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[bookmark: _Int_BfwNRuis]British civil legal aid, which is seen as a critical component of the UK court system and has been used to ensure legal counsel for those who can not pay it. On the contrary, the existing system's optimisation has recently suffered a significant reduction, raising concerns about its ability to complete its intended mission. Through a comprehensive study of the pinpointed areas, this essay will focus on the main difficulties that civil legal aid faces and find the solutions that are close to the problems. The thesis of this essay is to critically analyse the landscape of civil legal aid in the UK, including definitions, eligibility requirements, the impact of the Legal Aid Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012 (LASPO), and recommended reform initiatives. 
 
Civil legal aid is an essential component of the British court system that provides legal help to persons with civil disputes or legal issues (Byrne et al, 2021). It is a legal services system that includes housing, social benefits, employment issues, and family law (Sandefur and Denne, 2022). However, eligibility for civil legal assistance in the United Kingdom is subject to strict criteria. Initially, the applicants must exhibit that they cannot afford a private or public attorney through financial disclosure comprising income and expenses, savings, and assets (Frost et al, 2022). This leads to another essential legal issue that must be addressed to ensure that resources are well-spent and only directed toward worthy cases needing legal services. In addition, civil legal aid involves handling specific legal problems, for instance, in housing cases, family law issues, or sorting out discrimination issues, with each type having its eligibility requirements to access legal aid (Hemsworth, 2020). 
LASPO, decades back, revolutionised the legal aid regime in the UK with very restrictive rules and accessibility of lawyers. This lowered the justice accessibility, which was the poorer people, especially those with immigration matters. Even though the Legal Aid, Sentencing, and Punishment of Offenders Act was created to facilitate fair access to legal aid, many still struggle. Although exceptional case support funds exist, the obstacles in directing aid to those most vulnerable and those lacking the capacity to navigate the process involve many legal issues (Flegg and Boyle, 2022). Accordingly, achieving effective allocation amongst the post-reform legal aid represents a challenge. 
The LASPO Act was introduced in 2012, representing a considerable milestone in civil legal aid in the UK. The LASPO brought about a host of reforms, most notably the restricting of the scope of civil legal assistance concerning legal areas of law unless there is evidence of domestic violence or child abuse present (Kalliris and Alysandratos, 2022). That was done to eliminate wasteful spending and deal with the abuse of public funds in the legal aid system. Though unintended, it reduced the value and accessibility of legal aid for several people, especially those from marginalised neighbourhoods. 
The enactment of LASPO created a fresh image of civil legal aid in the UK, undoubtedly giving opportunities to people experiencing poverty. At the same time, it narrows the acceptance of cases according to specific parameters (Anderson, 2020). Sometimes, this inflexibility denies many people access to justice, making these cases extremely complex. This reform does not take into account issues like housing and welfare cases, violence against children, or child abuse (Sandefur and Denne, 2022). Yet LASPO is intended to ensure the fairness and effectiveness of the legal aid service; it also does a lot to limit access to justice for those who do not act the case now. Under this scenario, LASPO's reforms, which should be based on fairness, are bringing the issue of the fair representation of legal aid in the UK. 
The effect of LASPO is likely to reduce civil legal aid in housing, welfare, and family law cases. However, exceptions to this rule are granted to victims of violence, for instance, domestic and child abuse (Sandefur and Denne, 2022). Anderson (2020) argues that LASPO's financial competency requirements, which are aimed at preventing access actively, have increased these barriers. Many people who could be able to seek aid choose not to because of the extra formalities. Thereby, the LASPO law increases the number of ineligible people for legal assistance and contributes to the diminishing of justice for many. This is aggravated by the fact that these individuals should prove their financial need, which is often beyond their power, even when they qualify for assistance. Ultimately, LASPO makes the situation worse by creating gaps in access to justice for many people and, by this, increasing inequality within the legal system. 
LASPO's money constraints have also influenced how civil legal aid services are practised. Instead of funding civil legal aid services, the Act highlighted cost-cutting plans; people had to seek help from other areas where clinics were closed, and services were withdrawn in some regions (Hanretty, 2020). The imbalance in finance causes the problem of unequal access to justice, again questioning the fairness of the judiciary system. In addition, Grant (2020, p.10) highlights that his aim is to reveal the outcome of the cuts in funding, such as the closure of some legal aid clinics and the disconnection of the services in some other places, leading to the aggravation of fate of individuals in need of justice. 
The two most prominent consequences of the Act, however, are the ones that directly impact people with low income who cannot afford legal advice on civil cases. Research results point to increasing numbers of socially marginalised individuals having trouble understanding procedural regulations that leave many deprived and, therefore, creating cycles of poverty and social prejudice (Denvir et al, 2022). Denvir et al (2022) specifically indicates LASPO's disproportionate effect on disadvantaged groups and expresses the immediate need for reform to deal with social injustices within the administration of justice. Generally, LASPO has drastically cut civil legal aid provision for many economically disadvantaged individuals in the UK. 
Aside from the fact that LASPO has caused the problems of accessing civil legal aid, it is also critical to look at the purposes it is designed for and its effects on the public. LASPO's goal was to decrease expenses and channel the resources to the people who genuinely deserve it while addressing the claim that public funds were misused with the appropriate mechanisms for the legal aid system. Besides that, the criteria for selection and the appraisal of the programme are bringing the playing field of those who need soliciting services to the lowest level, especially the ones who are more vulnerable. In addition, the roll-out of LASPO includes cost-cutting measures that have shut down several legal clinics while others have lost their services (Anderson, 2020). As a result, more and more people are left unable to find justice. 
 
