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EU (Withdrawal) Bill (Committee Stage, Days Six and 

Seven) 

 

On Tuesday and Wednesday, the House of Commons continued line-by-line scrutiny of the    

Government’s EU Withdrawal Bill. 

This Bill is not about whether we leave the EU – that was settled by the referendum and          

Parliament’s decision to trigger Article 50 earlier this year.  

The Bill is instead about Parliament’s role in the withdrawal process and how we safeguard vital 

rights and protections as we leave the EU. While I recognise that legislation is required to do this, 

I believe the Government’s Bill is fatally flawed as currently drafted. I am therefore supporting 

amendments that seek to rectify the Bill’s most serious flaws as it progresses through its        

Committee stage. 

This week, amendments seeking to give Parliament a meaningful vote on the final terms of the 

UK’s exit from the EU were debated.  

I have long believed that Parliament must have a say on this issue and that this must be guaranteed 

in law. I therefore supported an amendment tabled by the former Attorney General Dominic 

Grieve MP to require the final deal with the EU to be approved by Parliament.  

I am pleased that this amendment passed, in a defeat of the Government. Parliament cannot just 

be a spectator in one of the most important decisions that has faced our country in generations, it 

must have a grip on the process. 

I accept that there is a need for Ministers to be able to use delegated, so-called “Henry VIII”   

powers to correct minor deficiencies in EU-derived law.  

However, I believe the Bill as currently drafted draws these powers too widely and with too little 

scope for parliamentary oversight. I therefore also voted for a number of amendments this week 

to place restrictions on the use of these powers by Ministers, including to prevent them from     

being used to reduce rights or protections. Unfortunately, these amendments were defeated by 

Government MPs. 

While I welcome that the Government accepted the need for greater scrutiny of the use of these 

powers and accepted amendments to its Bill to allow for this, I do not believe these went far 

enough.  

I therefore voted for an amendment tabled by the Opposition that would have provided for 

stronger oversight. This amendment was defeated by the Government. 

The Bill will conclude its Committee stage in the House of Commons next week. 



Each year the tax measures for the year ahead from 

the Budget are set out in a single Bill: the Finance Bill. 

On Monday, the House of Commons debated this 

Bill. 

I am concerned that the Finance Bill contains no 

measures to address the fact that the UK has the 

slowest economic growth in the G7 and is facing two 

decades of lost earnings growth.  

It is clear that austerity has failed, yet the            

Government has no plan to deal with the issues      

facing the country or to improve people’s lives. 

The Bill fails to reverse the Government’s 2015 cuts 

to the bank levy and contains additional measures to 

limit its scope, further decreasing the revenue the 

levy raises. Yet this comes at a time when the crucial 

services that many families rely on are at risk due to 

seven years of budget cuts.  

Furthermore, the Budget from which this Bill arises 

made no provision for lifting the public sector pay 

cap or for addressing the funding crisis in social care. 

I am further concerned that the Bill proposes a 

stamp duty cut that will simply increase house prices, 

rather than addressing the housing crisis by            

introducing measures to build more affordable 

homes.  The Bill also proposes policies without the 

benefit of an adequate Equalities Impact Assessment 

and includes no effective measures to tackle tax 

avoidance and evasion. 

Finally, I am also concerned that the Bill has been    

introduced in such a way as to restrict the scope of 

amendments that Parliament can make to it, reducing 

MPs’ ability to properly scrutinise and improve the 

Bill. 

I voted for a motion on Monday that expressed these 

concerns about the Finance Bill. Unfortunately, the 

motion was defeated. The Bill will now proceed to 

Committee Stage and Third Reading. 

Finance (No.2) Bill      

(Second Reading) 

On Monday, the Foreign Secretary made a 

statement following his visit to Oman, the 

United Arab Emirates and Iran. 

The Foreign Secretary said that the aim of his 

trip was to take forward the UK response to 

the crisis in Yemen. He discussed the         

situation there with the Sultan of Oman and 

leaders of the UAE, where he was joined by 

the Saudi Foreign Minister and American   

colleagues. 

