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                                                              Essay 
 
Title:
Civil legal aid has been allowed to fall into a state of decline that fails to meet its primary objective of delivering access to justice’’


 

 
 	 
 
Introduction:
The Legal Aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012 (LASPO) fundamentally reformed civil Legal Aid legislation in the UK by introducing steps to lower public expenditure on Legal services (Bowcott, 2017). These changes have provoked much talk about precisely how they impact justice accessibility for the most vulnerable groups. This particular essay significantly evaluates civil legal aid, the changes because of LASPO, the effect on the legal aid system and calls for reforms to solve them. Through these components, the essay will examine if the objectives of LASPO are consistent with civil law's concepts of equity and justice.  
Main Body:
Civil Legal Aid as well as assistance would be among the methods which aims to guarantee that access to justice isn't financially restraining. It helps people who cannot afford legal representation, by making sure a fair hearing and equal access to courts (Case, 2015). This service gives guidance and representation for all civil matters including family matters, residence and immigration cases. 
Civil legal assistance requires that applicants satisfy specified requirements which typically determine the applicant's income, the legal problem and the chance of getting an attorney's help in the situation. Monetary eligibility depends on earnings, capital and sometimes expenditure (Hynes, 2016). This particular evaluation ensures aid is offered to individuals who really cannot afford legal services. Moreover, the case should be of adequate legal merit; that is, there should be a valid ground for suing the courts will consider honorable (Cooke and Barlow, 2014). 
Furthermore, the nature of the issue influences eligibility. Not every civil law matter qualifies for legal assistance; the problem should be of a nature which the legal aid system thinks worthy of help, typically addressing areas where legal aid can avoid additional social and financial hardship including homelessness or regular domestic abuse (Gibb, 2019). 
Though aiming to democratize justice access, civil Legal Aid is seriously restricted and hindered by incisions and changes like the legal aid, Punishment and Sentencing of Offenders Act 2012. These changes have caused heated debate regarding the viability and fairness of the system and also highlight the need for a reassessment in an effort that civil legal aid meets its stated purpose of allowing equal access to justice irrespective of income and ability.  


