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Contaminated Blood 

Inquiry              

(Urgent Question) 

PIP Back Payments            

(Urgent Question) 

 

On Monday, the Government was asked 

to make a statement on the progress of 

establishing an inquiry into the               

contaminated blood scandal. 

It is more than 45 years since the first 

people were infected with HIV, hepatitis 

C and other viruses from NHS-supplied 

blood products. Their lives, and those of 

their families, were changed forever by 

this tragedy. 

Last July, the Government committed to 

establishing a fully independent inquiry 

into victims of contaminated blood.  

More than six and a half months have 

passed and the Government has yet to 

determine the chair of the inquiry,              

despite promises that this would be             

outlined before Christmas. 

The Government said on Monday that it 

had asked the Lord Chief Justice to            

provide it with a nomination for chairing 

the inquiry, with a view to announcing 

the name of that judge “very soon”.  

I believe it is vital that families are put 

first and that victims are heard               

throughout the inquiry process.  

The Government must avoid the failings 

that have plagued the ongoing inquiries 

into child abuse and Grenfell, with the 

resulting loss of confidence in both. 

On Tuesday, the Minister for Disabled People, Health and 

Work, responded to an urgent question about Personal 

Independence Payment (PIP) back payments. PIP is a      

benefit to help with the extra costs of a long-term health 

condition or disability for people aged 16 to 64. 

The Government recently announced that it would not be 

appealing a judicial review judgement which found that PIP 

regulations discriminated against people with mental 

health conditions. Providing more detail, the Minister said 

the Government would screen 1.6 million people to      

identify who could benefit from the ruling, and estimated 

that up to 220,000 would be affected by the judgement. 

She said that based on preliminary calculations, the cost of 

implementing the judgement could be up to £3.7 billion by 

2022-23.  

It was explained that a detailed review of applications and 

awards would be undertaken, all payments would be     

back-dated, and there would be no face-to-face              

reassessment of awards.  I remain deeply concerned that 

the Government has not provided a timetable for the    

review programme, and has not provided a date for    

changing the PIP assessment guide. Furthermore, the    

Government has not explained how it will prioritise         

re-examining PIP claims, and if there will be an appeals 

process for PIP claimants not contacted by the              

Department for Work and Pensions. In addition, I believe 

the Government must clarify if it will provide              

compensation for claimants who have fallen into debt as a 

result of the discriminatory PIP regulations.  

I believe this mess is one of the Government’s own     

making. Furthermore, it is a clear example of the dangers 

of seeking to undermine both the independent judiciary 

and the House of Commons. 



On Monday, a Government report predicting 

the impact of leaving the European Union on the 

UK economy was leaked. 

The leaked document reportedly details a           

number of possible outcomes to the Brexit         

negotiations and says that economic growth 

would be lower in each compared to if the UK 

remained in the EU. I fear it is becoming increas-

ingly clear that the Government has embarked 

on a reckless strategy for Brexit – including by 

ruling out options such as remaining within a 

customs union with the EU and retaining a close 

relationship with the single market – without 

economic evidence to support this. 

I believe Parliament is entitled to know the likely 

impact of this approach to Brexit in order to 

effectively hold the Government to account. My 

colleagues and I have therefore been calling on 

the Government to publish Brexit impact        

assessments for the past year. It has repeatedly 

refused these requests. In response to an urgent 

question asked by the Shadow Brexit Secretary 

on the leaked document on Tuesday, the               

Government refused yet again. 

The Opposition therefore tabled a binding             

motion in the House of Commons on     

Wednesday, forcing the Government to allow 

MPs to see the leaked document in full on a 

confidential basis. The Government cannot keep 

side-lining Parliament and must change its ap-

proach to bring Parliament into the Brexit pro-

cess. 

The Opposition’s motion was passed unani-

mously on Wednesday in a victory for transpar-

ency and accountability. The Government must 

now ensure arrangements are made for MPs to 

Leaving the EU: Economic 

Analysis (Urgent Question 

and                                       

Opposition Day Debate) 

On Monday, the House of Commons considered 

the Automated and Electric Vehicles Bill. The 

Transport Secretary explained that the Bill 

would provide the legislative groundwork for 

automated vehicle insurance and was an              

opportunity to encourage growth and                      

development in the automotive sector. He                

noted that the market for autonomous vehicles 

was expected to be worth £28 billion or more 

each year to the UK. He further stated that            

automated vehicles would revolutionise the way 

we travel, deliver better journeys, improve             

safety, and increase mobility for road users. 

