
Through the GMLC Lens 

General Election 2019: How the big parties weigh in on access to justice 
 

 

On 1 November 2019 Greater Manchester Law Centre sent letters to Boris Johnson, Jeremy Corbyn, Jo Swinson and Caroline Lucas to let them have a copy 

of our Manifesto – “Fighting Together for Free Access to Justice” asking them to adopt and include it in their own forthcoming Elections Manifestos and 

supporting campaign material. Specifically, we wanted to know if they supported our key demands which include: 

 

 the restoration of legal aid to pre-2012 support 
 the encouragement of a new generation of social welfare lawyers - and what steps you would take to ensure that this is achieved 
 the proper funding of local community law centres and the ending of "advice deserts"  
 the legal right for a secure home for all  
 remove of all cladding from high rises housing blocks 
 compensation for Grenfell survivors and bereaved families 
 compensation for Windrush victims  
 and the end to the hostile environment against both migrants and claimants, including for example the repeal of the 2014 Immigration Act and the 

ending of Universal Credit. 
 

We had no response from Boris Johnson. We received acknowledgement from Jeremy Corbyn’s policy department and Jo Swinson’s office 
thanked us for ‘reaching out’. Caroline Lucas however supported our demands and shared our concerns, promising to “push for legal aid to be 
restored to the levels consistent with the UK being a country that believes in equal access to justice.”  
We should point out shortly after our mail-out to the leaders, Shadow Justice Secretary, Richard Burgon, emphasised the devastating effects legal aid cuts 
have had on access to justice, leaving vulnerable people unable to defend and enforce their rights.  
 

“We know that when people can’t afford to defend their legal rights then those rights are not worth the paper they are written on. That’s why Labour 
has committed to returning all legal aid funded Early Legal Advice- providing the much needed support in around 750,000 cases” 

 
“Labour has also committed to funding a new generation of “people’s law centres to help those who can’t afford lawyers.”  

 
“Labour’s new community lawyer initiative will fund hundreds of training contracts for a new generation of lawyers to serve their communities by using 

the law to secure justice for the many” 



Following our mail-out to the party leaders, we examined the parties’ election manifestos to see if they shared any of our concerns and how, if at all, they 

pledged to alleviate them.  Over the next few pages we’ll look at the Labour, Conservative, Liberal Democrats and Green Party manifestos through the lens 

of the Greater Manchester Law Centre to provide you with an insight into where the parties fall on all things “access to justice”.  

 
GMLC Demands the Restoration of Fully Funded Legal Aid 

 
We know that the drastic cuts to legal aid introduced by LASPO 2012 have wreaked havoc on our justice system; pricing people out of the legal help and 
representation that they would otherwise be entitled to, closing advice centres up and down the country and leaving vulnerable people with no means of 
redress. In some cases people are forced to choose between the roof over their head or paying their legal fees. We say that this is simply not a choice 
anyone should have to make.  GMLC therefore calls upon the political parties to reinstate Legal Aid so that it is a fully funded part of our social security 
system and it remains an inclusive mechanism to help those most vulnerable when they need it the most. 
 
This is what the political parties had to say.  
 
Surprisingly, given that LASPO 2012 was the unfortunate offspring of the coalition government, there is not a single mention of Legal Aid cuts or 
restoration in the Conservatives’ manifesto.  
 
Labour recognises that legal aid cuts have denied essential early legal advice and have pledged to restore all early Legal Aid advice, including for housing, 
social security, family and immigration.  
 
We’re glad to see that the Lib Dems have also acknowledged the need to inject money into Legal Aid and have promised to invest £500 million to restore 
Legal Aid, making the system simpler and more generous this is in addition to their promise to establish a new right to affordable, reasonable legal 
assistance.  
 
A sole mention of Legal Aid was made in the Green Party’s manifesto where they vowed to reverse Legal Aid 
cuts so that victims of domestic abuse do not have to represent themselves against their abusers in court.  
 
 
 
 
 
 



GMLC Demands the Encouragement of a New Generation of Social Welfare Lawyers 
 

To effectively restore legal aid, we must develop and retain expertise in social welfare law. Without social welfare lawyers, people simply will not have 

access to the legal system to challenge the adverse decisions which affect their everyday lives.  GMLC is committed to providing students with the 

opportunities to develop experience in and commitment to social welfare law but the only political party to promise anything along these lines was the 

Labour Party, who vow to “recruit hundreds of new community lawyers” and “promote public legal education”.  

 

GMLC Demands the Legal Right for a Secure Home for All 

 

Recent years have seen rising and extortionate rents, decreasing provision of social housing and an inhumane disregard for the safety and security of 

homes. We believe that a home is a basic human right and a social good, it isn’t a commodity nor should it be treated as a tool to make money. We are 

happy to say that all the parties- to some extent- agreed with us on this front.  

 

The Conservatives promise to deliver the housing people need, but with no numbers or detail to support the act it’s difficult to determine what this promise 

will look like. We are told that measures will be introduced to “further empower tenants and support the continued supply of social homes” and that they 

will “support the delivery of hundreds of thousands of affordable homes”. There is also a nod to ending the “blight” of rough sleeping by working together 

with local councils to meet the health and housing needs of people living on the street. Having had nearly a decade in government and access to the 

resources to fully investigate and develop a watertight plan of action to deal with the housing crisis, this absence of specifics in the Conservative manifesto 

is disturbingly stark.  

