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WELFARE REFORM COMMITTEE 
 

AGENDA 
 

3rd Meeting, 2015 (Session 4) 
 

Tuesday 3 February 2015 
 
The Committee will meet at 10.00 am in the David Livingstone Room (CR6). 
 
1. Decision on taking business in private: The Committee will decide whether 

to take item 3 in private. 
 
2. Parliamentary Under Secretary of State for Scotland: The Committee will 

meet with the Rt Hon David Mundell MP, Parliamentary Under Secretary of 
State for Scotland, to discuss the welfare proposals contained in the Smith 
Agreement, as well as the link between food bank usage and welfare reforms 
and will take evidence from— 

 
Rt Hon David Mundell MP, Parliamentary Under Secretary of State for 
Scotland, UK Government; 
 
Richard Cornish, Devolution Director, and Pete Searle, Strategy Director - 
Working Age Benefits, Department for Work and Pensions. 
 

3. Parliamentary Under Secretary of State for Scotland: The Committee will 
consider the evidence received from the Rt Hon David Mundell MP, 
Parliamentary Under Secretary of State for Scotland.  

 
 

Simon Watkins 
Clerk to the Welfare Reform Committee 

Room T1.01 
The Scottish Parliament 

Edinburgh 
Tel: 0131 348 5228 

Email: simon.watkins@scottish.parliament.uk 
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Welfare Reform Committee 
 

3rd Meeting, 2015 (Session 4), Tuesday, 3 February 2015 
 

Additional information from previous food bank witnesses 

 

Today’s Business 

1. The Rt Hon David Mundell MP, the Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for 
Scotland, will be appearing in front of the Committee. At his last Committee 
appearance on 26 June 2014 he committed to meeting witnesses who had 
provided evidence to the Committee on Food Banks.  Mr Mundell has now 
completed these meetings and is ready to report back on his discussions.  

2. The Committee made its previous witnesses aware that today’s meeting was 
taking place.  We have received additional information to help contribute to 
today’s discussions from Oxfam Scotland, Loaves and Fishes and Community 
Food Initiatives North East. These responses have been included in Annexe A.  

Annexe A – Additional information from previous food bank witnesses 

Heather Lyall 
Assistant Clerk 
Welfare Reform Committee 
29 January 2015 

http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/28862.aspx?r=9295&mode=pdf
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Annexe A – Additional information from previous food bank witnesses 
 
Oxfam  
 
This note highlights and summarises two reports recently published by Oxfam 
relating to foodbanks and sanctions in the UK. 

Emergency Use Only: Understanding and reducing the use of food banks in 
the UK 

Published in November, this jointly commissioned research by Oxfam, Child Poverty 
Action Group, Church of England and The Trussell Trust is the largest ever in-depth 
study into people’s first-hand experience of foodbanks in the UK.  

The research involved interviews with forty food bank users at seven Trussell Trust 
food banks across the UK (one of the foodbanks was in East Lothian where six 
interviews were undertaken). The experiences of those interviewed shed light on the 
factors that are driving food bank use in the UK.  The qualitative research was 
backed up by data collected from more than 900 recipients at three Trussell Trust 
food banks and an analysis of cases of 178 clients accessing an advice service at 
one food bank. 

The report finds that foodbank use is mostly prompted by an acute income crisis, 
often caused by issues with the social security system.  

 19-28% of users for whom additional data was collected had recently had 
household benefits stopped or reduced because of a sanction 

 28-34% were waiting for a benefit claim which had not been decided 
 9-16% - had their ESA stopped as they were found fit for work  

These problems often came on top of multiple challenges – relationship loss, 
bereavement, mental health issues, caring responsibilities, job loss. Often these are 
vulnerable people and the benefits system is failing them. 

Several of the in-depth interviews conducted in Scotland also highlighted a lack of 
awareness of the Scottish Welfare Fund and practical barriers to take up, including 
perceived delay in processing applications and lack of affordable local transport to 
collect awards. 

