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About Muslim Charities Forum 
Founded in 2007, Muslim Charities Forum (MCF) was established in response to the growing number of Muslim-led charities working for social good in the UK and abroad and serves as a collective network for the Muslim voluntary and community sector (VCS). Through our network, we aim to collectively build a more accountable, transparent, and efficient British Muslim VCS, to contribute towards a more just and sustainable world.
Reason for this Submission
British Muslims experience disproportionately high levels of poverty and deprivation. With the proportion of Muslims under 16 almost double that of the overall population, issues of child poverty have a significantly greater impact than many other demographic groups. These inequalities underscore the need for the Child Poverty Strategy to include meaningful measures to address systemic socio-economic barriers affecting marginalised groups and those with protected characteristics, including Muslims.
As the infrastructure body for the British Muslim-led VCS, we work closely with organisations that support households facing financial hardship, as well as those delivering youth programmes aimed at improving long-term outcomes for young Muslims. Through this submission, we seek to highlight these disparities and ensure that the Child Poverty Strategy is genuinely inclusive, responsive to the needs of all communities, and capable of building a fairer future for all children.
Is the Child Poverty Strategy sufficiently ambitious?
The Strategy is not sufficiently ambitious. While it outlines measures to address the root causes of child poverty, it fails to confront the structural inequalities that produce disproportionately poor outcomes for specific groups, including those with protected characteristics such as religion, ethnicity, disability, or migration status. Its focus is predominantly on boosting incomes and providing cost‑of‑living relief, rather than on narrowing the deeper income and wealth gaps between communities. As a result, it offers no clear commitment to reducing inequality itself, distinct from poverty.
Analysis by the Joseph Rowntree Foundation (JRF) shows persistent disparities in poverty and labour market outcomes across ethnic groups.[footnoteRef:2] Bangladeshi, Black African, and Pakistani households experience some of the highest poverty rates in the UK, inequalities reinforced by labour market patterns in which these communities are disproportionately concentrated in low-paid, insecure work. Alongside this, they experience frequent workplace racism and discrimination in at the recruitment stage, as well as limited opportunities for progression. Even where educational outcomes have improved for Bangladeshi and Pakistani pupils, who now outperform their White peers, this does not translate into improved employment outcomes or reduced poverty, highlighting the structural nature of these barriers. These inequalities are compounded by long-term drivers of disadvantage, such as concentrated wealth, unequal access to housing, and persistent employment disparities. However, the Child Poverty Strategy does not acknowledge the role of these structural factors in exacerbating poverty for minoritised groups.[footnoteRef:3]  [2:  “Ethnicity, Poverty and In‑Work Inequalities in the UK.” 6 February 2026. Joseph Rowntree Foundation. https://www.jrf.org.uk/race-and-ethnicity/ethnicity-poverty-and-in-work-inequalities-in-the-uk]  [3:  “Inequality and the Child Poverty Strategy.” 19 January 2026. The Equality Trust. https://equalitytrust.org.uk/evidence-base/briefings/briefing-inequality-and-the-child-poverty-strategy/
] 

The Strategy also pays limited attention to intersectional experiences of child poverty. Although it recognises that some groups are more affected than others, intersectionality is not embedded in the design or evaluation of proposed policies. The JRF report stresses: “A genuinely effective approach to intersectionality must acknowledge and actively engage with the complex, dynamic interplay of identities and their compounding effects on experiences of inequality.”[footnoteRef:4] The Strategy does not adopt this approach, nor does it address the long-term disparities that embed poverty across communities. [4:  “Ethnicity, Poverty and In‑Work Inequalities in the UK.” 6 February 2026. Joseph Rowntree Foundation. https://www.jrf.org.uk/race-and-ethnicity/ethnicity-poverty-and-in-work-inequalities-in-the-uk] 

