R (G) v SOUTHWARK LONDON BOROUGH COUNCIL [2009] UKHL 26; [2009] 2 FLR 380
A 17 year old child had fallen out with his mother, and she had excluded him from her home. He initially approached Southwark’s housing department and they attempted mediation between him and his mother. That did not work and he then slept on friends’ sofas and in their cars. He approached children’s services for accommodation. He was provided with accommodation by children’s services via the Homeless Persons Unit of the housing department pending assessment.  Their assessment was that he merely needed “help with accommodation” which could be provided under s17 instead of accommodation. The child then appealed to the House of Lords and the question was whether the Section 20 duty had arisen 

Court used a checklist below in deciding accommodation provided was under s20 
1. Is the applicant a child 
2. Is the applicant a child in need – often requires careful assessment but not disputed that child was in need essentially because he was homeless 
3. Is he within the local authority’s area

4. Does he appear to require accommodation - Local Authority argued he merely needed help with accommodation. Court rejected this argument and clearly stated a sofa surfing child in this situation requires accommodation
5. Is that need for accommodation a result of 

a. There being no one with PR for him

b. His being lost or abandoned; OR

c. The person who has been caring for him being prevented from providing him with suitable accommodation or care.*
*(c) is to be interpreted widely. Not disputed that this would cover a child who has been excluded from home by a deliberate decision made by the parent. 
6. What are his wishes and feelings regarding the provision of accommodation 
7. What consideration (having regard to the child’s age and understanding) is duly to be given to those wishes and feelings?
Child wanted to be accommodated and had sought legal advice plus no issue re competence. Baroness Hale made observation that a “homeless 16 or 17 year old who did not want to be accommodated under s20 would be another example of a child in priority need under the Homelessness Order” Although only obiter, gives an indication of how court would approach this were it to be an issue
8. Does any person with parental responsibility who is willing to provide accommodation for him object to the local authority's intervention? 
9. If there is objection, does the person in whose favour a residence order is in force agree to the child being looked after by the local authority?

(8) and (9) not in issue in this case but in any event, child over 16 can self-accommodate
