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EU (Withdrawal) Bill (Committee Stage, Days 1 and 2) 

On Tuesday and Wednesday, the Government’s EU Withdrawal Bill underwent line-by-line scrutiny 

during the first two of its eight Committee stage days in the House of Commons. The withdrawal     

process is now underway and this Bill is about Parliament’s role in that and how we safeguard vital 

rights and protections as we leave the EU. I have long recognised that legislation is required to do this. 

However, I believe that the EU Withdrawal Bill as currently drafted is fatally flawed. 

The Bill would put huge and unaccountable power into the hands of Government Ministers, put crucial 

rights and protections at risk, and could prevent a transitional deal on the same basic terms we          

currently enjoy – including within the single market and a customs union with the EU. I therefore intend 

to support a number of amendments that seek to rectify the Bill’s most serious flaws during its        

Committee stage over the next few weeks. 

Prior to the start of the Bill’s Committee stage on Tuesday, the Government announced that it would 

put forward amendments to define the “exit date” in the Bill. I believe Parliament should have the       

power to set the exit date. This would give Parliament control over the length and basic terms of      

transitional arrangements and allow it to set the clock on the sunset clauses of powers given to        

Ministers in the Bill. The Government’s amendments to its own Bill would stand in the way of an        

orderly transition and I believe it should withdraw them before they return to the House of Commons 

later in the Committee stage. 

I voted for amendments to the Bill on Tuesday relating to transitional arrangements, including one 

which would have legislated for a transitional period on the same basic terms. I also voted for an 

amendment that would have helped to prevent the UK dropping behind the EU on employment,     

equality, and health and safety rights and protections in the future. Unfortunately, all of these        

amendments were defeated by Government MPs. 

On Wednesday, the debate focused on the protection of existing EU-derived rights, including         

workplace rights and consumer rights. While the EU Withdrawal Bill captures these existing rights, it 

does not preserve the enhanced status in UK law that they currently have as a result of our EU       

membership. This means that they could be amended after exit day through powers provided to      

Ministers in existing legislation, such as the Legislative and Regulatory Reform Act 2006.  

I therefore voted for amendments on Wednesday that would have ensured these rights retain their    

enhanced protection and could only be changed with a new Act of Parliament. However, they were   

defeated by Government MPs. I also voted for amendments on Wednesday seeking to ensure that EU 

environmental and animal welfare principles continue to be recognised and applied after exit day. Sadly, 

these amendments were also defeated.  I will continue to support amendments to this Bill as it is fur-

ther scrutinised in the House of Commons over the next few weeks. The Government cannot be given 

a blank cheque to drive through what I believe to be a divisive and deficient Bill. 



On Monday, the Brexit Secretary made a     

statement on the negotiations between the UK 

and EU. 

The Brexit Secretary provided an update on the 

three key ongoing areas of discussion in the    

negotiations covering the UK’s withdrawal from 

the EU: Northern Ireland, citizens’ rights and 

the financial settlement. The Brexit Secretary 

also announced that the Government would 

bring forward a new Bill – the Withdrawal 

Agreement and Implementation Bill – to allow 

Parliament to scrutinise and approve any      

withdrawal agreement struck with the EU. 

I believe Monday’s statement only underlined 

the lack of progress that has been made so far. 

There has been no acceleration in the Brexit 

talks and the next deadline of the December 

meeting of the European Council is just weeks 

away. The longer there is no progress in the 

Brexit talks, the greater the risk of no deal, 

which would be catastrophic for people’s living 

standards.  

EU Exit Negotiations 

(Government Statement) 

n Monday, the Northern Ireland Budget Bill had 

its Second Reading debate in the House of   

Commons. 

Northern Ireland has not had an Executive, or a 

functioning Assembly, since January. It has     

therefore not had a budget for the financial year 

2017-18.  

The Northern Ireland Budget Bill provides a full 

budget for the region, authorising the use of    

resources and allocating money to Northern    

Ireland departments and other public bodies. 

I support the Bill and believe that the            

Government had no choice but to bring forward 

this budget. Northern Ireland’s public services 

need to be supported.   However, I also believe 

the Bill is a testament to failure: a failure of the 

majority parties in Northern Ireland to resolve 

their differences; and a failure of the UK       

Government to bring about a restitution of trust 

and the reconstitution of the Northern Ireland 

Assembly and its institutions. 