For the full report see: http://policy-practice.oxfam.org.uk/publications/emergency-
use-only-understanding-and-reducing-the-use-of-food-banks-in-the-uk-335731  

 

  

http://policy-practice.oxfam.org.uk/publications/emergency-use-only-understanding-and-reducing-the-use-of-food-banks-in-the-uk-335731
http://policy-practice.oxfam.org.uk/publications/emergency-use-only-understanding-and-reducing-the-use-of-food-banks-in-the-uk-335731
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How effective are Benefits Sanctions? An investigation into the effectiveness 
of the post-2012 sanctions regime for Jobseeker's Allowance claimants 

Published in December 2014, this report by Howard Reed of Landman Economics 
looks at the application of sanctions in the UK social security system in relation to 
their impact on employment levels. It finds that there is no evidence that increased 
use of sanctions in Jobcentre Plus districts between October 2012 and June 2014 
led to decreased unemployment or increased employment. It therefore seems that 
sanctions are not supporting the Government’s aim of reducing unemployment. 

The new regime means that sometimes people have no option but to turn food banks 
due to a significant reduction or total loss of their income (Perry, Williams et al., 
2014). It cannot claim to be responsible for improving employment outcomes.  

Given that sanctions cause unnecessary hardship and mean that sometimes people 
have no option but to turn food banks due to a significant reduction or total loss of 
their income, without delivering improved labour market performance, this report 
makes the following policy recommendations: 

 The UK Government should undertake a broad and independent review of the 
operation and impact of social security sanctions, as well as the planned 
extension of sanctions to working and self-employed claimants and partners 
under Universal Credit. This should be a follow-up to the Oakley review, which 
looked only at operational factors. The review should encompass the effects 
of sanctions on labour market outcomes as well as poverty and hardship 
among families containing JSA and ESA claimants.  

 Decision makers should have their right to arbitrarily suspend social security 
payments removed pending investigation.  

 The implementation of policies (in terms of who is sanctioned, why, appeals, 
why they are successful) needs to be reviewed to ensure that practice is 
transparent, evenly applied and fair. The differences in sanctions rates 
between different Jobcentre Plus districts (and indeed different 
Jobcentres within districts) should be investigated. Decision makers who 
repeatedly incorrectly sanction claimants and whose sanctions are overturned 
on appeal should have their performance addressed. 
 

For full report see: http://policy-practice.oxfam.org.uk/publications/how-effective-are-
benefits-sanctions-an-investigation-into-the-effectiveness-of-337096  

For further information contact: 

Francis Stuart 
Research and Policy Adviser 
Oxfam Scotland 
fstuart@oxfam.org.uk 
0141 285 8859 

http://policy-practice.oxfam.org.uk/publications/how-effective-are-benefits-sanctions-an-investigation-into-the-effectiveness-of-337096
http://policy-practice.oxfam.org.uk/publications/how-effective-are-benefits-sanctions-an-investigation-into-the-effectiveness-of-337096
mailto:fstuart@oxfam.org.uk
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Loaves and Fishes  
 
“Cathie and myself met Mr D Mundell MP on Tuesday 23/12/2014. I told him they 
were denying people their basic right to eat, especially children. I said instead of 
talking about it he should come to our food bank and see for himself. He said that 
was a good idea. I asked him to set a date; the answer was to wait until after the 
New Year.  
 
How many meetings do we need to sort out the problem? All MSPs at the Welfare 
Committee agreed that the rise in food banks was due to benefit cuts. So know we 
know why it’s time to remedy it before the Election.” 
 
Denis Curran.   
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Community Food Initiatives North East (CFINE) 
 
Summary of the Food Banks Partnership Aberdeen’s (FBPA) statistics  
 
CFINE’s Chief Executive states that: 
 
“In the context of very pressured organisations, unfortunately and while important, 
data gathering can prove challenging. I have presented data as known from those 
partners who have submitted data and then estimated what the other partners would 
deliver; I am confident the numbers attached are modest. 
 

CFINE food bank beneficiary data Apr 2014 - Jan 2015  
 Unique beneficiaries/families 1843  

Repeat visits 1959 
 Total visits CFINE food bank 3,802 
 Total visits Instant Neighbour food bank 2431 
 "       "     Seaton Rehab 90 
 "       "     Middlefield Community Project 1500 
 "        "     City Church/ Integrate 1759 
 Total visits -Apr '14 -Jan '15 9582 
 

   Most common reasons for requiring assistance (CFINE food bank) 
 Debt in general 2040 54% 

Delay in receiving benefits 736 19% 

Other (Including changes to Housing Benefit) 627 16% 

Sanctioned by DWP 261 11% 

 
3664 100% 

 
NB There is often more than 1 reason for requiring assistance. Anecdotally, it is often 
connected with being sanctioned or delays in receiving benefits. Our database is being 
developed to capture this information. 
NB NB There is not presently available data from the other 15 partners in the FBPA. Estimate 
is that they would provide emergency  food parcels to a minimum of 25% of the above ie 
aditional 2396 beneficaires - total 11,977 visits, c5,500 individuals/ families. On course for 
>14,000 visits in 14/15 - and rising. 