The Transport Secretary is right that electric 

and automated vehicles have the potential to 

transform transport in the coming years. It is 

therefore right that a Bill is brought forward to 

allow us to facilitate and encourage this                    

technology. This is also particularly important 

since air pollution is linked to tens of thousands 

of premature deaths in the UK each year. 

I believe this Bill represents an opportunity to 

set out a long-term plan for the infrastructure 

needed to encourage the uptake of automated 

and electric vehicles. It is disappointing,              

however, that the Government has not done 

this fully. I am concerned, for example, that the 

Bill does not require charging points to be more 

evenly distributed across the country. 

Nevertheless, I support the Bill overall as I               

believe it presents a welcome opportunity to 

ensure the UK remains at the forefront of              

research and development in this important and 

fast-moving industry. As the Bill proceeds to the 

House of Lords, I hope that the Government 

will provide more clarity on its strategy for        

electric charging infrastructure to ensure that 

the benefits of this technology can be felt across 

the country. 

Automated and Electric 

Vehicles Bill  

 



On Monday, the House of Commons considered the Armed Forces (Flexible Working) Bill. The Bill 

will enable members of the Armed Forces to serve part-time or to restrict the amount of time they 

spend separated from their normal place of work. 

I pay tribute to the unstinting work of our Armed Forces. I therefore welcome the Bill and hope 

that its provisions will make a real difference to personnel who may need temporary periods of  

flexible or part-time working and/or limits on separated service. I also believe it is vital that we               

attract the widest pool of people available to the excellent careers that the Armed Forces offer – if 

flexible working encourages more potential recruits, the Services will benefit from being able to 

draw from the brightest and best from all backgrounds and communities. 

However, the Bill is not a silver bullet to address the crisis in recruitment and retention that our 

Armed Forces face. All of the Services are running below their stated targets, and numbers are 

down year on year. It is clear that the Government’s decision to outsource recruitment services to 

Capita has failed to deliver and that it should consider bringing the contract back in-house. I am also 

concerned that satisfaction with basic rates of pay and pension benefits is at the lowest levels ever 

recorded. After seven years of below-inflation increases, it is time to give Service personnel a       

meaningful pay rise. 

Last week, the Government announced that it would carry out a fresh defence review to report in 

the summer. I hope that it will use this opportunity to address the challenges we face on personnel 

numbers. 

The Armed Forces (Flexible Working) Bill passed without a vote and now awaits Royal Assent. 

Armed Forces (Flexible Working) Bill (Report Stage 

and Third Reading) 

Hospital Car Parking Charges                             

(Backbench Business Debate) 

 

On Thursday, MPs considered a backbench motion on car parking charges at NHS hospitals in           

England. 

The NHS was set up to be free at the point of use, but that is not what is happening. While hospital 

parking in Scotland and Wales remains largely free, in England hospital users are forced to pay often 

extortionate rates, with charges varying from £1.50 per hour to £4 per hour. This is charging the 

chronically ill, the terminally ill and their carers and visitors. These charges also impact NHS staff, 

who have to pay to go to work and in some cases face fines for overstaying their parking time if 

their shifts overrun. 

NHS hospitals made a record £174 million from car parking charges in 2016-2017. Yet despite this, 

Government action so far has been limited to a series of recommendations.  

I do not believe it is good enough for the Government to simply abdicate its responsibility on this 

issue. Our NHS needs to be properly funded and hospital car parking charges abolished, paid for 

with an increase on the premium tax on all private health insurance policies.  



On Wednesday, the House of Commons considered the restoration and renewal of the Palace of 

Westminster. 

The Palace of Westminster is the seat of democracy in the UK, an iconic, world-famous building. 

However, it is in dire need of repair. Essential service infrastructure within the Palace – pipework 

and wiring, for example – is aging faster than it is possible to repair it. A lack of fire                             

compartmentation increases the risk of fire and there have been 60 incidents over the past decade 

with the potential to cause a serious fire. Furthermore, a large amount of asbestos in the walls 

needs to be removed to enable repairs. 

