
Commons News 

Alan Campbell MP Weekly Update 

Friday 23rd February 2018 

Aid Sector:           

Safeguarding      

(Government              

Statement)           

Northern Ireland              

(Government Statement)  

 

On Tuesday, the International                    

Development Secretary made a                

statement on the Government’s               

response to sexual abuse and               

exploitation perpetrated by charity 

workers in Haiti in 2011. This followed 

reports that Oxfam staff in the country 

had paid for sex with local women. 

Oxfam then failed to report and follow 

up on these abuses. 

The International Development Secretary 

outlined the measures the Government 

had taken in response to Oxfam’s        

conduct. She said that Oxfam had agreed 

to withdraw from bidding for new     

Government funding until it could meet 

the safeguarding standards expected by 

the Department for International               

Development (DFID). She stated that she 

would decide on Oxfam’s current funding 

on 26 February. She said that she had 

written to every UK charity working 

overseas that receives UK aid, insisting 

that they set out their procedures and 

actions on safeguarding. She also           

announced that the Government would 

hold a UK safeguarding summit in March, 

leading to a global safeguarding            

conference later in the year. 

On Tuesday, the Secretary of State for Northern Ireland 

made a statement on the political situation in the region.  

This followed the ending without agreement last week of 

talks to re-establish a power-sharing Executive between 

the Democratic Unionist Party and Sinn Féin. 

The Secretary of State made clear on Tuesday that the 

Government believes in devolution under the terms of 

the 1998 Belfast Agreement.  

However, she emphasised that the situation could not      

remain in limbo and that she would take steps towards 

providing clarity on a budget for Northern Ireland as 

soon as possible.  

She also stated that once all viable options to restore           

devolved government to Northern Ireland had been             

considered, including calling an Assembly election, the 

Government would take whatever steps were necessary 

to provide stability for the region. 

I believe that the Good Friday Agreement is the only                

viable long-term option for peaceful governance of         

Northern Ireland. I therefore welcome confirmation that 

Government support for the agreement remains              

steadfast.  

I also understand and accept the need to consider how 

best to provide certainty about the budget in Northern 

Ireland.  

As part of this process, I hope the Secretary of State will 

consult with all parties so that there can be maximum 

agreement on budget allocations. 



On Tuesday, the Secretary of State for Education made a statement on the Government’s review of 

post-18 education and funding. 

The Secretary of State noted that the review would be looking at choice and competition across post

-18 education and training; value for money for graduates and taxpayers; accessibility of the system to 

all; and delivering the skills that the country needs now and in the future. He said that the                           

Government would examine how best to ensure that people from all backgrounds have equal                         

opportunities to progress and succeed in post-18 education, including considering how disadvantaged 

students receive maintenance support, both from the Government and from universities and colleges. 

He further stated that the Government would maintain the principle that students should contribute 

to the cost of their studies, and that it would not place a cap on the number of students who can 

benefit from post-18 education. The review is to be concluded in early 2019.  

I believe that this year-long review is unnecessary when action is needed now. I am also disappointed 

that it fails to include a commitment to review tertiary education across the board, letting down the 

hundreds of thousands of 16-18 year olds studying at further education colleges. 

On Monday, the Sanctions and Anti-Money Laundering Bill was debated in the House of Commons. 

Current sanctions and anti-money laundering regimes are inextricably linked to the EU, not just       

legally, but also institutionally and politically. This Bill therefore seeks to prepare the ground to       

ensure the UK can continue to meet its international obligations after Brexit and has the autonomous 

capacity to act outside of international obligations too. 

Sanctions are essential tools in delivering UK foreign policy objectives. A failure to deliver them 

would undermine our reputation as a credible and reliable partner for international allies. Indeed, the 

UK currently enforces 36 sanctions regimes, targeted on countries such as North Korea, Syria and 

Russia, and terrorist organisations including al-Qaeda and Daesh. About 2,000 individuals and entities 

are also listed for sanctions, varying from asset freezes and travel bans to trade restrictions and arms 

embargos. 

I therefore recognise the need for new legislation before we leave the EU. However, I also have a 

number concerns about this Bill as drafted. While I am pleased that my colleagues in the House of 

Lords have already forced a number of changes to the Bill, including on Henry VIII powers and             

sanction objectives, I still have concerns that I would like to see resolved. 

Most of the problems to be tackled relate to money laundering. Money laundering through the City 

of London is estimated at £100 billion a year, yet there are only two inadequate clauses in this Bill 

dedicated to tackling this. I would therefore like to see further action in this area, including the faster 

introduction of a public register of beneficial ownership of property, both here and in the British 

Overseas Territories, and provisions around failures to prevent money laundering for banks. 