 
One key issue is around the increased usage of food banks and the cause. My view 
is that it is foolish to suggest there is not a relationship between the increased 
number of food banks and the increased usage but equally foolish is to suggest that 
there is not a correlation between food bank usage and welfare reforms. The 
reasons presented in our food banks very persuasively evidences this link.  
 
Another concern is the, often, vilification of poor people in the media and elsewhere. 
Despite this, we are uplifted and heartened by the incredible response from the 
general public and the corporates in donating food. For example, Technip organised 
a food drive and employees donated over a week 2.8 tonnes of food and other 
products eg toiletries. Re general public, literally as I type, a man in his eighties has 
just come in for the fourth time with 2 message bags of food to donate to our food 
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bank. This older man catches the bus from the outskirts of Aberdeen and drops the 
food off then heads straight back on the bus – heartening.” 
 
CFINE Case Studies 
 
Benefit Sanctioned: many beneficiaries using the food bank are being redirected 
from DWP eg one man who has been waiting since November 2013 and has had no 
payment to date. Due to that he has not paid his rent and has been made homeless 
from the hostel he lived in. He now sleeps anywhere he can get his head down. 
When he does get the chance to sleep at friends, he uses the Food Bank as he has 
the opportunity to cook. 
 
Drug dependent individual: previously had a good job, wife and family and lost it 
all through drug use. He came to CFINE dirty and dishevelled, had come off drugs 
but was struggling in every sense, no money, struggling to ‘stay clean’ etc. He came 
to get emergency food at the end of August, 2014   and the staff member suggested 
he return because he was in a bad way. He returned for more produce and in 
discussion with the staff member, she suggested he come in as a volunteer to give 
him a purpose, a reason to get up, stay ‘clean’ etc. He is now office based within 
CFINE and gives up 18hrs a week of his time; He helps in the food bank but also 
inputs data on food bank usage, a valuable contribution to CFINE’s operation. 
 
His confidence has grown since his involvement with CFINE, he is always in when 
he says he will be and now very confident of the task he is undertaking. He is now 
clean and tidy, looks and feels healthier, has a sense of purpose and is looking 
forward to a brighter future including securing employment – something 2 months 
ago was simply not tenable .He has also completed a Climate Challenge Fund 
‘Environmental Awareness and Healthy Eating’ course. 
 
Young man: used Food Bank but been refused a SWR Food Card but is allocated a 
SWR Food Parcel Card. He suffers from extreme IBS with the result a food parcel is 
not very helpful to him. We help him as best we can, allowing him to pick food that is 
suitable and supply toilet rolls. 
 
Elderly woman aged 72: Husband died and lady did not have any support and was 
scared to ask. She went to the Welfare Reform section at Marshall Collage but found 
it too much and just left. She approached the food bank after being told about us 
from a neighbour. When she came into the Food Bank and we got past the tears, we 
gave her a food parcel and said please come back as we can help in different ways. 
 
After three weeks she did return and again was only interested in the food parcel but, 
on her third visit, she was more open, she opened up and told us her situation. 
Due to being unable to read or write, after the death of her husband, she had no idea 
about eg bills, rent, her pension – her husband had dealt with all of this. She let 
everything slip and did not know where to turn. We did what we could and now she is 
settled with a support worker from the area looking in on her and teaching her basic 
English. Establishing a relationship with beneficiaries takes time, initially it is difficult 
due to the embarrassment they feel just crossing the threshold. 
 
Email from an Aberdeen Health Visitor to CFINE(11/6/14)  
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"It was good to meet yesterday and discuss the possibilities for food bank provision 
in Peterculter. The last 6 months has seen an increasing number of our families 
experience food poverty. It would be a new family each month that we have seen 
here who we have visited to discover that there was little food in and often the Mum 
then goes without to make sure the children get fed.  
 
