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On Monday, the Prime Minister updated 

the House of Commons on the Govern-

ment’s plans for leaving the European 

Union following the speech she gave in 

Florence while Parliament was in recess. 

The Prime Minister spoke about the 

Government’s assessment of its progress 

in the negotiations so far and her vision 

for future economic and security         

relationships between the UK and the 

EU. The Prime Minister also reiterated 

her ambition for a transitional period   

between us leaving the EU in 2019 and 

our future relationship. 

I am pleased that the Prime Minister    

finally accepted the need for a           

transitional period in her Florence 

speech. However, it is still unclear what 

she envisages for this or how long it will 

last. The Prime Minister’s speech in     

Florence was meant to mark a         

breakthrough. Instead, it only confirmed 

the confusion within Government. 

The negotiations between the UK and 

the EU are the most important in our 

recent history and vital to our economy. 

It is therefore staggering that, eight 

months on from triggering Article 50, the 

Government has made so little progress. 

On Tuesday, the House of Commons considered the      

European Union (Approvals) Bill, which approves four 

draft decisions of the Council of the European Union. 

The first two decisions will enable two countries, Albania 

and Serbia, to attain observer status at the EU’s           

Fundamental Rights Agency (FRA). The FRA advises EU 

institutions and national governments on fundamental 

rights, including in relation to discrimination, access to    

justice, racism and xenophobia. It is welcome that Serbia 

and Albania will take part in the FRA, particularly given the 

recent history of those two countries. I therefore support 

these decisions. 

The third and fourth decisions enable the conclusion of an 

agreement between the EU and Canada on competition 

enforcement. The agreement will allow the European 

Commission and the Canadian Competition Bureau to   

exchange information they receive during competition     

investigations. As the current trade dispute between     

Boeing and Bombardier highlights, co-operation between 

the UK, Canada and the EU over competition has never 

been more important. I therefore also support the         

approval of these two decisions. 

While the relationship the UK will enjoy with the FRA and 

any transitional arrangements relating to the cooperation 

agreement with Canada following Brexit remain unclear, I 

believe it is important that the UK continues to fulfil its 

duties as a member state while it remains in the EU. I 

therefore did not oppose the Bill, which passed Third 

Reading without a vote and will now proceed to the 

House of Lords. 



On Wednesday, the Shadow Education         

Secretary asked an urgent question about higher 

education funding. 

The Government announced earlier this month 

that it is maintaining tuition fees at their current 

level for the 2018-19 academic year.  

This means that the maximum level of tuition 

fees will be £9,250 for the next academic year. It 

also pledged to increase the repayment       

threshold for student loans from its current    

level of £21,000 to £25,000 for the 2018-19    

financial year. Thereafter, the Government has 

pledged to adjust the threshold annually in line 

with average earnings. 

While these measures are welcome in principle, 

and I have been calling for months for an end to 

further fee rises and an increase in the            

repayment threshold on graduate debt, there 

are serious questions that still need to be       

addressed on the detail of these policies and the 

impact they will have on the public finances.  

The Government has also not made clear the 

details of a review of higher education funding 

and student finance that the Prime Minister has 

committed to. 

It is welcome that the Government has frozen 

fees for one year, but this is simply because it 

does not have a majority in the House of     

Commons for any further rise.  

Last month the House voted against increasing 

fees to £9,250 a year.  

I believe it is vital that the Government accepts 

the will of Parliament and informs the House 

when it will revoke this rise too. 

Higher Education Funding 

(Urgent Question) 

On Tuesday, there was an emergency debate on 

the Government’s policy towards proceedings of 

the House of Commons. 

In September, two Opposition Day motions – 

on public sector pay and student tuition fees – 

were debated in the House of Commons.     

During the debates, Government Ministers 

spoke against these motions. However, at the 

close of the debates, the Government did not 

oppose the motions, which therefore passed 

unanimously.  

Tuesday’s debate raised concerns that it was 

now the Government’s policy to do this for     

future Opposition Day debates and to ignore the 

decisions reached by the House on these       

motions. 

Between January 1978 and September 2017 

there was only one Government defeat on an 

Opposition motion. The Government’s policy 

changed the next day to reflect the clearly       

expressed will of the House of Commons.  

In contrast, following September’s debate on   

tuition fees, the Government disregarded the 

House’s clearly expressed will not to increase 

student tuition fees beyond £9,000. 

The Leader of the House said on Tuesday that 

Parliamentary procedure is of vital importance 

to our democracy and that the Government 

takes it very seriously.  

However, it is a constitutional convention that 

the Government enacts decisions of Parliament. 

I find it deeply worrying that the Government 

appears to have decided to overturn this         

important constitutional convention. The Leader 

and Speaker of the House of Commons must act 

to resolve this issue. 

Government Policy on the 

Proceedings of the House 

(Emergency Debate)  

 



On Wednesday, the Finance Bill was considered line-by-line in a Committee of the whole House.  

