
 

 
 
     

 
WELFARE REFORM COMMITTEE 

Esther McVey MP, Minister for 
Employment 
 
By email 

TG.01
The Scottish Parliament

Edinburgh
EH99 1SP

Direct Tel: 0131 348 5182
Fax: 0131 348 5184

WelfareReformCommittee@scottish.parliament.uk
           15 August 2014  

Dear Minister for Employment 
 
Food banks  

 
Thank you for your letter dated 8 July 2014 responding to the findings and 
recommendations in the Committee’s report on food banks and welfare reform.  
 
The majority of the Committee is extremely disappointed that the UK Government 
continues to fail to acknowledge that there is a direct correlation between welfare 
reform and the increase in the use of food banks. We believe strongly that the 
evidence exists but that you and your colleagues in the Department for Work and 
Pensions are unwilling to accept it.  
 
In order to facilitate the UK Government’s knowledge of the issue we will be taking 
up the offer made by RT Hon David Mundell MP, Parliamentary Under-Secretary of 
State for Scotland, when he gave evidence on 26 June 2014, for him to meet with 
witnesses who gave evidence to the Committee on the link between food banks and 
welfare reform. I hope that holding this evidence session will lead the UK 
Government to recognise the desperate need of some individuals for basic food 
provision and the role welfare reform can play in forcing people into this situation.  
 
Your letter mentions that safeguards are in place to help ensure that sanctions are 
only applied where appropriate. Are you able to provide further details on what these 
safeguards are and how many individuals have been in receipt of them? 
 
Your letter also refers to the forthcoming publication of the Oakley review. I 
understand that this review has now published and the Government has accepted all 
its recommendations. I was interested to see that the review raised similar issues 
and concerns to the Committee’s ‘Interim Report on the New Benefit Sanctions 
Regime: Tough Love or Tough Luck?’. I therefore hope that the Committee will 
receive a more favourable response from the UK Government to the Committee’s 
recommendations on this matter than it has with its other reports to date. 
 
You have previously agreed to meet with the Committee informally. As a Committee 
we are still keen to pursue this meeting and hope that your office will be able to liaise 
with my Committee Clerks to confirm a date for the meeting.  



 

 
 
     

 
Yours sincerely,  
 

MICHAEL MCMAHON MSP, CONVENER 