Northern Ireland Budget 

Bill: Second Reading 

On Tuesday, the House of Commons discussed the systemic issues enabling tax avoidance and evasion 

uncovered by the Paradise Papers. These papers, a series of leaked financial documents, show how a 

number of politicians, multinational corporations, celebrities and high-net-worth individuals use     

complex structures to minimise their tax bills. 

Tax avoidance is not against the law. However, it does work against its effective application and costs 

us all. Every pound in tax avoided is money taken away from our children’s education, from our 

Armed Forces and from the elderly and disabled. The Government’s own conservative estimate is that 

from 2010-15 the Treasury lost £12.8 billion through tax avoidance. I believe this is unacceptable. 

While tax avoidance is a global problem, it is also a specific issue for the UK. We account for 17% of 

the global market for offshore services and some of the world’s key tax havens, including Jersey, 

Guernsey, the Isle of Man, the Bahamas, the British Virgin Islands, the Cayman Islands, Bermuda and 

the Turks and Caicos Islands. Yet despite this, the Government refuses to lead the way in global tax 

transparency. I believe it is clear that we need a public inquiry into tax avoidance and the use of       

offshore trusts and tax havens. The Government should introduce a public register of offshore trusts 

and publish the information already provided by the British overseas territories. It should also stop 

cuts to HMRC and ensure it has the staff and resources it needs to tackle tax avoidance at its core.  

Tax Avoidance and Evasion (Emergency Debate) 
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On Thursday, there was a Backbench Business       

debate on defence aerospace industrial strategy. 

The UK’s defence aerospace industry is world-

leading and supports highly skilled, well paid work 

that adds a distinct value to local and national econ-

omies. Between 2007 and 2016, defence aerospace 

accounted for 85% of UK defence exports by value. 

It was welcome that the Government recently, 

though belatedly, produced a national shipbuilding 

strategy. However, I believe a strategy should also 

be produced for the defence aerospace industry. 

Any defence aerospace industrial strategy must fit 

into a wider defence industrial strategy and I will 

continue to advocate for that as a better approach 

than buying “off the shelf.” 

Indeed, I fear the problems that BAE Systems faces 

at the moment serve to highlight the general prob-

lem of a lack of a defence aerospace industrial strat-

egy. BAE announced in October that 1,400 jobs will 

be lost in its military aerospace business over the 

next three years. Those job loses will have a devas-

tating impact on the individuals affected and their 

families. Many of these jobs are highly specialised 

and extremely skilled, and once those skills have 

been lost, they will be very difficult to replace. 

It is vital that the UK has a vibrant defence aero-

space sector. In place of short-termism, the Gov-

ernment should look to the long term and value the 

contribution that a responsible, world-leading de-

fence and security industry makes to our economy. 

Defence Aerospace            

Industrial Strategy (Debate) 

On Thursday, the House of Commons      

debated a Backbench Business motion on the 

roll-out of Universal Credit (UC). The       

motion called for the Government to reduce 

the standard initial wait for a first UC        

payment from six weeks to one month. It 

also highlighted a report from the Work and 

Pensions Select Committee which concluded 

that the six-week wait is strongly linked to 

an increase in acute financial difficulty. 

Thursday’s debate was the third debate on 

UC in the past month and, as in the previous 

two debates, MPs from all sides of the House 

called on the Government to reduce the     

six-week waiting period that UC claimants 

face. This wait is believed to be one of the 

main causes of the rise in debt and arrears 

that we are now seeing. Some 49% of        

families who are in arrears under UC state 

that they became so after making their claim 

and because of the waiting time, support     

being delayed or administrative errors. 

The Government is reported to be           

considering reducing the six-week waiting 

period. I would welcome such a move.    

However, it would not address other         

significant design issues with UC.              

Furthermore, it will not change the fact that 

due to cuts made in 2015 UC will no longer 

guarantee that work always pays. 

Reducing the UC waiting time is not enough 

to prevent rising debt, arrears and worse. I 

believe the Government must pause the      

roll-out of UC while it is fixed. It should    

offer alternative payment arrangements to all 

UC recipients, including fortnightly payments. 

Above all, it should invest in UC to ensure 

that work always pays and that families are 

not pushed into poverty. 

Universal Credit  

Roll-Out (Debate) 

 


