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Dear DWP / Baroness Sherlock, 

Thank you for your recent correspondence regarding Bereavement Support Payment (BSP) to members of the Widows Fight Community and their constituents.
Whilst individual replies vary, a number of recent responses from Ministers and officials have revealed something deeply concerning: the Government is defending a policy affecting thousands of bereaved children without having collected the evidence necessary to understand its long-term impact.

Across recent correspondence, the Department has now confirmed that:
· It does not know how many bereaved children there are.
· It does not know how many eligible families fail to claim BSP.
· It has not assessed the long-term financial impact of BSP ending after 18 months.
· It has not assessed the impact on children's wellbeing, mental health, educational attainment or future outcomes.
· It does not know how many surviving parents increase their hours or earnings following bereavement and subsequently become ineligible for Universal Credit.
· It has not assessed families who suffer a substantial fall in household income but remain above means-tested benefit thresholds.
· The 2021 BSP evaluation was not designed to examine outcomes for bereaved children and even that found people struggling.
· No research has been undertaken to establish the optimal duration of bereavement support.
· No assessment has been made of whether ending BSP after 18 months causes positive or negative outcomes for bereaved children.

These admissions raise a fundamental question:
How can the Government be confident that the current policy is effective when it has not measured what happens to children once support ends?

The Department continues to describe BSP as support for the "immediate period" following bereavement. However, the death of a parent is not an 18-month event.

When a child loses a parent, they lose:
· Years of financial support.
· Years of care and practical assistance.
· Household income and security.
· Future pension provision.
· Opportunities and life chances that would otherwise have been available.

These losses continue throughout childhood and often well into adulthood.

The Government's position appears to be based on the assumption that because BSP was originally designed as a short-term payment, short-term support must therefore be sufficient. However, policy intent is not evidence.

Many bereaved families are also concerned by the distinction drawn between child maintenance and bereavement support. When parents separate, ongoing financial responsibility towards children is recognised through child maintenance which is discounted for Universal Credit qualification. When a parent dies, that financial contribution disappears permanently. Yet bereaved children receive only temporary support. A child's need for housing, food, clothing, education and opportunity does not disappear because a parent died rather than separated.

Similarly, many families struggle to understand why the Government recognises the need for lifelong protection of personal injury compensation while offering no comparable recognition of the long-term financial consequences of parental death in capital calculation. Your explanation does not stack up, both are there to re-build a life. 

Recent discussions regarding pensions and social care also highlight an inconsistency. Politicians frequently argue that people who have contributed throughout their working lives deserve support when they need it, whether through the State Pension, the Triple Lock, or publicly funded care services.

Bereaved families ask a simple question:
Why does that principle appear to end when a working-age parent dies?

Our partners worked.
They paid tax.
They paid National Insurance.
They contributed to society.
Many did so for decades while raising children and supporting their families.

Yet when they die before retirement age, their surviving families receive only a short period of support before being expected to manage alone.

If contribution matters when discussing pensions and adult social care, surely it should matter when discussing the financial consequences of parental death?

Many widowed parents continue working and supporting their children but suffer a dramatic reduction in household income. Universal Credit is not designed to replace the long-term loss of a parent's earnings and many bereaved families do not qualify for it.

Indeed, the Department has now admitted it does not know how many bereaved families fall into this category.

It is therefore difficult to understand how Ministers can conclude that the current system is working.

We therefore urge the Department to:
1. Commission research into the long-term outcomes of bereaved children.
2. Assess the impact of BSP ending after 18 months.
3. Establish how many bereaved families experience significant income loss but do not qualify for means-tested support.
4. Review whether the duration and structure of BSP remain appropriate.
5. Place the needs of bereaved children at the centre of future policy development.

Bereaved children deserve better than assumptions.

They deserve better than guesswork.

They deserve policies based on evidence, outcomes and a genuine understanding of the lifelong impact of losing a parent.


Yours sincerely,

[Name]

Widows Fight Back Member
Bereavement Support Payment Reform Campaign
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