In Iran, the Foreign Secretary met the      

President and the Foreign Minister. The    

Foreign Secretary said that he pressed the 

Iranians to use their influence to ensure that 

indiscriminate and dangerous attacks by the 

Houthi rebels in Yemen – such as the        

targeting of Riyadh’s international airport by 

a ballistic missile on 4 November – come to 

an end. The Foreign Secretary also stressed 

the importance that the UK attaches to    

preserving the nuclear deal. 

In addition, the Foreign Secretary gave an    

update on the plight of imprisoned dual     

British-Iranian nationals. He said that he 

urged their release on humanitarian grounds, 

adding that, while he did not wish to give 

false hope, his meetings in Iran on these     

issues were “worthwhile.” 

I welcome that the Foreign Secretary raised 

the issue of Yemen in his talks with the    

leaders of Oman, the UAE and Iran.        

However, the people of Yemen have been 

waiting two years for any kind of progress 

and for hope of an end to the war. In the 

wake of his talks, I believe the Foreign       

Secretary must now set out his plan for      

enabling full access to humanitarian relief in 

Yemen, securing a ceasefire and making pro-

gress towards a long-term political solution. 

Oman, UAE and Iran 

(Government Statement) 

 



On Monday, the Prime Minister made a statement in the House of Commons updating MPs on the 

negotiations for the UK’s departure from the EU. This followed the publication of a joint report by 

the Government and the European Commission last Friday on progress made in the first phase. 

The joint report covers agreements reached over citizens’ rights, the financial settlement and the 

situation around the Northern Ireland border. On the basis of the report, the President of the     

European Commission recommended that the European Council agree that sufficient progress has 

been made to move to the next stage of the negotiations and begin talks on the UK and EU’s future 

relationship. 

The Prime Minister said that EU citizens living in the UK would have their rights enshrined in UK 

law and enforced by British courts, paying “due regard” to relevant European Court of Justice (ECJ) 

case law where appropriate. She added that UK citizens in the EU will also have their rights         

protected. 

The Prime Minister also said that the joint report reaffirmed a guarantee that there will be no hard 

border between Northern Ireland and Ireland and that the constitutional and economic integrity of 

the whole UK would be upheld. On the financial settlement, the Prime Minister said that it was 

“fair” for the British taxpayer, with current calculations valuing it at between £35 billion to £39     

billion. 

Despite being two months later than originally planned, it is encouraging that the European       

Commission has recommended sufficient progress has been made in the Brexit negotiations. The 

priority for both sides now must be to agree transitional arrangements on the same basic terms as 

we have now – staying in the single market and a customs union for a time-limited period. 

As the talks move on to a discussion about the UK’s future relationship with the EU, I believe the 

Prime Minister must seriously reflect on her approach to the negotiations so far. We cannot have 

another year of chaos and confusion, nor the farcical scenes we saw in the lead up to the eventual 

agreement last week, putting jobs and the economy at risk. 

Brexit Negotiations (Government Statement) 

 

Hormone Pregnancy Tests  

On Thursday, there was a Backbench Business debate on hormone pregnancy tests (HPTs). This 

followed a report by the Commission on Human Medicines (CHM) which found “no causal link” 

between the use of HPTs such as primodos during early pregnancy and adverse outcomes of    

pregnancy regarding either miscarriage, stillbirth or congenital abnormalities.  
 

I am disappointed by this decision. I have concerns about the science used to come to the         

conclusions in the review, about what was missing from the report and what should have been 

considered before any conclusions were drawn. 
 

In the report’s consideration of the scientific detail regarding HPTs, it is argued that there are     

inconsistencies in the conclusions drawn from the evidence used. I also have concerns that some 

information regarding the adverse effects of HPTs may have been suppressed. One such example 

was the destruction of the evidence that the UK regulator knew of a potential five-to-one risk that 

the drug could cause deformities in 1975. 