Changes Made: 
The Law of Legal Aid, Punishment and Sentencing of Offenders Act 2012 (LASPO) fundamentally altered the UK civil Legal Aid landscape, driven principally by government plans to lower public expenditure on Legal services (Gibb, 2019). LASPO's biggest improvement was the substantial lowering of civil case categories open for legal assistance (Law Society, 2022). Earlier, legal assistance covered nearly all areas of civil law; however, after LASPO, places like most family law cases (unless there's proof of domestic violence), personal landlord disputes, specific immigration cases, employment law and education law were not considered for funding (Cooke and Barlow, 2014). This particular limitation was justified by the necessity to concentrate resources on what were deemed the most urgent situations, in which legal help was deemed essential. 
Together with the case variations restrictions, LASPO instituted tougher monetary eligibility standards for legal help applicants. The modified means testing narrowed the income threshold and made an applicant's finances stricter (Stephens and Mansfield, 2016). Here the goal was reserving legal assistance for the poorest members of the society, while restricting resources have been utilized for the biggest demand (Hynes, 2016). However, this particular change disproportionately excluded many individuals who weren't rich enough to pay for legal counsel and widened the justice gap. 
Additionally, LASPO pressed for better use of alternate dispute resolution mechanisms, including family law mediation funding instead of courtroom litigation. The law encouraged settlements outside court to lower judicial burden and accelerate case resolution (Law Society, 2022). This particular policy change is consistent with present justice values of effectiveness and consensus dispute resolution. Nevertheless, it's been criticized for being awkward in cases of complicated law or great power imbalances among parties (Ministry of Justice, 2021). 
The sum total of these legislative modifications has produced considerable controversy on their relevance and usefulness (Sommerlad, 2015). Critics have cited legal aid cuts to increase the amount of self-represented litigants, longer trial and appeals procedure times and sometimes even injustices because of the absence of trained legal counsel (Pleasence, Balmer, and Sandefur, 2013). Such results signal a break with the fundamental idea of equal rights access which disproportionately affects the most vulnerable in society. 
Therefore, LASPO has changed civil legal aid and needs a rethinking of its goals and strategies. The trouble is balancing fiscal prudential concerns with the demand for legitimate representation and information to keep a just justice system. This particular scenario demonstrates that the present legal aid system requires continual review and prospective reform to close the gaps and bring it back into line with bigger justice and equity objectives.   
Impact of the Changes Made by LASPO on Civil Legal Aid: The legal aid, Punishment and Sentencing of Offenders Act 2012 (LASPO) has substantially changed civil Legal Aid and impacted access to justice. By limiting legal help and imposing stringent eligibility requirements, LASPO has radically reshaped the service of legal help to the poor (Young and Quirk, 2014). 
Among the immediate impacts of LASPO was a drastic decrease of civil legal aid eligibility. This particular fall is mainly because the Act excludes a lot of parts of law out of legal aid coverage: particular family law claims, most private landlord claims, along with non-asylum immigration cases (Ministry of Justice, 2021; Stephens and Mansfield, 2016). In these kinds of regions, disadvantaged individuals are oftentimes not able to pay for personal legal counsel (Stratford and Whyte, 2018). Consequently, many are without legal assistance or counsel, facing legal difficulties by themselves, which might increase economic and social vulnerability (Pleasence, Balmer, and Sandefur, 2013). 
Additionally to this tightening monetary eligibility requirements under LASPO, means also individuals that are eligible in covered places don't usually receive it. The Act's tighter cash flow and capital tests have effectively barred a lot of the unaffluent public which makes and has just below the threshold from accessing subsidized legal services (Riddell, 2020). This has resulted in an influx of unrepresented individuals in the courts - known as 'litigants in person'. 
The rise in litigants in person has had different repercussions on the justice system. Cases where the self-represented party is represented progress slower and are not as likely to produce favorable results (Sommerlad, 2015). This not only impacts the people involved but places extra demands on the judiciary and causes delay and expense to all involved. The effectiveness of the legal system could be impaired by court proceedings becoming more complicated and prolonged when both party is missing an attorney or both are unrepresented (Smith, 2018). 
Furthermore, legal aid withdrawal in a lot of jurisdictions has developed bigger societal effects. For example, without representation housing, family law and welfare benefit conflicts might remain unresolved or be disproportionally resolved, increasing homelessness, unmet poverty and family disintegration (Trinder, 2017). These social issues even more stress public services and also add up as time passes to higher public expenditures. 
Thus, LASPO's reforms greatly altered the civil legal aid system and consequently justice in the UK. The cut in eligibility and coverage hasn't just left many individuals without legal counsel but additionally impacted court effectiveness and contributed to the societal costs of unsolved legal problems. This particular scenario shows the legal aid system needs to be reformed to be able to fulfill its stated purpose of offering access to justice for everyone - particularly the most vulnerable people.    
Reform Suggestions:
 The considerable limitations imposed by the legal aid, Punishment and Sentencing of Offenders Act 2012 (LASPO) on civil Legal Aid in the UK need considered and effective overhaul. These changes must bring and broaden access to justice so that everybody can get legal representation whenever they want it (Young and Quirk, 2014). 
A main reform idea would be expanding legal aid eligibility to a lot more areas of law. A critical first step is reinstating legal assistance for critical areas as family law, housing and immigration where populations are most in danger (Bowcott, 2017). Legal representation is usually necessary since these sectors contain usually highly complex legal problems with potentially life-threatening consequences for people (Smith, 2018). 
Expanding coverage has to be also expanded while updating financial eligibility requirements. The thresholds presently exclude many people unable to afford lawyers but unable to receive assistance under the stringent LASPO standards (Sommerlad, 2015). A far more equitative approach to economic eligibility would likely close this gap and make sure more individuals receive the help they require. This may include modifying income and capital testing to better reflect real cost of living and real life conditions (Cooke and Barlow, 2014). 
Additionally, investment in alternate dispute resolution (ADR) techniques including arbitration and mediation must be increased. Though LASPO currently promotes ADR, more might be done to make these services available and appealing (Case, 2015). This includes correctly funding ADR services and also presenting them as alternatives to litigation (which is usually quicker, less aggressive and cheaper). 
Conclusion: 
The legal aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012 reforms have had remarkable consequences on UK civil Legal Aid accessibility and frequently undermine the very nature of justice they wanted to safeguard. Many are denied legal assistance because of curtailment of eligibility and scope, which has resulted in court inefficiency and wider social issues. This particular essay advocates civil legal aid system change to broaden coverage, alter monetary standards, and also enhance substitute dispute resolution along with public legal training. Rebuilding access to justice and ensuring the legal aid system assists the poorest are imperative areas to deal with. These kinds of changes are going to benefit people needing legal assistance and make the judiciary much more powerful and equitable.    
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