[bookmark: _Hlk166185636]Civil legal aid functions as a cornerstone of a just society; it can ensure everyone, regardless of their monetary means, can access legal funding provided by the government; despite this, recent evaluations by organisations such as the Law Society have raised the concern that the current utilisation of civil legal aid neglects to maintain its objective of delivering access to justice. Throughout this debate, civil legal aid will foremost be defined, and there will be a discussion surrounding eligibility; the paper will then advance to discuss the changes made to the Legal Aid Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012 and address the ramifications of the alterations on civil legal aid. Furthermore, there will be reform suggestions for reestablishing the efficacy and will end with a brief conclusion. 
According to Partington. M (2020), civil legal aid is the requirement that civil legal services be made available to individuals in legal cases, exceptional cases and cases in the public interest. However, not all individuals qualify for legal aid; there are numerous cases in which legal aid is not available; for instance, civil legal aid is not available for medical negligence, employment issues, consumer disputes, or education matters unless it involves a special needs case, or immigration matters other than if the clients are in detention, or housing (except in cases of homelessness or serious disrepair), and family law cases that do not involve divorce or child contact unless there is domestic violence, abduction or a forced marriage involved, yet, it has been retained for environmental law, mental health, child welfare cases where the child may be taken into care, judicial review, asylum and clinical negligence that transpired in the first week of life, this indicates that civil legal aid is not available unless a person's life or liberty at stake, there is a risk of severe harm or loss of a person's home (Allbon, E. and Kaur Dua, S. 2020). 
Services included in legal aid were discussed in the Legal Aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012; these include providing advice and assistance in how the law applies in set circumstances and legal rights and duties and providing advice and assistance in how to enforce decisions that were the outcome of legal proceedings or disputes being resolve. There is a means test to assess if someone qualifies for legal aid. One aspect of this is financial eligibility; The Civil Legal Aid (Financial Resources and Payment for Services) Regulations 2013 states that the individual's gross income, disposable income, savings, property and company shares are considered and when their monthly disposable income does not surpass £733 and their disposable capital does not surpass £8,000, the individual will qualify for civil legal services, considering the current state of the united kingdom and the cost of living, this could be increased to align with the time we are currently in. 
The Legal Aid Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012 was implemented to reduce cost, which sequentially restricted access to legal aid and confined the availability to a handful of cases. The Ministry of Justice (2014) states that volumes of acts of assistance from legal aid were reduced by 39%, and criminal legal aid has diminished by 14 per cent but civil legal aid was impacted the most significantly; it has reduced by almost two-thirds since 2009-2010, this has caused expenditure on civil legal to decline, civil legal aid amounted to £622 million in 2014-15 which is a decline from £985 million in 2010-11 (National Audit Office, 2015). These figures present a moral dilemma: the government exhibiting acquisitiveness and assigning precedence to monetary gain rather than access to justice and can additionally interfere with the Human Rights Act 1998 article 6, the right to a fair trial if an individual cannot afford legal representation which can lead to self-representation which has potential to cause an unfair outcome. 
Family law cases have been impacted significantly; this is the result of legal aid solely being available when an individual is enduring domestic violence or there is a substantial likelihood of occurrence; one problem that surfaced is that the evidence required is impairing access to legal aid, this means not all domestic abuse victims are granted legal aid (Choudhry, S. 2019), this implies that requisite evidence is challenging to acquire thereby exposing individuals to the risk of physical and mental violence but also a Human Rights Act 1998 violation, article 3 states that nobody should be subjected to torture and inhuman or degrading treatment.  If the victim procures the mandatory evidence, there are still impediments to face; according to Thomas, L. (2016), it is challenging for individuals to locate experts who will undertake the work due to the reduced fee rates that LASPO implemented. This demonstrates that the government not only underwent financial cuts by refining what cases qualify for legal aid but also how money the experts will be paid; this is apparent due to The number of advice agencies and law offices that provide legal aid has decreased by 59% since 2009-10 (The Law Society, 2023), conveying that despite the individual qualifying for legal aid, they may need to allocate addition funds for travelling to find an expert to represent them, defeating the purpose of legal aid.
The current legal aid provision could cause a Human Rights Act 1998  violation, specifically Article 6, the right to a fair trial. In the 'L (a child)(application hearing: legal representation), Re' (2013) trial, the Court of Appeal recognised that the refusal to grant adjournment from the judge breached Article 6; this is attributable to the father being incapable of aptly representing himself as a consequence to a paranoid psychological disorder. Nevertheless, it is imperative to recognise that this is atypical and the European Court of Human Rights. (2022) specifies that Article 6 does not indicate that the government must provide free civil legal aid. However, they state that it must be judged whether or not the absence of legal aid would impoverish the individual in a fair hearing. The facets to contemplate that assist in determining if declining legal aid imposes on someone article 6 right are set out in 'Airey v Ireland' (1979). These include the specific circumstances and capability of the person, the intricacy of the case and legal issues. Some may argue that refusing legal aid may instantaneously make any trial unfair,  mainly owing to the rise in self-representation in civil cases since the implementation of LASPO (House of Commons., 2016); these individuals may have prior knowledge of legal proceedings and may be deficient in proficiency concerning the law, this results in more stringent outcomes, individuals facing difficulties interacting with court proceedings and having an adverse effect on court efficiency (The Centre for Public Data, 2023), this highlights that LASPO does not provide the less fortunate a degree of access to justice that's on par with those who have increased financial resources and places the impoverished in a misfortunate position of more stringent outcomes.  
However, it does appear that the government wants to rectify the ongoing issues with LASPO. Ministry of Justice (2023)  has published a review centred around the legal aid means test. There are numerous suggestions, for instance, increasing the income and capital threshold for more people to be able to utilise legal aid, removing the means test for certain civil cases, which would deliver access to justice to a broader range of individuals, removing the upper disposable income threshold from legal aid, however, this is explicitly in the crown court. The government also have plans to disregard council tax from the means test for civil legal aid and remove the housing cost cap. Lastly, they have plans to provide more support to domestic abuse victims when applying for a protective order or any other proceeding, which means they will benefit from a more munificent means test; the rationale behind this is that victims may not be able to use their equity from their property to fund legal proceedings if, for instance, they are contesting that property.
Ultimately, the Legal Aid Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012 fails to fulfil its primary aim of delivering access to justice; there are many challenges, such as reduced funding and restrictions on who is eligible for legal aid, which portrays the government to care more about money than access to justice and providing fair trials to individuals who do not have monetary means to provide their own representation. Despite this, recent government proposals have demonstrated their commitment to rectifying these issues; suggestions include more accessible legal aid for domestic abuse victims, removing the means test for civil cases and changing the cost thresholds to maintain pace with the cost of living, overall these reforms have potential to make access to justice more accessible and effective for legal aid cases and have the potential to strengthen the legal system. 
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