More than 7,500 people work in Parliament, and one million people visit each year, including many 

schoolchildren. While the building is currently safe, keeping it so becomes more difficult every year. 

Although it is important to acknowledge the costs of restoration and renewal, Parliament has a duty 

to protect this UNESCO World Heritage-listed building and make it a safe and secure place to 

work and visit. 

In September 2016, a Joint Committee of the Lords and Commons recommended that MPs and 

peers move out of the Palace of Westminster while restoration and renewal takes place. It also 

called for the establishment of an Olympic-style delivery authority and a sponsor board with a           

majority of members who are parliamentarians to oversee the project. 

The motion considered following Wednesday’s debate accepted the need to repair services in the 

Palace, but only called for a review of the need for comprehensive works to take place before the 

end of the current Parliament. An amendment rejecting this approach and instead endorsing the  

report of the Joint Committee, calling for MPs and peers to move out of the Palace while                         

restoration and renewal takes place and for the establishment of a delivery authority and sponsor 

board, was passed by 236 votes to 220. The amended motion was agreed to by 234 votes to 185. 

Restoration and Renewal                                        

(Report of the Joint Committee) (Debate)  

 

On Thursday, the Government was asked to make a statement on the risk to public finances and 

public services as a result of serious financial concerns at outsourcing company Capita. This                 

followed a fall in the value of Capita’s shares after the company issued a profit warning, and comes 

in the wake of the collapse of building and support services company Carillion. 

The Cabinet Office Minister stated on Thursday that Capita’s situation was very different from               

Carillion’s. He stated that the Government continued to work with the company to ensure the   

delivery of public services. However, I am concerned that the Government’s response on this issue 

has been characterised by indifference to corporate mismanagement and complacency in the face of 

crisis. 

Last year, the Government gave Capita 154 contracts, while only last week it awarded former             

Carillion contracts to the company. Yet the company was clearly in trouble, including facing                     

allegations of fraud in the delivery of public contracts. 

Capita (Urgent Question) 
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High Speed Rail                  

(West Midlands – Crewe) 

Bill (Second Reading) 

On Monday, the Government was asked to make a 

statement on its proposals for implementing its poli-

cy on leaving the European Union. This followed a 

speech by the Brexit Secretary on the Govern-

ment’s plans for an implementation period and the 

EU’s finalisation of its negotiating position on this 

issue 

The Minister acknowledged on Monday that such a 

period will require both sides to follow the same 

laws and rules without compromising the integrity 

of the single market and customs union. 

I have long believed that a time-limited transitional 

deal on the same basic terms as now is needed to 

prevent a cliff-edge for our economy when we leave 

the EU in March 2019. This means remaining within 

the single market and a customs union with the EU 

during this period.  

Leaving the EU:                 

Implementation (Urgent 

Question) 

On Monday, the Government was asked to 

make a statement about recent attacks by 

the Taliban and Daesh on civilians and         

humanitarian workers in Afghanistan. 

Over the course of a week there were         

deadly attacks on the Intercontinental Hotel 

in Kabul, the Save the Children office in             

Jalalabad and the Marshal Fahim military 

academy.  

Another attack in Kabul saw an ambulance 

packed with explosives blown up in a suicide 

bombing. In total, over 140 people have been 

killed and hundreds more injured. 

The Minister for Asia condemned all forms 

of terrorism in the strongest terms and said 

that the Government would continue to   

support Afghanistan to bring peace, security 

and prosperity for all its people.  

He added that the UK military, working with 

NATO, would continue to focus its support 

on ongoing development and capacity              

building of the Afghan National Defence and 

Security Forces. 

Taliban and IS/Daesh    

Attacks: Afghanistan 

(Urgent Question) 

 

On Tuesday, the House of Commons debated the 

High Speed Rail (West Midlands – Crewe) Bill.  

This Bill enables the second phase of the national 

HS2 network to be constructed, connecting the 

West Midlands with Crewe. 

HS2 will unlock the economic potential of the north 

and the Midlands and drive a rebalancing of the UK 

economy. In addition, HS2 is also expected to bring 

nearly 30,000 jobs in construction and deliver an 

uplift in apprenticeships and training outside of           

London, which I welcome. 

The Bill passed its Second Reading and will now 

proceed to Committee Stage. 