One home I visited there was no money for gas or electric, she had had a previous 
crisis loan so couldn't get more money-3 children 2 preschool. This also meant no 
bath time, as no hot water which immediately impacts on interactions in the 
playground if children are not coming in clean. No clothes washed-as no electricity 
for washing machine......The crisis occurred because of benefit changes-there was a 
short period when the family were reassessed and during this period they went into 
debt-which they then can't get on top of. The new amount they were allocated is 
perfectly reasonable-it was just because of a few weeks when money dried up.  
 
We were so grateful to get your support for this family but they are not straight yet-
and need help to get on top of the debt so that they can manage in future on the new 
income. I see two other families where one parent is on minimal wage. One of them 
needs 2x buses to work-and home-daily this cost £4 and 3-4 hours of time. His hours 
were cut 2 weeks ago-his wages went down by £60/week and his working tax credit 
reduced with this. They are still awaiting help to bring benefits up to help them 
manage-1 baby 6 months (Mum breast feeding and needing a good diet) and a 1.5 
year old. I put emergency food in yesterday with the parcel you brought out.  
 
I have another family with a single Mum-teenager when she had her little one. She 
has put her head in the sand as she has really low self confidence. Her money 
management has been poor and is now in a pickle. Eviction threatened and again as 
money is paying off debts there is no money for food. They have also been 
supported by your food bank" 
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Scottish Parliament Infor mation C entre l ogo 

Food Banks 
 
Introduction 
 
This briefing provides updated statistics on the use of Trussell Trust food banks in Scotland. 
It also gives a brief summary of two recent reports on the subject and recent activity on this 
issue in the House of Commons. 
 
Usage of Trussell Trust Food Banks in Scotland 
 
There are 48 Trussell Trust Food Banks operating in Scotland in 27 local authorities. The 
Committee’s inquiry report referred to statistics showing that usage of Trussell Trust 
foodbanks in Scotland increased from 5,726 people in 2011/12 to 71,401 in 2013/14.  See 
table below. 

 Financial year adults children total 
2011/12 3,865 1,861 5,726 
2012/13 9,760 4,572 14,332 
2013/14 49,014 22,387 71,401 

 
Since the Committee reported on its inquiry, the Trussell Trust has issued figures for April 
to September 2014. (Trussell Trust press release 24th November 2014).  This showed that 
between April and September 2014 36,223 children and 15,424 children were referred to 
food banks in Scotland.  This is 124% higher than the figures for the equivalent period in 
2013.  
 
The sixth month figures for the past four years are provided in the table below: 
 

Apr to Sept People assisted (adults and 
children) 

2011 1692 
2012 4021 
2013 23073 
2014 51647 

 
Between April and December 2014, 73,732 people were assisted by a Trussell Trust food 
bank in Scotland – 30% of the recipients were children. In December alone, in 2014, 10,489 
people were assisted compared with 9,263 people in the previous December.  (BBC 16  

January 2015) 
 
The table below shows the three most common reasons for using food banks for each of 
the Scottish Food Banks.   
 
 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-scotland-30832524
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-scotland-30832524
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Why did people use food banks this winter? 
Food bank  Benefit changes  Benefit delays  Low income  
SOURCE: TRUSSELL TRUST 
Aberdeen 18% 16% 39% 
Aberdeenshire North 17% 26% 34% 
Aberdeenshire South 5% 10% 43% 
Airdrie 14% 10% 50% 
Alness and Invergordon 74% 8% 5% 
Angus 21% 19% 24% 
Ayrshire (East) 17% 29% 23% 
Badenoch and Strathspey 6% 44% 33% 
Caithness 9% 27% 48% 
Clyde, Avon and Nethan 5% 5% 75% 
Dingwall 26% 41% 0% 
Dundee 20% 24% 24% 
Dunfermline 26% 22% 19% 
East Dunbartonshire 24% 19% 20% 
East Lothian 13% 15% 10% 
East Renfrewshire 14% 33% 28% 
Edinburgh NE 7% 23% 39% 
Edinburgh NW 11% 32% 36% 
Edinburgh SE 12% 25% 38% 
Edinburgh SW 21% 25% 31% 
Eilean Siar 0% 33% 0% 
Falkirk 11% 32% 21% 
Glasgow NE 19% 24% 22% 
Glasgow NW 10% 26% 15% 
Glasgow SE 13% 15% 15% 
Glasgow SW 17% 25% 37% 
Glenrothes 18% 25% 41% 
Hamilton 30% 25% 17% 
Highland 9% 24% 28% 
Inverclyde 0% 36% 0% 
Levenmouth 12% 25% 10% 
Lochaber 13% 6% 48% 
Midlothian 3% 14% 33% 
North Ayrshire 24% 26% 26% 
Orkney 14% 20% 24% 
Peeblesshire 0% 11% 11% 
Perth and Kinross 17% 23% 30% 
Renfrewshire 13% 24% 40% 
South Ayrshire 8% 35% 35% 
South Skye and Lochalsh 50% 0% 25% 
Tain 15% 47% 12% 
West Lothian 9% 31% 25% 
Wigtownshire 5% 74% 10% 
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“Emergency Use Only”  
 