Labour recognises that the only way to deliver everyone’s right to a secure home is to build publicly funded social housing and will deliver over a million 

homes by the end of the decade with social housing at the heart of its plans. Crucially Labour pledges to scrap the current definition of “affordable” (set as 

high as 80% of market rents) and replace it with one that is linked to real local incomes. To protect private renters the party promises to cap runaway rents, 

end no-fault evictions and put a stop to landlords refusing to rent to housing benefit claimants. Labour seems to grasp the urgency of ending 

homelessness with its promise to end rough sleeping within five years in particular to build 8,000 additional homes for those with a history of rough 

sleeping. It goes further in its promise to end homelessness by dealing with the root causes of the crisis, promising to raise Local Housing Allowance to at 

least the 30th percentile of local rents and allocating an additional £1 billion a year for councils’ homelessness services. 

The Lib Dems promise to build at least 100,000 homes for social rent each year but go further in their bid to secure affordable housing by promising to 

support people find and keep homes of their own and improve protections against rogue landlords. Importantly for us, they vow to improve social renting 

by setting clearer standards for socially rented homes, require complaints to be dealt with in a timely manner and proactively enforce regulations 



intended to protect social renters. They also claim they will end rough sleeping within five years. The Green Party intend to end the housing crisis by 

creating enough affordable homes including 100,000 new council homes a year. 

 

 

GMLC Demands the Removal of All Cladding on High Rise Building & Compensation for the Families of Grenfell’s Victims  

 

The failure to protect tenants including those in social housing was tragically highlighted by the Grenfell Tower fire. In the wake of the tragedy our 

volunteers researched cladding and high-rise safety in Greater Manchester and we began a campaign for the removal of all cladding on high rise buildings 

and to secure compensation for the bereaved families of the Grenfell fire. The fact that more recently a fire raged in student accommodation in Bolton and 

cladding was seen to be “falling off in chunks” makes this an increasingly urgent concern.  

Unfortunately, the Conservatives make only a single reference to Grenfell in their manifesto but they do promise to ensure every home is safe and secure 

and will support high rise residential residents with the removal of unsafe cladding.  

Labour emphasises the need to act swiftly following Grenfell, and will introduce a £1 billion Fire Safety Fund to fit sprinklers and other fire safety measures 

in all high rise, council and housing association tower blocks. They promise to remove and replace the dangerous Grenfell-style cladding on all high rise 

homes and buildings as well as introducing mandatory building standards, inspected and enforced by fully trained Fire and Rescue Service fire and safety 

officers.   

Sadly though the Liberal Democrats and Green Party don’t appear to agree with us, with not a single mention of Grenfell in their manifestos- 98 pages and 

92 pages long, respectively.   

None of the parties promised to compensate the families of Grenfell’s victims.  

 

 

GMLC Demands a Supportive Social Security System & an End to the Hostile Environment Against Claimants & Migrants 

 

A decent society should protect and support its most vulnerable members. A just welfare system is vital in ensuring that illness, family and caring 

responsibilities, low pay or unemployment will not plunge people into desperate situations of poverty, debt or homelessness. We believe everyone has the 

right to live with dignity, regardless of their personal circumstances.  

As part of reinstating the welfare system to a fairer state we called for the scrapping of Universal Credit- a punitive, unfair system that simply is not 

working.  



The Conservative party will however continue their roll-out of Universal Credit despite the correlation of households on UC and the rapid increase in 

poverty. Labour labels the policy a “catastrophe” and will scrap it to introduce a welfare system that treats people with dignity and respect; whilst the Lib 

Dems will reform Universal Credit. The Greens promise to replace it.  

 

One of our most important demands is to put a stop to the vilification and dehumanisation of benefits claimants and migrants who flee to the UK for 

protection. The Conservatives insist on tightening already stringent immigration controls and make no mention of the stigma surrounding claimants and 

migrants. Labour points out the creation of a hostile environment with particular mention of the Windrush scandal and the encouragement of the 

demonization of claimants and migrants. To this end Labour will scrap the 2014 Immigration Act and promises to provide compensation to those who 

suffered as a result of Windrush. Liberal Democrats promise a more compassionate and effective immigration system and note the hostile environment 

that dominates the current narrative. The Greens recognise the resentment against claimants and migrants and promise to end the hostile environment 

which puts migrants at risk and increases racism and anti-immigrant sentiment. 

  



 

Over the last few weeks we have been asking as many GM candidates we could reach- via email, post, Twitter and Facebook- for their commitment to the 
issues we highlight in our Manifesto.  
The table shows how many from each party were contacted and the resulting number of responses we had.  
 
 

 Contacted Responses received 

Labour 26 7 

Conservatives 18 0 

Green Party 21 2 

Liberal Democrats 19 2 

  
 
 
Happily, we received particularly considered and encouraging responses from some of the candidates.  
 