The Bill passed its Second Reading unopposed on Monday. I hope the Government will listen to the 

concerns that have been raised and seek to address them as the Bill undergoes detailed scrutiny over 

the coming weeks. 

Sanctions and Anti-Money Laundering Bill                

(Second Reading) 

 

Post-18 Education (Government Statement) 



On Wednesday, the Government made a statement outlining the action it is taking to address           

public concerns about the safety of medicines and medical devices used by the NHS.  

I pay tribute to all campaigners who have offered moving testimonies about the devastating impact 

of surgical mesh implants, Primodos and sodium valproate on the lives of thousands of women and 

children. While I welcome the Government’s review, it falls short of calls for a full public inquiry, 

which campaigners have been demanding. 

Mesh implants have left women in permanent pain, unable to walk and unable to work. This is an 

ongoing public health scandal and I hope the Government will do much more to support those who 

are affected, including suspending mesh use while the review is carried out. 

On sodium valproate, thousands of women were never fully informed of the risks of taking this 

drug during pregnancy. Last year, a charity survey found that almost one fifth of women who are 

taking the drug still do not know the risks that the medicine can pose during pregnancy. I therefore 

welcome the Government’s efforts to raise awareness of the dangers. 

I believe the Government’s announcement is an acknowledgement that there are major problems, 

going back decades, to do with safety and lack of proper scrutiny and research. Ministers must now 

ensure that victims agree with the terms of reference to ensure that all those affected have trust 

and confidence in the review. 

Medicines and Medical Devices Safety Review 

(Government Statement) 

Disabled People and Economic Growth                 

(Backbench Business Debate) 

 

On Thursday, a Backbench Business debate took place on disabled people and economic growth. 

There are currently around 11.6 million disabled people in the UK.  

They make up around 16% of the working-age population, yet face barriers in all aspects of life,     

including employment.  

I believe the Government has failed to take meaningful and serious action to tackle the disability 

employment gap – the difference between employment rates for disabled and non-disabled people. 

It is currently 31.3%, and can be even wider for specific disability groups.  

This is considerably higher than the European Union average of 21%. The Government needs to      

understand that for too many disabled people, the social security system punishes rather than                

supports them, and the labour market shuts them out. 

It is deeply concerning that eight years of austerity has had a disproportionate impact on disabled 

people. Half of those who live in poverty are disabled or live with someone who has a disability.  

Recently published research has also revealed that, on average, disabled people face extra costs of 

£570 a month due to their impairment or condition, and that is on top of social security payments 

that are designed to help meet these costs. 



On Wednesday, the House of Commons debated the Finance Bill, which implements the tax 

measures contained in last year’s Autumn Budget.   

I supported several amendments that sought to improve the Bill but were defeated by                            

Government MPs. 

I voted for an amendment that would have required the Chancellor to review the effects of parts 

of the Bill on equality in relation to income, region, nine protected characteristics – age, disability, 

gender reassignment, pregnancy, maternity, race, religion or belief, sex and sexual orientation – 

and the Treasury’s public sector equality duty.  

The Government should publish comprehensive equality impact assessments before implementing 

policies. We need scrutiny to ascertain whether policies are making a situation better or worse. 

I supported an amendment requiring a Government review of the levy on banks. I believe such a 

review would highlight how the Government has cut frontline services while offering tax                

giveaways to banks. It would also require the Government to acknowledge that its current levy 

has done little to mitigate the risky banking practices that remain in use in our financial services 

industry. I have consistently believed that there should be a higher bank levy. 

I also supported an amendment that would have required the Government to look into a windfall 

tax for PFI companies. Given the extreme financial pressures faced by our public services this 

would ease some of the immediate pain.  

I voted for an amendment that sought to require a review, before this year’s Budget, of the          

impact of abolishing stamp duty for first-time buyers, including its effects on the housing market.  

The independent Office for Budget Responsibility estimates that this measure is likely to increase 

prices slightly and benefit a very small number of people. The need for such a review is therefore 

very clear. 

Finance Bill (Report Stage and Third Reading) 

 

On Thursday, the House of Commons debated a backbench motion on the cancer strategy. 

There has been a steady improvement in cancer survival rates in England, yet it still lags behind the 

improvements of other European countries.  

The number of new cancer cases continues to rise year on year and by 2020 it is expected that 2.4 

million people will have had a cancer diagnosis at some point in their life.  

I believe the Government must take urgent steps so that cancer diagnosis, care and outcomes in 

England can be improved. 

The cancer strategy was a welcome step forward to achieving this. I am pleased that some of the 

targets have already been met, yet concerns remain about the strategy’s progress. Indeed, many are 

no closer to being reached than they were almost three years ago.  

The Government should therefore commit to publishing a detailed progress update on each of the 

96 cancer strategy recommendations by the end of this financial year. 

Cancer Strategy (Backbench Business Debate) 