In November 2014, the Trussell Trust, CPAG, Oxfam and the Church of England issued a 
joint report on the increased use of food banks.  “Emergency Use Only” examined : 
 

“why people are turning to food banks, how food bank use fits with their wider coping 
strategies, and what might be done to reduce the need that leads to food bank use.” 

 
The report was based on a range of evidence including:  

 40 in-depth interviews with clients at 7 food banks 
 administrative data from more than 900 clients at 3 of those food banks, and 
 analysis of 178 clients accessing an advice service at one food bank. 

 
It found that people turned to food banks following a specific crisis: 
 

An ‘acute’ income crisis – a specific, identifiable event which had left the household 
without any income at all or with their income a dramatically reduced – was the 
dominant reason people gave for using food banks. 

 
The report found a number of triggers for these kinds of crises, including loss of 
employment earnings, change in family circumstances, (particularly bereavement), 
homelessness, (although this accounted for only 3% of clients) and problems with benefits.  
Particular issues relating to benefits were: 
 

 waiting for benefits  
 sanctions  
 problems with disability benefits, particularly Employment and Support Allowance 
 problems with tax credit payments 

 
The report found that there were specific vulnerabilities which appeared to make individuals 
or families either more likely to be hit by significant life-shocks or less likely to be able to 
cope with them, resulting in them being more likely to use food banks.  For example, people 
with mental health issues, problems with housing, large debts, isolation or lack of family 
support.  
 
The report notes that: “Participants told stories of complex lives with interlocking 
challenges”  and that:  
 

“The very real challenges faced by these people are too often being compounded – 
rather than assisted – by their experience of the benefit system, and by policy 
choices regarding the support offered to people who are out of work or who cannot 
work.” 

 
The report made seven recommendations: 
 

1. Improve access to short-term benefit advances: increase awareness, simplify the 
claim process and improve data collection to identify support needs. 

2. Reform sanctions policy and practice: increase access to hardship payments, clarify 
communications about sanctions, mitigate the impact whilst a sanction is being 
reconsidered and address issues for Housing Benefit. 

http://www.trusselltrust.org/resources/documents/Press/Foodbank-Report.pdf
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3. Improve the ESA regime: ensure claimants are not left without income whilst 
challenging a decision made because of missing medical certificates or missed 
appointments. 

4. Sustain and improve access to emergency financial support through Local Welfare 
Assistance Schemes and the Scottish Welfare Fund. 

5. Ensure Jobcentres provide an efficient and supportive service for all clients. 
6. Improve Jobcentre Plus Advisers’ awareness of, and ability to respond to, mental 

health problems. 
7. Improve access to appropriate advice and support. 

 
Responding to the report, a DWP spokesperson was reported in the Guardian as saying: 
 

“The report itself concludes it can’t prove anything – it uses self-selecting data and 
recognises there are complex underlying issues. We have a strong safety net in 
place, spending £94bn a year on working-age benefits, and we provide a wide range 
of advice and assistance for anyone in need of additional support.” (Guardian, 19th 
November) 

 
House of Commons All Party Group on Hunger:  Feeding Britain 
 
On 8th December, the House of Commons all party group on hunger issued its report on its 
inquiry into food poverty.  The inquiry was jointly led by the Labour MP Frank Field and the 
bishop of Truro, the Right Rev Tim Thornton.  One of the 10 aims of the inquiry was; 
 

To identify the circumstances behind the rising number of people requiring 
emergency food assistance in this country 

 
On this point, the report found that:  
 

Benefit-related problems was the single biggest reason given for food bank referrals 
by almost every food bank that presented evidence to us. 
 