The Bill would give the Government the power to reduce the tax-free amount available for              

redundancy payments.  

It is clear to me that the Government is laying the ground so that workers who have already lost their 

jobs should pay tax on more of what they get.  

I voted for an amendment that would have allowed the Government only to increase, rather than     

decrease the tax-free threshold. I also voted for an amendment that aimed to remove the power for 

the Treasury to amend the meaning of “basic pay” for the purposes of calculating “post-employment 

notice pay.”  

In addition, I supported an amendment to make it clear that victims of discrimination should not have 

compensation for harm taxed as if it were earnings. I was disappointed that all three amendments were 

defeated by Government MPs.  

The Bill would loosen the rules on business investment relief, increasing the scope for non-doms to 

avoid tax when they bring funds into the UK. This is a straightforward giveaway to non-doms, which I 

oppose.  

I voted for an amendment that would have required HMRC to carry out a review of the conditions   

under which business investment relief is available, including estimates of the value of the reliefs 

(before and after the changes proposed in this Bill) and an analysis of those using the relief, including 

their domicile status.  

I was disappointed that the amendment was not successful. Until the Government agrees at least to 

review the operation of the relief, I will remain unpersuaded that its extension does anything other 

than offer yet another concession to non-doms and provide even greater scope for tax advisers to    

indicate how UK taxes can be avoided. 

The corporation tax rate is devolved to Northern Ireland and the Finance Bill is being used to          

introduce measures which will expand the scope for businesses to be established there and claim the 

lower rate.  

I am concerned that this measure will lead to “brass-plating”- where companies set up token offices in 

a place to take advantage of lower tax. I voted for an amendment to the Bill that called on the         

Government to review the measure as soon as is practicable after the first financial year in which it has 

been fully in force.  

I was disappointed that the Government opposed and defeated this amendment as the measure will 

encourage tax avoidance in Northern Ireland and do little to deliver the jobs and investment it so     

desperately needs.  

As the Finance Bill progresses I will work to remove the loopholes that still exist in the Bill, to toughen 

measures against aggressive tax avoidance and to prevent the burden being placed on some of the     

biggest casualties of austerity: those workers who have been made redundant.  

I hope that the Government will listen in the interests of the British economy. 

Finance Bill (Committee Stage) 

 



On Thursday, the Business Secretary made a      

statement about the Government’s draft Energy 

Price Cap Bill. 

The draft Energy Price Cap Bill provides for a price 

cap for domestic energy customers on standard    

variable tariffs and default tariffs.  

The Business Secretary said on Thursday that the 

cap would be set by the energy regulator, Ofgem, 

and would be temporary, initially lasting until 2020, 

with the potential for a three year extension if     

necessary. 

I have long supported an energy price cap.         

However, this legislation is too little, too late and 

will not protect the most vulnerable customers this 

winter.  

Members on both sides of the House of Commons 

have been pushing for months for action on this   

issue, yet owing to the Government’s delays,       

millions of households will now face another winter 

of cold homes or astronomical bills. 

I am also concerned that the Bill does not provide 

clarity on the parameters of the proposed cap, but 

instead passes much of the responsibility to Ofgem.  

Furthermore, the Business Secretary needs to     

provide greater detail of how and when he will     

reform the energy market.  

A price cap, while welcome, is only a sticking plaster 

until radical reform of the market takes place. 

I believe the price cap legislation the Government 

has introduced is wholly inadequate.  

We should introduce an immediate emergency 

price cap to ensure that the average dual-fuel 

household energy bill remains below £1,000 per 

year, while we transition to a fairer system for bill 

payers. 

Retail Energy  

(Government Statement) 

On Thursday, the Minister for Climate 

Change and Industry made a statement to the 

House of Commons on the Government’s 

Clean Growth Strategy.  

The strategy sets out the Government’s      

policies and proposals to meet the carbon 

emissions reduction targets set out in its     

carbon budgets. 

I welcome the publication, after many delays, 

of the Clean Growth Strategy and support 

many of the policies it contains. I welcome, 

for example, the commitment to further 

rounds of offshore wind to assist with         

decarbonisation of the energy sector, as well 

as the possibility of renewed development of 

onshore wind. 

However, I am concerned that overall, the 

strategy fails to achieve the aim of setting out 

policies that will enable us to meet our     

emissions reduction targets.  

Even with the new measures set out in the 

Clean Growth Strategy, it is estimated that 

the UK will miss its carbon emissions          

reduction targets by 6% for 2023-7 and 9.7% 

for 2028-32. The Government needs to       

clarify what additional measures will be      

necessary to rectify this deficit. 

At the General Election, I stood on a        

manifesto that committed to generating 60% 

of all the UK’s energy from renewable and 

low-carbon sources by 2030. Achieving this 

would by itself ensure that we meet our    

carbon budget for 2028-32.  

I therefore believe the Government should 

endorse this target and work to bring it 

about. 

 

Clean Growth Strategy 

(Government Statement) 

 


