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Wel come t o Landmar k Ch:
How and why the ONo Recour s«

has been held to be unlawful (R (W) v SSHD) webinar

The recording may be accessed here.



https://youtu.be/jhRXGTTA1Os
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Working with destitute people

Caz Hattam

><| caz@unity-project.org.uk & www.unity-project.org.uk O @TUPLDN
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Some key findings

0 Over 1/2 of people affected (mostly
women and children) had been

forced to sleep on the floor or a

chair.

3/4 had to go without a hot meal

for at least a day.

Overl/3ofchi |l drends eddl
had been disrupted.

1/3 of children had to sleep in the

fobAAtLESHs Deni edo sSameroom as non-family

n 6 s Th8 dniyiPejecy members.
May 2020 June 2019 Tens of thousands of people
affected, estimates of over 1 million.
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A Lifeline for All
Children and Families with
No Recourse to Public Funds
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APeople dondt know |
APeople candt make t
A Lack of advice

A Application form

A Onerous evidence

A Proving a negative

A Requests for further information

A Delays

A Applications are online
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The campaign

Fiona Bawdon



Fiona Bawdon
Director

IMPACT

LAW FOR SOCIAL JUSTICE

, @IMPACTstratlit

www.impactsocialjustice.org
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Michael J Klarman:

From the Closet
to the Altar

COURTS, BACKLASH.
AND THE STRUGGLE FOR
SAME-SEX MARRIAGI

Michael J. Klarman
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A political backlash is
"eé.especially likely whet

decision not only contravenes
public opinion but has supporters
who are less intensely committed

t han are 1ts op|yc’nents.c‘)




Home Office faces high court challenge over legality of ‘no
recourse to public funds’ policy

5/5/20

On Wednesday 6 May, an 8-year-old British boy - supported by his mother - will take the UK Home Office to court over its policy of

denying families like his access to the welfare safety net.

The ‘no recourse to public funds’ policy, as it is known, was introduced in 2012 as part of the ‘hostile environment’, and has led to thousands of children

growing up in abject poverty, because their migrant mothers are denied the same state support that other low-income families can claim.

The family bringing the challenge — who are not being named - are supported by The Unity Project, a charity set up three years ago to support those

tacing destitution as a result of NRPF.
Project co-ordinator Caz Hattam says:

'Since The Unity Project was set up three years ago, we've seen how the policy traps families in poverty. People are forced into debt as they try to
keep themselves afloat, and left living in overcrowded, unsafe and insecure housing. The people we work with are mainly single mums with young

children, doing low paid but essential jobs, like carework and cleaning. The covid- 19 outbreak has only made their situations more urgent and

desperate.’

This week's high court case is just the latest in a series of legal challenges brought by public law firm Deighton Fierce Glynn (DPG) over NRPF. MPs and

children’s and other charities have also added their voices to calls for it to be scrapped.
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because they can't access the safety net that everyone
else can.

| — .

AN v we
She can live and work here but not receive benefits.

It's gonna be very difficult for me. | do not have any
means of income except the job | have.

* Questons over haw Cone- 19 2ally bt na ole2as mil be rret