Of those, Kate Green (Labour candidate for Stretford & Urmston) wholeheartedly agreed with the concerns and strategies put forward in our Manifesto, 
with a focus on the need for nurturing and facilitating the development of the next generation of BAME and female social welfare lawyers: 
 

“This is important not just to secure an adequate supply of good quality advice for those who need it, but also because of its significance for the 
diversity of the legal profession. Female lawyers and those from BAME backgrounds have been typically more likely to begin and develop their legal 

careers in the social welfare sector, and cuts to legal aid have disproportionately affected those groups.” 
 



 
Similarly, Afzal Khan (Labour candidate for Gorton) was supportive not only of GMLC but of Law Centres as an institution and emphasised the need for 
“access to justice to be made a right for all” at our Annual General Meeting last month.  
 
Anna Fryer (Lib Dem candidate for Stretford & Urmston) was “happy to endorse and support” our Manifesto and responded fully to each of the demands 
contained within it. She emphasised that LASPO 2012 must be reviewed “urgently”, the development of social welfare lawyers would “lead the way” in 
establishing a national network of legal advice and support and a safe and secure home should be a “basic human right in a country as wealthy as the UK”.  
 
We thank Gary Lawson (Green Party candidate for Stockport) for his support for our work and Manifesto ahead of the election.  
 

“I very much support the work of the Centre and would certainly wish to endorse the Manifesto and its key demands” 

 

NB- Candidates’ full responses have been included in the Appendix.  



 
 

We are very grateful to the 11 candidates who responded to us but unfortunately the results of our mail-out make it clear that access to justice still isn’t 
“sexy” enough (see our General Election 2017 publication- “Why legal aid cuts are not a sexy subject”) to warrant widespread concern across the leading 
political parties ahead of the 2019 General Election.  
 
The importance of social welfare law and access to justice cannot be understated; they are the mechanisms of inclusion for vulnerable and marginalised 
people who have no other means of redress. To illustrate, despite 39,000 UC claimants being subject to sanctions between May 2017 and April 2018 only 9 
people received legal aid for welfare benefits cases for the same period. We must not stand by and allow the justice system to neglect those most in need 
of its protection; to do so would not only undermine our responsibility to uphold the rule of law but would work to erode our very humanity.  
 
Greater Manchester Law Centre is a politically neutral organisation; we do not support or oppose any particular political party. We urge you however, to 
embrace the sentiments, share the concerns and insist on the demands contained within our Manifesto and we urge you to help us fight together to secure 
access to justice for all, not only for Greater Manchester, but for the whole United Kingdom.   
  



Appendix 
 
Letter to party leaders: 
 
Dear Boris Johnson/Jeremy Corbyn/Jo Swinson/Caroline Lucas (deleted as appropriate), 
 
I am writing to you on behalf of the Greater Manchester Law Centre, to let you have a copy of our Manifesto. We are asking the political parties to adopt 
this and include it in your own forthcoming Election Manifesto and/or supporting campaigning material. We would also request that you circulate our 
Manifesto to your own selected candidates for their consideration. We will be writing separately to them.  
  
We would be happy to answer any questions and look forward to your reply.  
  

In particular, we would also like to hear your specific response to the key demands - for example, do you support -  
  

 the restoration of legal aid to pre-2012 support 
 the encouragement of a new generation of social welfare lawyers - and what steps you would take to ensure that this is achieved 
 the proper funding of local community law centres and the ending of "advice deserts"  
 the legal right for a secure home for all  
 remove of all cladding from high rises housing blocks 
 compensation for Grenfell survivors and bereaved families 
 compensation for Windrush victims  
 and the end to the hostile environment against both migrants and claimants, including for example the repeal of the 2014 Immigration Act and the 

ending of Universal Credit. 
 
We will be publishing the results of our inquiries to the political parties before the Election takes place and once again thank you in anticipation of your own 
reply.  
  
Yours faithfully 
 John Nicholson 
Chair, Greater Manchester Law Centre 
  

[Our Manifesto is also at www.gmlaw.org.uk for reference] 

http://www.gmlaw.org.uk/


 
Letter to Greater Manchester candidates: 

Dear [name of candidate], 

 

I am writing to you on behalf of the Greater Manchester Law Centre to let you have a copy of our Manifesto. We are asking the General Election candidates 

in Greater Manchester if you would be willing to adopt this for inclusion in your own forthcoming Election Manifesto and/or supporting campaigning 

material.  

 

We would be pleased to hear your response to this, and happy to answer any questions you might have. We would be equally pleased if you would like to 

circulate this to your own party supporters for their consideration too.  We have separately written to the political party head offices and party leaders for 

their support likewise.  

 

In particular, we would like to hear if you would endorse the Manifesto, and if you have specific responses to the key demands included within it - for 

example, would you commit yourself to:  

 the restoration of legal aid to pre-2012 support 
 the encouragement of a new generation of social welfare lawyers - and what steps you would take to ensure that this is achieved 
 the proper funding of local community law centres and the ending of "advice deserts"  
 the legal right for a secure home for all  
 remove of all cladding from high rises housing blocks 
 compensation for Grenfell survivors and bereaved families 
 compensation for Windrush victims  
 and the end to the hostile environment against both migrants and claimants, including for example the repeal of the 2014 Immigration Act and the 

ending of Universal Credit. 