The legal aid services deficiency and the fairness of justice for all should be the target of a system reform that is thorough and has multiple components. The strategy's primary purpose is to continue the funding and improve its efficiency to secure extra funds, reopen closed legal aid clinics, and extend services to areas being poorly covered. According to Tomlinson and Marshall (2020), budgeting money for civil legal aid services can make provision for many of the most vulnerable populations in our society to acquire legal services. Moreover, checking the application process is vital for making the process of providing legal aid faster, especially for the vulnerable people living on the edge of society (Grant, 2020). Simplified bureaucratic administrative procedures can remove bottlenecks and provide smooth services to needy people. Overall, the reform strategy is the main factor that should include upgrading the funds and simplifying the procedures so that justice delivery can become faster and solve the problem at the exact time. 
It should be included in legal aid programs crucial to inclusivity, such as housing, welfare benefits, and family law, irrespective of their strict criteria (Garlicka, 2021). This will allow many people to be involved in legal proceedings, regardless of their financial status. At the same time, building public awareness through essential communication techniques is important (Barnett, 2021). This way, people become aware of their rights and can use legal aid facilities or services. Through these reforms, politicians can sort out civil disputes, legal difficulties, and other challenges facing the current legal system and help create a more equitable one. 
Collaboration between legal aid agencies, stakeholders, and community groups is the key to improving the delivery of efficient services and systemic issues concerning justice and access to justice. Alliance building leads to cooperation and sharing of resources, increasing aid to the individuals. Exposing technology creates more effective and accessible services reaching out beyond geographical borders through internet platforms and telemedicine. This digitalization, attended to by officers, coordinates the services of legal aid that fit modern society. 
 
To conclude, the increasing gap in providing civil legal aid in the UK is an alarming matter since it leads to injustice exacerbated by the implementation of LASPO. Increasing funding, streamlining operations, and broadening access areas are critical to address this issue. The main focus is still creating a legitimate forum for anyone linked with the civil war to attain justice. Noticing the role of civil legal aid in the process of judiciary reform the government should keep on going. The participation of public administration entities, legal aid institutions, and the whole partnership will help provide equal access to civil justice regardless of social class. Finally, holistic reform may result in the creation of a judiciary where justice is an inalienable right which is undoubtedly synonymous with the duty of the law. 
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