Lord Newton is the only Conservative Peer to put his name to any Amendments. All are named in the analysis below:
 
A substantial number of Amendments have been tabled to Part 1 of the Bill by Peers from across the House seeking to rectify some of the most damaging provisions in the Bill.

 

Knock-on Costs
 

Reflecting widespread concern about the possible knock-on costs and unintended consequences, an experienced cross-party group of Crossbench Peers (Lord Pannick, Lord Ramsbotham, Baroness Prashar), supported by the Labour Opposition, have tabled a new clause requiring the Government to undertake a pre-commencement impact assessment before the any of the Bill’s provisions can come into effect.

 

Welfare
 

A cross-party group of senior Peers (Baroness Doocey – LD; Lord Newton – CON; Lord Bach – LAB; Lord Pannick – Crossbench) have tabled an Amendment to keep legal advice and assistance for appeals against welfare benefits cases in scope. This reflects cross-party concern that, particularly in light of the Welfare Reform Bill, vulnerable people will face serious difficulties navigating the welfare benefits system and, should legal advice not be provided, serious consequences could result.

 

Child Abduction
 

Baroness Butler-Sloss – a former judge and president of the family division – has tabled an Amendment (supported by Conservative Baroness Shackleton at the Committee Stage) to rectify a serious oversight in the Bill – namely the lack of provision of legal aid for child abduction within the UK.

 

Domestic Violence
 

Former Attorney General, Baroness Scotland, supported by senior crossbenchers Lord Blair (former Metropolitan police chief) and Baroness Butler-Sloss as well as the Bishop of Leicester have proposed an Amendment which seeks to expand the evidential criteria required for the purposes of demonstrating domestic violence in a family law case. See joint briefing for further details.

 

Complex Appeals
 
We expect a cross-party group of Peers – possible among them Lord Thomas (Lib Dem); Lord Carlile (Lib Dem); Lord Pannick (Crossbench); Lord Bach (LAB) – to table an Amendment to ensure that in appeals cases where the judge certifies a complex point of law legal aid can be provided to the unrepresented party. This rectifies a serious possible problem – namely poorly represented litigant in person. See joint briefing note for further details.

 

Exceptional cases
 

We expect a cross-party group of Peers – possible among them Lord Thomas  (Lib Dem), Lord Pannick (Crossbench) and Lord Wigley (Plaid Cymru) -  to propose an Amendment rectifying a serious deficiency in Clause 9 (the exceptional cases scheme). The Amendment will require exceptional case funding to be considered if there is “a serious risk of injustice”. This will enable cases to be funded where there are patently unfair circumstances but Article 6 of the ECHR is not invoked. See joint briefing.

 

Telephone Gateway
 

A cross-party group of senior Peers (Baroness Grey-Thompson – Crossbench; Lord Newton – CON; Lord Pannick-  Crossbench; Lord Bach – LAB) have tabled an Amendment to Clause 26 which would prevent the Government from making the telephone (or other electronic means) the sole route of access to legal aid, or the sole means of delivering legal aid. This is supported by the entire legal profession (Law Society/Bar Council) and a substantial group of charities focused on vulnerable and disabled people. See joint briefing for full details.

 