We would of course be pleased to meet you, if this would be helpful, and we thank you in anticipation of your reply.  

We will be publishing the outcome of our requests to all candidates before the Election takes place.  

 

Yours faithfully 

John Nicholson 

Chair, Greater Manchester Law Centre [Our Manifesto is also at www.gmlaw.org.uk for reference] 

http://www.gmlaw.org.uk/


Template letter provided to constituents: 

Dear [name of candidate], 
 
I am writing to you on behalf of the Greater Manchester Law Centre to let you have a copy of our Manifesto. We are asking the General Election candidates 
in Greater Manchester if you would be willing to adopt this for inclusion in your own forthcoming Election Manifesto and/or supporting campaigning 
material.  
 
We would be pleased to hear your response to this, and happy to answer any questions you might have. We would be equally pleased if you would like to 
circulate this to your own party supporters for their consideration too.  We have separately written to the political party head offices and party leaders for 
their support likewise.  
 
In particular, we would like to hear if you would endorse the Manifesto, and if you have specific responses to the key demands included within it - for 
example, would you commit yourself to:  

 the restoration of legal aid to pre-2012 support 
 the encouragement of a new generation of social welfare lawyers - and what steps you would take to ensure that this is achieved 
 the proper funding of local community law centres and the ending of "advice deserts"  
 the legal right for a secure home for all  
 remove of all cladding from high rises housing blocks 
 compensation for Grenfell survivors and bereaved families 
 compensation for Windrush victims  
 and the end to the hostile environment against both migrants and claimants, including for example the repeal of the 2014 Immigration Act and the 

ending of Universal Credit. 

We would of course be pleased to meet you, if this would be helpful, and we thank you in anticipation of your reply.  
We will be publishing the outcome of our requests to all candidates before the Election takes place.  
 
Yours faithfully 
 

[Your name] 

  



Response from Caroline Lucas (Green Party) 

From: Caroline Lucas <caroline.lucas@greenparty.org.uk> 

Sent: 10 December 2019 17:58:46 

To: John Nicholson <JohnNicholson@gmlaw.org.uk> 

Subject: RE: Fighting Together for Free Access to Justice  

Dear John, 

Many thanks for your email and please accept my apologies for the delay in replying to your message. 

I support the demands you have set out and I very much share your concern about the need to restore access to legal advice. Last October, I tabled cross-

party Early Day Motion 369, deploring the impact of cuts to legal aid since 2013 under the Legal Aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012, 

including the emergence of advice deserts across England and Wales. The cross party Early Day Motion, which was co-sponsored by the chair of the All-

Party Parliamentary Group on Legal Aid, states: 

That this House is deeply concerned by growing evidence, including reports by Amnesty International and the Law Society, that cuts to legal aid since April 

2013, under the Legal Aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012 (LASPO), have left thousands of the most disadvantaged in society, including 

children and people with learning disabilities, without the legal advice and support essential to access justice and equality before the law; notes that, in the 

first year after LASPO came into force, the number of cases in which legal aid was granted fell by 46 per cent from 925,000 to 497,000; further notes that 

the number of legal aid providers has fallen by 20 per cent from 2,991 to 2,393, leading to the emergence of advice deserts across England and Wales 

where the provision of free legal advice is disappearing, especially in housing law; shares the view of the Law Society, as expressed in its June 2017 report, 

Access denied? LASPO four years on, that LASPO has severely undermined access to justice and that this is resulting in the escalation of legal problems and 

knock-on costs elsewhere in the public sector; welcomes the Government's commitment to undertake a wholesale review of the impact of LASPO by April 

2018; and calls on the Government both to ensure that the review assesses the wider impact of LASPO on public services and to commence and conclude 

the review as a matter of urgency. 

 Earlier in Parliamentary Session 2017-19, I added my name to an Early Day Motion 1111 on the new criminal legal remuneration regulations and, at the 

conclusion of the ensuing Commons debate, I voted to oppose the regulations.  Last year, I also wrote to the Justice Minister about the growing crisis 

regarding the number of criminal duty solicitors, an issue highlighted by the Law Society. 

  



As you no doubt know, the Government’s promised review of LASPO was delayed and then eventually published in 

February:https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/post-implementation-review-of-part-1-of-laspo.   As you may have read in the news, for example 

in this Guardian article, Government promises to spend an extra £6.5m are a “drop in the ocean” compared with the massive cuts imposed on legal aid 

spending. 

It is plain from the casework that I see in my surgeries that austerity and problems such as the ongoing and chronic housing crisis continue to inflict severe 

damage on people, with many in dire need of support from our underfunded justice system.  I will keep doing all I can to push for legal aid to be restored to 

the levels consistent with the UK being a country that believes in equal access to justice.    

I hope you will forgive me for not going into more detail on all the demands you have set out but please be assured that I very much share your concerns on 

all these matters and if re-elected on Thursday, I will continue to work hard and to press Ministers for urgent action at every opportunity.  