Overall, the strategy aims to drive down child poverty linked to austerity, the cost‑of‑living crisis, and economic downturn. However, it does not grapple with the decades‑long structural factors that have left some families far more vulnerable to deprivation. It appears to prioritise short‑term relief rather than long‑term, systemic change. Without targeted action to address child poverty among marginalised communities, overall poverty rates may fall while entrenched equalities persist, leaving some groups no better off and deepening disparities in outcomes. This will ultimately impact the life chances of children from certain backgrounds, entrenching generational inequalities in education, employment, healthcare, and other areas the Strategy itself identifies as consequences of child poverty.
Are there any policies and initiatives that could strengthen outcomes in:
(i) Boosting families' incomes;
(ii) Saving families’ money;
(iii) Securing families’ finances; and
(iv) Strengthening local support
that were not included in the Child Poverty Strategy?
The Strategy’s acknowledgement that “partnership working with [VCSE] organisations have suffered, while expectations on them have grown, due to increased poverty” is important, as is its recognition that civil society has been overlooked in recent years. Its stated commitment having the Civil Society Covenant underpin local initiatives to deliver better outcomes for communities, such as the Local Covenant Partnerships Fund (LCPF) and Pride in Place in a positive step. However, several gaps remain.
A stronger focus is needed on BME and faith-led charities, including Muslim organisations, which serve communities experiences the highest rates of child poverty. These organisations require ringfenced, long-term funding, particularly through the LCPF, to ensure they have stable resources to support families effectively. Funding should be earmarked for areas with high Muslim populations, such as Birmingham, Bradford, and parts of London, and other regions with concentrated economic disadvantage, ensuring support reaches those most affected.
Local devolution efforts are also critical. Grassroots organisations should be directly involved in shaping local anti-poverty strategies, co-creating policies and contributing to wider decision-making around public services. These organisations already act as a “fourth emergency service”, responding to homelessness, food insecurity, and other urgent needs.[footnoteRef:5] [5:  “Devolution: Supporting Grassroots Organisations and Empowering Communities.” 18 December 2025. Muslim Charities Forum. https://www.muslimcharitiesforum.org.uk/2025/12/18/devolution-supporting-grassroots-organisations-and-empowering-communities/ ] 

A clear example is localised Zakat distribution, which provides targeted support to individuals and families facing acute poverty through cash assistance, accessing stable housing, and pathways into secure employment. In 2024, the National Zakat Foundation (NZF) distributed £6.32 million in Zakat to more than 25,000 British Muslims through their Community Zakat Programme.[footnoteRef:6] Beyond helping people afford the essentials and get back on their feet, this model strengthens economic resilience and community cohesion by empowering those on the margins, reducing long-term inequalities and contributing to a more inclusive, equitable society.[footnoteRef:7] [6:  “Zakat in the UK.” National Zakat Foundation. https://nzf.org.uk/knowledge/zakat-in-the-uk/ ]  [7:  “Charity Starts at Home: Tackling Financial Hardship Within Muslim Communities.” 2 February 2026. Muslim Charities Forum. https://www.muslimcharitiesforum.org.uk/2026/02/02/charity-starts-at-home-tackling-financial-hardship-within-muslim-communities/ ] 

To build stronger local support systems, local authorities should work in partnership with these community-led organisations, ensuring services are inclusive, culturally competent, and responsive to local needs. Sustained community-driven initiatives are essential for reducing inequalities and driving down child poverty at the local level.

What will the distributional impacts of the Strategy be, including across the regions and nations of the UK and among different groups of children and families with protected characteristics?
The Strategy has the potential to deliver tangible benefits for Muslim children and families, particularly those living in the most deprived regions and local authority districts. Child poverty disproportionately affects Muslim households, with almost half of Muslims in England and Wales living in poverty, compared with 18% of the general population.[footnoteRef:8] Research from the Joseph Rowntree Foundation shows that 9% of Muslim households also experience the highest rates of very deep poverty, far exceeding households with no religion (3%) and Christian households (2%).[footnoteRef:9] This means Muslim children are not only more likely to be poor, but more likely to be living in the harshest and most entrenched forms of deprivation. [8:  “Cost of Living Crisis: The Impact on Muslim Communities.” 10 November 2022. Muslim Census. https://muslimcensus.co.uk/cost-of-living-crisis/ ]  [9:  “UK Poverty 2026: The Essential Guide to Understanding Poverty in the UK.” 27 January 2026. Joseph Rowntree Foundation. https://www.jrf.org.uk/uk-poverty-2026-the-essential-guide-to-understanding-poverty-in-the-uk ] 

