greater number of qualified lawyers and legal consultants would divert themselves from legal aid as the remuneration is low. Therefore, remuneration for lawyers in legal aid must be set on a satisfactory benchmark so that they are eager to solve the problems of poor claimants in civil legal aid (Frost et al., 2022). 
In addition to, tightening the criteria of eligibility for legal aid and demanding various financial documents is restricting poor people from obtaining legal aid. Moreover, the benchmark of financial status to get legal aid must align with the present standard of living of people in the UK (Frost et al., 2022). Moreover, focus must be maintained on that all the cases involved with one individual should be solved through legal aid and not just a part of it.  
The essay demonstrates that the change in LAPSO has aimed to provide legal assistance to only the poor and vulnerable section of society and restricted others' access to it. However, the success rate of the changes is debatable, and the final outcome must ensure that it benefits the poor section of society. 
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