Best wishes, 

Caroline 

Caroline Lucas, Green Party candidate for Brighton Pavilion 

 

 

  



Response from Labour’s Policy Department 
 
From: Manifesto [mailto:manifesto@labour.org.uk]  
Sent: 19 November 2019 14:20 
To: GMLC Reception <reception@gmlaw.org.uk> 
Subject: Labour manifesto 2019 
 
FAO John Nicholson 
 
Dear John, 
 
Thank you for sending us your organisation’s priorities for Labour’s 2019 General Election manifesto. 
Your input has been shared with the team here and will be examined as part of the manifesto development process.  
 
We really appreciate you taking the time to get involved. Once our manifesto is published it will be available to view online here: 
https://labour.org.uk/manifesto-2019/ along with a range of accessible versions.  
It would be great to hear your thoughts on this as well as continue dialogue with your organisation going forward.  
Best wishes, 
Anouska 
 
Anouska Gregorek 
Head of Policy Development 
The Labour Party 
 

 

 

  



Response from Kate Green (Labour candidate for Stretford & Urmston) 

From: Kate Green <kate_green@labour.org.uk> 
Sent: 07 November 2019 14:26 
To: John Nicholson <JohnNicholson@gmlaw.org.uk> 
Subject: General election  
  
Dear John 
 
Thank you very much for writing to me with a copy of the Greater Manchester Law centre election manifesto. I very much welcome this document, and the 
ideas within it. 
As you know, I'm proud to be a passionate advocate for your work and for the advice sector. In the 2010-15 parliament, I was a member of the LASPO 
public bill committee, and so many of the concerns we raised at that time have regrettably been borne out. We now face a chronic shortage of good quality 
advice in so many areas of social welfare law, and while some cuts have been reversed by subsequent governments, there is still huge pressure on advice 
services here in Trafford and across the country, with the problem being particularly acute for those who do not qualify for legal aid. 
 
You ask me whether I'd support some of the specific proposals in your manifesto, and I can confirm I am very supportive of them. I particularly wanted to 
pick up on the need to encourage a new generation of social welfare lawyers. This is important not just to secure an adequate supply of good quality advice 
for those who need it, but also because of its significance for the diversity of the legal profession. Female lawyers and those from BAME backgrounds have 
been typically more likely to begin and develop their legal careers in the social welfare sector, and cuts to legal aid have disproportionately affected those 
groups. In time, that feeds into less diversity at higher levels in the legal profession, including in the judiciary, which I believe is deeply damaging for the 
credibility and legitimacy of our justice system. 
 
Reinvestment in legal aid would help to support a new generation of social welfare lawyers, but we also need to pay attention to how they can be recruited 
to universities and law schools. Labour's policies for scrapping student tuition fees and reintroducing maintenance grants are therefore important. We also 
need a proactive programme of outreach to attract young women and BAME students to study law. 
 
I hope this response gives you some feel for how strongly I feel about the importance of your sector and the work you do, and I very much looking forward 
to continuing to work with you if I'm reelected. May I take the opportunity to thank you and your colleagues for the valuable role you play in meeting the 
advice needs of some of the most marginalised communities in Greater Manchester, ensuring that they have access to the justice they'd otherwise be 
denied. 
 
Thank you once again for taking the time to write to me; Best wishes, Kate Green, Labour parliametnary candidate for Stretford and Urmston 

mailto:kate_green@labour.org.uk
mailto:JohnNicholson@gmlaw.org.uk


 
Response from Afzal Khan (Labour candidate for Gorton) 

From: Afzal Khan MP <contact@afzalkhan.org.uk> 

Sent: 07 November 2019 11:50 

To: John Nicholson <JohnNicholson@gmlaw.org.uk> 

Subject: Re: FW: Greater Manchester Law Centre - for General Election Candidates   

Dear John  

I am happy to endorse the manifesto.  

Best wishes, 

Afzal  

 

Response from Andrew Western (Labour candidate for Altrincham & Sale West) 

From: Western, Andrew <Andrew.Western@trafford.gov.uk> 
Sent: 06 November 2019 00:17 
To: John Nicholson <JohnNicholson@gmlaw.org.uk> 
Subject: RE: Greater Manchester Law Centre - for General Election Candidates 
 
Hi John 
 
Happy to support this 
 
Andrew 
 

  

mailto:contact@afzalkhan.org.uk
mailto:JohnNicholson@gmlaw.org.uk
mailto:Andrew.Western@trafford.gov.uk
mailto:JohnNicholson@gmlaw.org.uk


Response from Lucy Burke (Labour candidate for Bury South) 

Dear Rabiya 

Please find below the responses Lucy would like to make to your very important email. 

The restoration of legal aid to pre-2012 support 
  
I am proud to say that the Labour Party have already committed to reversing the devastating cuts to legal aid within our first 100 days in government and 
take the right to legal support seriously. 
 

 

Tory cuts to legal aid, amounting to over £900m since 2010, have negatively impacted so many people here in Bury South – particularly vulnerable people. 
  