The report made 77 recommendations, 26 of which concerned the benefits system. 
 
Alongside its report, it published a summary of the evidence it had received.  This found 
that: 

The evidence suggests that around six in every ten people relying on emergency 
food assistance do so because a problem with their benefit claim has left them with 
little or no money 
 
The widespread prevalence of such incidents, in combination with the long-term 
trends in household income, may help to explain the rising demand for emergency 
food assistance over the past couple of years. 

 
Responding to the report, Iain Duncan Smith said he was looking at how sanctioned 
claimants that lose jobseeker’s allowance need not lose housing benefit as well.  The work 
and pensions secretary told MPs: “We want to do everything we can to make sure that 
people do not stumble into a process of sanctions”. (Guardian 9th December) 
 
 

http://www.theguardian.com/society/2014/nov/19/cuts-benefit-changes-driving-up-use-food-banks-study
http://www.theguardian.com/society/2014/nov/19/cuts-benefit-changes-driving-up-use-food-banks-study
https://foodpovertyinquiry.files.wordpress.com/2014/12/food-poverty-feeding-britain-final.pdf
http://foodpovertyinquiry.org/
http://www.theguardian.com/society/2014/dec/08/food-banks-iain-duncan-smith-positive-response-critical
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Recent House of Commons activity on food banks  
 
There have been a number of PQs, including the following: 
 
David Mundell has said that the UK government has no plans to undertake further research 
on food banks in Scotland.  Asked on 26th June 2014 (written question 202813): 

 
with reference to the statement of the Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for 
Scotland, giving evidence to the Scottish Parliament's Welfare Reform Committee on 
26 June 2014, that 'I want an analysis of the use of foodbanks that everybody can 
subscribe to', whether his Department (a) is producing, (b) has commissioned or (c) 
plans to produce or commission any new research into the use of foodbanks in 
Scotland. 
 

David Mundell replied 
 

My evidence to the Scottish Parliament's Welfare Reform Committee on the 26 June 
highlighted the underlying complexity to the use of foodbanks and my desire to 
ensure that any further analysis be done in a way that would ensure widespread 
support. The Government has already commissioned a report on food security by 
Warwick University, which was published in February 2014. 
 
The Government has no immediate plans to produce or commission further 
research, but will keep this under review. 

 
In a House of Commons written question, David Mundell was asked if he had visited a food 
bank.  He replied on 19th December 2014 that: 
 

I have visited Highland and Peeblesshire food banks. On 29 June, I attended the 
Scottish Parliament Welfare Reform Committee to discuss welfare related issues, 
including food banks. At that meeting I committed to meeting witnesses who gave 
evidence to the Committee and I have since met with Oxfam, The British Medical 
Association and Barnardo’s Scotland. I will next meet with Loaves and Fishes. 
 

Asked about visiting food banks, written question 218542) the Prime Minister replied on 19th 
December that:  

There are complex reasons why people use food banks. The Government provides a 
strong safety net through the welfare system and we have given Jobcentre Plus 
advisers the ability to direct people who need help to a range of local support 
including food banks. I have visited food banks in my constituency and also met the 
Trussell Trust in Downing Street to discuss the work that they do. 

 
Asked about whether the Government had plans to undertake research into the reasons for 
the use of foodbanks, Rob Wilson replied on 8th December 2014 (written question 216993) 
that: 
 

http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2014-06-26/202813/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2014-12-10/218007/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2014-12-03/216993/
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The factors that impact on household food security are complex.In February Defra 
published ‘Household Food Security in the UK: a Review of Food Aid’. The report is 
available at: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/28307
2/household-food-security-uk-executive-summary-140219.pdf 

 

The House of Commons debated Food Banks on 17th December 2014.   
 

Camilla Kidner 
SPICe 
16th January 2015 

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/283072/household-food-security-uk-executive-summary-140219.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/283072/household-food-security-uk-executive-summary-140219.pdf
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201415/cmhansrd/cm141217/debtext/141217-0003.htm#14121736000002
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