The fact that Muslims are disproportionately concentrated in the most deprived local authority districts expose them to structural inequalities.[footnoteRef:10] Housing conditions compound this disadvantage as Muslim families are more likely than any other religious group to live in overcrowded, shared, or housing without central heating.[footnoteRef:11] This means that for many Muslim children, their experience of poverty is marked by cramped, unhealthy living conditions and environments that undermine their wellbeing and development. The two-child benefit limit has had a particularly stark impact on Muslim charities, who tend to have larger than average household sizes. While the removal of the limit is welcome, the policy has already caused cumulative harm to thousands of Muslim children, affecting their wellbeing and long-term life chances. [10:  “Striving for Fairness: Summary Report.” January 2024. Muslim Council of Britain.
https://mcb.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2024/01/MCB-Striving-For-Fairness-Summary.pdf ]  [11:  “Religion by Housing, Health, Employment and Education, England and Wales: Census 2021.” March 2023. Office for National Statistics. https://backup.ons.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/sites/3/2023/03/Religion-by-housing-health-employment-and-education-England-and-Wales-Census-2021.pdf ] 

If implemented effectively broader elements of the Strategy, such as boosting families’ incomes and saving them money, would have a positive impact on Muslim households. Research by Muslim Census shows that Muslim families face acute daily financial pressures, with disproportionate numbers relying on food banks, missing bill payments, or taking out some form of debt to cover urgent costs.[footnoteRef:12] Muslim Aid has similarly found that Muslim adults are twice as likely to experience food insecurity as the general UK population.[footnoteRef:13] Measures easing financial strain for families will therefore directly improve outcomes for Muslim children. [12:  “Cost of Living Crisis: The Impact on Muslim Communities.” 10 November 2022. Muslim Census. https://muslimcensus.co.uk/cost-of-living-crisis/]  [13:  “Muslim Adults Twice as Likely to Experience Food Insecurity as Wider UK Population, New Survey Reveals.” February 2026. Muslim Aid. https://www.muslimaid.org/media-centre/news/muslim-adults-twice-as-likely-to-experience-food-insecurity-as-wider-uk-population-new-survey-revea/ ] 

Overall, the Strategy has the potential to reduce poverty among Muslim families and, in turn, positively influence the life chances of Muslim children. However, the absence of distributional targets by religion or ethnicity risk obscuring persistent inequalities. Without such monitoring, high poverty rates among Muslim households may remain hidden, even if overall child poverty falls. To meaningfully reduce poverty for all children, it is essential that the Strategy recognises and addresses disparities affecting groups with protected characteristics, including religion.

How should the Government support the monitoring and evaluation of actions to reduce child poverty at the local level, and across different protected characteristics? And what data is either available or necessary to achieve this?
Effective monitoring and evaluation of child poverty at the local level requires the Government to work closely with local authorities to establish a robust and consistent framework for local data collection. This should include clear guidance on the indicators used to measure child poverty, the frequency of reporting, and data disaggregation standards. Regular, standardised reporting would ensure that local insights meaningfully inform national policy and support the development of targeted, localised strategies to tackle deprivation.
To facilitate this, local authorities need adequate funding and resources to monitor poverty at local level, including by neighbourhood. Clear, high-quality disaggregated data is essential for understanding how poverty affects different groups of children and families with protected characteristics. Breaking down data by religion, ethnicity, disability, and other relevant characteristics would make visible the inequalities experienced by marginalised communities and help capture the intersectional nature of poverty.
The Government and local authorities should also work in partnership with trusted civil society organisations, including faith-based charities such as NZF. These organisations hold valuable community-level insights, lived experience, and data that can strengthen local understanding of need. Beyond contributing data, they should be enabled to co-create local anti-poverty strategies and, where appropriate, receive funding to conduct supplementary research into local experiences.
Together, these measures would enable more accurate monitoring, more responsive policymaking, and ultimately, more effective action to reduce child poverty across all communities across the UK.
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