Cuts to legal aid are a completely false economy. A lack of early legal advice creates extra costs for the taxpayer as cases that could have been resolved 
earlier have to go to court, or spiral into costly social problems as people unnecessarily lose their homes and livelihoods. 
  
I have a particular interest in fighting for access to legal aid for all families at inquests and for a coronial system that recognises the value of people with 
learning disabilities - something that has been sorely lacking in many recent cases. 
  
The encouragement of a new generation of social welfare lawyers - and what steps you would take to ensure that this is achieved 
 
 
Tory cuts to legal aid has forced students to focus on careers in commercial sectors. But most students want to study law to fight against social injustices; I 
want to harness these instincts and make sure there are decent jobs available for students to go into upon graduation. Labour will create these jobs by 
reinvesting in legal aid properly. 
 
 
At our annual conference in 2019, Labour announced plans for a Government-funded training contract programme for 200 lawyers to serve their 
communities: a new generation of lawyers using the law to secure justice for the many. 
  



Good citizenship education – another thing Labour wants to reinstate via a comprehensive National Education Service - will support young people in making 
more informed choices about the careers they go on to make. My experience has been that if a young person sees an inequality or injustice, they 
instinctively want to do something about it.  
 

The proper funding of local community law centres and the ending of "advice deserts"  

  
Labour have already committed £20m to invest in local community law centres. 
 

For me, access to legal aid and advice is a human rights issue. I want everyone in Bury South to have easy access to legal support in their time of need, 

whatever their personal circumstances.  

Organisations like the Manchester Law Society do incredibly important grassroots work and advocacy - I want to see even more organisations operating 
across the country and here in Bury South. 
  
I think legal advisors who work at a hyper-local level can get to know communities and the issues they are facing, developing expertise in areas of particular 
importance. This approach would create a much more efficient, responsive and human-focussed system that listens to the people it seeks to protect. 
  
We cannot continue to have areas of the country left to fend for itself when it comes to legal aid. Every citizen has an equal right to access legal aid and 
support. 
  
The legal right for a secure home for all 
  
I believe that the home is at the heart of all of our lives. It’s the foundation on which we raise our families, the bedrock for our dreams and aspirations. But 
for too many people, the housing pressures they face seem to be getting worse. 
  
We all know people here in Bury South who are still unable to get securing housing. This is elderly people who haven’t got the affordable adapted homes 
they need or young people who simply can’t afford to move out of the family home despite their best efforts. 
  
Under the Tories the number of affordable homes to buy being built has plummeted. 
  
I know that Labour wants to see the restrictions imposed by this Tory government reversed from day one and I fully support Labour’s plans for an 
affordable zero-carbon home building scheme. 
  



Labour’s national housing strategy will also create jobs like never before and ensure more people can actually buy their own homes too. We have to build 
more affordable, zero-carbon homes for first time buyers here in Bury which will transform brownfield sites whilst protecting our precious greenbelt land. 
  
I believe the growing private rented sector is a huge problem in Bury. Rents are going up while wages go down; this creates an unmanageable squeeze on 
low-income households that is often just too much to bear. The knock-on effects of insecure housing are considerable. 
  
Labour will also get a grip on dodgy landlords by giving renters here in Bury South new legal rights. But this can only be done at a national level with a 
Labour Government in power. These would be measures like ensuring legal minimum standards on properties to ensure they are fit for human habitation 
for example. 
  
Homelessness is never an inevitability in a country as decent and well off as ours. Yet we all look on in horror at the dramatic increase in people living on 
our streets and the inequality in our country that continues to widen. Homelessness is a result of the compound problems caused be years and years of 
shameful Conservative cuts to pay, house building, mental health services and social security. 
  
The decision to abolish housing benefits for 18-21 year olds is wholly unacceptable and has put vulnerable young people on our streets. It is policies like this 
that makes me want to take my voice into Parliament so I can speak up the people who live in the real world here in Bury South. 
  
Remove of all cladding from high rises housing blocks 
  
The Labour Party takes the safety of people seriously and so conducted its own research into dangerous cladding following the Grenfell tragedy. 
 

More than two years after the Grenfell Tower fire, thousands of residents are still living in tower blocks covered in dangerous Grenfell-style aluminium 

composite material (ACM). It’ll take 30 years for all private blocks to have dangerous cladding fully replaced at this rate. Nine in ten private sector buildings 

have not had this dangerous cladding removed and replaced. Even the judge leading the Grenfell enquiry has critizised the Conservative government’s 

handling of things. 

This Tory government took a whole year to provide funding for councils and housing associations to remove cladding, and almost two years to announce a 
£200m fund for privately owned blocks. Not a single private sector building had received funding to remove cladding by 22nd October. This is utterly 
shameful. 
  
I was extremely distressed to hear of the 40,000 leaseholders who were left to live in fear and facing bills of thousands of pounds for cladding removal. 85% 
of them have said the ordeal has seen their mental health deteriorate. 
  



 I want dangerous cladding removed much faster – we could do this by: naming and shaming block-owners with dangerous cladding set a clear and 
reasonable deadline for block-owners to get the work do update the sanctions available to councils under the Housing Act 2004 to include fines and 
confiscation mechanisms 
 

Response from James Frith (Labour Candidate for Bury North) 

 

Hello, 

I have replied to give James' support for this. 

