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I am pleased to have this opportunity of right to reply on behalf of 

Bromley Benefit Justice Campaign to the Council’s response to our 

petition demanding the Council “give a guarantee that they will use all 

the powers they have to ensure that no Bromley resident will face 

eviction or forced relocation as a result of the bedroom tax or benefit cap 

limit.” We attracted over 625 signatures from Bromley residents 

reflecting a serious level of concern that our communities are being 

unjustly attacked and torn apart by unfair, punitive and ill thought 

through policies. We are pleased that the Council is looking into ways to 

minimise the risk of eviction. 

There is much that could be said in reply to the response we received to 

our petition, a response which glosses over the shambolic nature of a 

policy that has become a major embarrassment for the government, a 

policy which this Council has chosen to implement. Due to the limited 

time, I can only now focus on a few brief points. 

The response we received from Councillor Arthur states that workless 

households should no longer receive more in benefits than the average 

earnings of working households. This blaming of unemployed 

households for dependency on welfare is unfair and unjustified. The high 

cost of the housing benefit bill is not the fault of those forced to claim 

benefits, it is the result of a failure to cap rents, and the product of 

housing policies that allow private landlords to fill their pockets at our 

expense. Research has shown that over the last two years 93% of new 

claims for housing benefit were from people IN work. Welfare reform is 

penalising the very people this government falsely claims to be 

protecting, hard-working families doing everything they can to survive.  

Meanwhile politicians and private landlords are profiting with Freedom of 

Information requests earlier this year showing millionaire politicians 

taking hundreds of thousands of pounds from housing benefit each year.  

The response states that there are a number of groups exempted from 

the changes. One key group not exempted are disabled adults of 

working age. 7 out of 10 people affected by the bedroom tax are 

disabled. Many need those rooms deemed as spare to meet needs 

arising from their impairments, for example to store essential equipment 

like dialysis machines or to accommodate family members staying over 



Paula Peters’ Bedroom Tax speech she made at the 
Bromley Council meeting - 14th April 2014 

 

2 
 

to provide care and support which actually saves the council money. The 

amount available through Discretionary Housing Payments is not 

sufficient to safeguard against the hardship resulting from these policies. 

DHPs were only ever intended to act as short term provision and not to 

be long term solutions.  Research has shown that 3 out of 10 disabled 

people affected by the bedroom tax have been denied DHPs because 

there isn’t enough to go round and of those, 9 out of 10 are having to go 

without food or essentials like heating as they try to pay the shortfall. 

37% have cut back on mobility equipment and support and 27% on 

medication. We also know that many disabled people struggling and 

going into arrears who would be entitled to DHPs do not know about 

them. We understand that housing associations have a duty to work with 

tenants and promote the options available to them but we also have to 

remember that these are some of the most disadvantaged and isolated 

people who face multiple and complex barriers. Ensuring they have the 

right support and information that is accessible to them at the same time 

as many of the frontline support services they rely on are being taken 

away as a result of the cuts means that they are ever harder to reach 

and left in increasingly desperate situations. . This should not be 

happening to the most disadvantaged members of our communities in a 

supposedly civilised society. 

The response states that the reduction in benefits also contributes to the 

need to reduce public spending. The bedroom tax actually costs more to 

implement that it saves. The policy is such a mess that millions have 

already been spent out on tribunals as judges desperately try to make 

head and tail of legislation littered with unclear definitions and loop 

holes. Councils and housing associations are paying out more than they 

can possibly save, having to use up reserves on bringing in extra staff to 

implement the policies. With no smaller properties for those affected by 

the changes to move to but no money to make up the shortfall they are 

left with, thousands are going into arrears. Councils are having to pay to 

send out mass summonses and take people to court. Last year Bromley 

council spent 1 million from its reserves on temporary housing. 

The approach of this government towards welfare reform is underpinned 

by myth and ideology: what have time and again been shown to be 
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myths of generations of worklessness and benefit lifestyle choices, and 

an ideology driven to dismantle the welfare state. It is an approach 

without basis in reality, the reality of the people who actually make up 

our communities, the barriers we face and the lives we live. It is an 

approach opposed to all principles of social justice and fairness. The 

policies taking forward welfare reform are also unworkable, failing to set 

out what they purport to achieve. The bedroom tax and the benefit cap 

will not reduce spending, they will not benefit working households and 

there aren’t the safeguards in place we need to protect our communities. 

Question 

Do you not think that the spare room subsidy removal, or bedroom tax 

as most people know it, is an example of the kind of sloppy and out of 

touch policy formation, ideologically driven beyond practical sense, that 

epitomises the failings of this government’s so-called welfare reforms? 

 

 

 


