Request for review of decision

Request for interim accommodation pending review

Re:[client’s name]
I am writing about the homelessness decision dated * when our client was found to be homeless but not in priority need. We attach a signed form of authority.
Grounds for review

The grounds for review are as follows:

1. The Homeless officer assessing this should have had greater regard to, and given greater weight to the Code for Guidance which states that refugees who have been through these experiences are likely to be vulnerable by virtue of this;

2. Our client is significantly more affected by being homeless than other homeless applicants for medical reasons *[insert details including condition, treatment, and how this would be affected by homelessness]. S/he is unlikely to be able to comply with or successfully complete courses of prescribed medication in his current circumstances. 
3. Our client was subject to ill treatment and persecution abroad *[insert details and how this has affected him/her, particularly linking this to how it makes him/er less able to cope with the affects of homelessness].
4. Our client has very little English.  S/he is not going to be able to communicate easily in order to obtain accommodation, to obtain medical help, or to report crimes against him/her.
5. S/he has no family in the UK.  Sh/e has no friends able to provide any support or assistance. If homeless s/he is unlikely to be able to successfully maintain a stable lifestyle or receive any practical support.  S/he will be less able to cope because of this than another person.
Failure to give adequate reasons

The decision letter appears to be a standard letter that gives no specific reasons for the decision not contains any or adequate reference to the client’s individual circumstances.  The council has therefore failed to comply with its duties to provide reasons in s.184 of the Housing Act and we therefore believe the council has also failed in its s.184 duty to investigate. 

Interim Accommodation

We are asking for interim accommodation pending the review process.  The minimum criteria to be considered are laid out in R v Camden LBC ex p Mohammed:
(a) the merits of the case

(b) whether consideration is required of new material

(c) the personal circumstances.
“The merits of the case” means the merits of the argument that the authority’s original decision is flawed: R v Newham LBC ex p Lumley.  In this case, as the decision is clearly defective, accommodation should be granted.

Please arrange for interim accommodation urgently and notify both our client and ourselves.
Lettings Policy

We also require you to confirm that our client has been given priority as a homeless person for bidding for council accommodation under section 167(2) of the Housing Act 1996.  Our client is a homeless person under part 7 of that Act regardless of whether or not they are in priority need.

If your lettings policy does not give priority to such homeless persons who are not treated as in priority need, we require you to confirm that you will provide special cases priority in order to avoid a breach of statutory duty.

[Sheffield – We understand that amendments to the lettings policy now give our client a priority on bidding for accommodation whilst homeless.  Please can you confirm in writing that this priority has been entered onto your computer records for these purposes]