Kevin 

Office of James Frith 

Labour Parliamentary Candidate for Bury North 

 

  



 

Response from Anna Fryer (Liberal Democrat candidate for Stretford & Urmtson) 

From: Anna Fryer [mailto:annafryer.libdems@gmail.com]  

Sent: 14 November 2019 19:45 

To: Development Worker <DevelopmentWorker@gmlaw.org.uk> 

Subject: Re: Greater Manchester Law Centre - for General Election Candidates 

Dear John, 

I support and endorce your Manifesto- Fighting together for Free access to justice.  

In support of your key demands: 

The restoration of legal aid to pre-2012 support 

As Liberal Democrats our policy is for an urgent review into the effect of the Legal Aid, Sentencing and Punishing of Offenders Act to examine its costs and 

benefits, and its impact on accessto justice. We want Clarification of the exceptional case funding rules and procedures to ensure that qualifying litigants 

access exceptional funding. Procedures in for legal aid in dometic violence cases to be simpler and for the restitution of legal aid for first-tier appeals in 

social welfare cases 

We also call for : 

Legal aid to be available for advice before proceedings in housing cases potentially involving the loss of a home 

Legal aid to be available to children and vulnerable young people 

Legal aid to be available for permission applications in judicial review cases without the risk of non-payment for unsuccessful applications. 

A full review of the impact of court fees on access to justice and all changes necessary to ensure that such fees do not deter meritorious litigants from 

bringing or defending proceedings. 

Alternative sources of funding for criminal cases to be explored, including the use of restrained assets for reasonable defence costs and company directors' 

insurance for the defence of fraud prosecutions 



Defendants acquitted in criminal cases generally to have their reasonable costs paid out of central funds 

A comprehensive independent review of the financial and administrative arrangements for legal aid work, in consultation with the professions and the 

Government. 

Pending the results of the review, an end to reductions in real terms in fees for both criminal and civil legal aid work. 

The streamlining and simplification of all court and tribunal procedures, using accessible digital technology as appropriate, to enable justice to be delivered 

more effectively. 

The Courts Service to provide procedural advice to litigants in person through a designated member of staff at each court centre and on-line 

Revival of the ‘Green Form’ Legal Aid system whereby litigants in person can be given initial constructive legal advice on the strengths (and weaknesses) of 

their cases.  

The encouragement of a new generation of social welfare lawyers - and what steps you would take to ensure that this is achieved: 

This relates to the below point. With the establishment of a national network of legal advice and support, and the establishment of free legal education, 

Social Welfare Lawyers would lead the way. This would bring opportunities to develope services locally to meet the needs of the population- a key liberal 

position. 

The proper funding of local community law centres and the ending of "advice deserts"  

Our policy is the establishment of a national network of providers of advice and legal support along the lines suggested by the Low Commission, funded 

from a combination of government, voluntary sector and private sources; such advice should include initial family advice. To further complement this we 

have called for a comprehensive system of free public legal education, incorporating basic legal education in schools, delivered as part of citizenship 

education, and the establishment of a national government funded and maintained on-line legal information and resources site, backed up by a telephone 

service available for clarification and signposting.  

The legal right for a secure home for all  

The Liberal Democrats believe that a decent, warm, appropriate home in a clean, safe and well-managed neighbourhood is a basic human right that could 

and should be readily afforded in a country as wealthy as the UK.  

The remove of all cladding from high rises housing blocks 



 Our party have campaigned to hold the goverment to their promise and remove cladding from high rises. The fact that thousand of families are still living in 

such conditions is a disgrace. We have called for the removal of this cladding by the government for all pubically and privately owned high rises.   

The compensation for Grenfell survivors and bereaved families 

We have called for the distribution of compensation to Grenfell survivors and families, and transparency in this process which has been very lacking in the 

Governments failed approach. We have spoken up onthis issue both in the houses of Parliament and the House of Lords.  

 Compensation for Windrush victims  

 The liberal democrats policy is for a public enquiry into immigration policy and practice of the UK government 1997-2018 with powers to compel the Home 

Office, Cabinet Office and other UK institutions to reveal all relevant information leading to the repeal of the offending legislation and righting wrongs 

perpetrated by the Home Office in each individual case, including the full restoration of rights to indefinite leave to remain, access to housing, healthcare, 

welfare, and employment, plus the return of those wrongly deported, and a new task force to apply justice, with access to legal aid for victims where 

needed; to include the release of such individuals currently wrongly detained and wrongly facing deportation.We have called for the establishment of a 

system of compensation for all the victims of the Home Office's unjust policies in line with recommendations of Ministry of Justice appointee Martin Forde 

QC. 

The end to the hostile environment against both migrants and claimants, including for example the repeal of the 2014 Immigration Act and the ending of 

Universal Credit. 

We have called for asylum seekers to be allowed to work –thereby treating them more humanely, whilst saving the taxpayer millions. Our policy is for 

family life to be respected again, by ending expensive income threshold tests that have stopped family reunification and cost more than they have saved.  

We will end the practice of the“hostile environment” approach which includes everything from multiple expensive and inhumane immigration detention 

centres, to making banks and landlords the frontline of immigration control, resulting in mistakes and unfairness on an industrial scale.  

 Many thanks for your continued work on this area. 

Best wishes  

Dr Anna Fryer  

Stretford and Urmston Candidate 

  



Response from John Leech (Liberal Democrat candidate for Withington) 

The restoration of legal aid to pre-2012 support 
Yes, I refused to support the legislation in Parliament - I would argue that this does not go far enough. Legal Aid had been consistently undermined before 
then. 

The encouragement of a new generation of social welfare lawyers - and what steps you would take to ensure that this is achieved 
Yes - this needs to be funded by public funding, possibly in return for free tuition 

The proper funding of local community law centres and the ending of "advice deserts"  
Yes, through a combination of public funding and reciprocal support from the private sector. 

The legal right for a secure home for all  
In theory yes, but I cannot see this being achievable. What is most important is a massive social and affordable housing beuilding programme. 

Remove of all cladding from high rises housing blocks 
Clearly ALL unsafe cladding must be removed.  

Compensation for Grenfell survivors and bereaved families 
Yes 

Compensation for Windrush victims  
Yes - I voted against the legislation in Parliament. 

The end to the hostile environment against both migrants and claimants, including for example the repeal of the 2014 Immigration Act and the ending of 
Universal Credit. 
Yes, but UC should be amended and properly funded. The principle of it is sound, it is the implementation and funding that is the problem. 
  



Response from Angela Smith (Liberal Democrat candidate for Altrincham & Sale West 
 
From: angelasmith@smith-wilson.org.uk [mailto:angelasmith@smith-wilson.org.uk]  

Sent: 05 December 2019 17:32 

To: GMLC Reception <reception@gmlaw.org.uk> 

Subject: FOA of Jason Tetley - Answers to your questions 

Jason, 

Thank you for your letter in which asks for the my position on various issues. 

As I am sure you are aware we Liberal Democrats have pledged to ‘establish a new right to affordable, reasonable legal assistance, and have committed to 

invest £500 million to restore legal aid, making the system simpler and more generous.  

Further, we have committed to the restoration of legal aid for early legal advice, assistance and representation in civil cases, urgent reform of the 

Exceptional Case Funding scheme and a new, independently overseen right to affordable legal assistance. 

We have said, and rightly so, that we will scrap the Conservatives’ Hostile Environment, replacing their fishing-net approach with targeted, intelligence-led 

immigration enforcement. We will also take immigration powers away from the Home Office so that visa and asylum decisions are made quickly and fairly. 

We will restore dignity and common sense to our immigration system by ending indefinite detention and allowing asylum seekers to work while their cases 

are decided. And we will stop Brexit and save free movement. 

It is clear to us Liberal Democrats the current benefits system is not working. Therefore we will invest £6 billion per year to make the benefits system work 

for people who need it and reducing the wait for the first benefits payment from five weeks to five days.  

We will also scrap the two-child limit, and with it – the scandalous rape clause. In our view the present system drives up child-poverty by limiting payments 

to the first two children.  

When it comes to people's homes, safety must come first. Grenfell should never have happened. The fact that thousands of families are still living in unsafe 

high-rise buildings is a disgrace. The Secretary of State committed to fully fund the removal and replacement of unsafe cladding by councils and housing 

associations, but there are still over 150 publicly owned buildings that are unsafe, that cannot be right. Furthermore, those in private residential buildings 

are being ignored and that must change. 

mailto:angelasmith@smith-wilson.org.uk
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As a Liberal Democrat I believe we must put social justice at the heart of public policy. We need a fair society and one which treats all people with the 

respect they deserve.        

I hope this helps. 

Best wishes  

Angela Smith  



Response from Jane Leicester (Green Party candidate for Stretford & Urmston) 
 
From: Jane Leicester [mailto:jane.leicester.gpew@gmail.com]  
Sent: 11 November 2019 23:37 
To: Development Worker <DevelopmentWorker@gmlaw.org.uk> 
Subject: Re: Greater Manchester Law Centre - for General Election Candidates 
 
Dear John, 
I would be happy to endorse your manifesto. 
 
Best wishes 
Jane Leicester  
Green party candidate for Stretford and Urmston. 
 
Response from Gary Lawson (Green Party candidate for Stockport) 
 
From: GARY LAWSON <garyaustinlawson@btinternet.com> 
Sent: 21 November 2019 16:40:30 
To: John Nicholson <JohnNicholson@gmlaw.org.uk> 
Subject: Re: Greater Manchester Law Centre - for attention of General Election Candidates  
  
Dear John, 
 
I was pleased to hear from you, have looked at your manifesto online and look forward to receiving a hard copy of it.  I very much support the work of the 
Centre and would certainly wish to endorse the Manifesto and its key demands.  I have forwarded your email to my Campaign Manager, with a view to 
making reference to the Centre and the Manifesto in our literature in local as well as in general elections. 
 
With very best wishes, 
 
Gary Lawson  
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