
THIS WEEK IN PARLIAMENT– 31 Oct—8 Nov, 2016 

Welcome to my This Week in Parliament, my weekly newsletter on events and 
developments in Parliament. Let me know what you think of the new layout! 
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Monday 

The usual routine in Parliament is for each day to open with questions to a Minister 
(departments take it in turn on a rota), which is then followed by a debate on legislation or 
another subject and usually a vote. Depending on current events, Ministers will come to the 
House to make a statement and take questions. MPs get very little warning of this;        
statements are often confirmed only a few hours before they happen which can throw a 
long-planned day of meetings into turmoil. Monday was no exception with two statements, 
one on a Department of Work and Pensions Green Paper on  disability benefits and another 
on Nissan and its decision to build two new models at its Sunderland plant.  

I used the opportunity of the debate on Nissan to raise the case of Ford at Bridgend;  

On Friday, I am due to visit the Ford engine plant in my                 
constituency, along with my local Assembly Member, Carwyn Jones, 
the First Minister of Wales. Can we be assured that we will be     
talking to Ford on the same lines as have been very successfully    
negotiated in relation to Nissan, and that the 2,000 jobs at the Ford 
plant and in the wider economy will also be secure following today’s 
statement? 

 

 

Greg Clarke MP (Secretary of State for Business, Industry and    
Energy): I do not know what the hon. Lady is going to say to Ford, but I hope that she will 
reinforce the messages that I have given in saying that the Government want to maintain 
the competitiveness of the whole automotive sector. We want to build on the strengths that 
it has in every part of the United Kingdom, including in her constituency, so that it can    
prosper in the future. I hope that that will be welcomed. 

House of Commons 
London 
SW1A 0AA 
Westminster: 020 7219 0814 
Bridgend: 01656 750 002 
madeleine.moon.mp@parliament.uk 

I also produce regular email updates on: 
- Welfare and Benefit Reforms 

- Environment and International Development 
- Policing and Criminal Justice 

- Defence 
To subscribe to any of these, simply email me 

Parliament is a place that never sits still. The hard part about it is striking a balance between 
all the things you need and want to be doing; resulting in trying to be in three places at 
once. Between attending debates in the Chamber, attending Select Committee meetings 
and chairing debates on behalf of Mr. Speaker. This week and a half was no exception.     
Parliament returns on 14 November, the next edition will be distributed on 21 November.  
Finally, please have a look at the last page and how you can help a great local cause. 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-10-31/debates/4450368C-0091-47F2-A2D9-D12BC86192CC/ImprovingLivesWorkHealthAndDisabilityGreenPaper
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-10-31/debates/3BAC6B0F-E41B-431D-8062-C42D89C9ADA8/NissanSunderland
https://goo.gl/xRr9R5
mailto:madeleine.moon.mp@parliament.uk
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The Autism Employment Gap  

Away from the Chamber, I attended the launch a report by the   
National Autistic Society which highlights the shockingly low levels 
of employment among autistic people and what employers and 
Government can do to close the autism employment gap . The 
campaign calls on Government  to ensure autistic people can      
access specialist support to help them find and stay in work, and 
bring in a national programme to raise employers’ awareness of 
the skills and potential of autistic people . Currently on 32% of 
people with autism are in some kind of work. You can find out 
more about the campaign via this link.  

 

Tuesday 

Urgent questions are a means by which MPs can demand a Minister comes to the House of Commons to 
answer a question. Applications have to be made through Mr. Speaker who then decides which requests 
to grant. Like statements, urgent questions are granted at very short notice, although it is often possible 
to tell which issues are likely to be raised. On Tuesday, an urgent question was asked about the decision 
by the Home Secretary not to grant a public inquiry into events at Orgreave during the Miners’ Strike in 
1984. The exchanges were particularly angry given the understanding many campaigners had had prior to 
this decision that an inquiry would be given the green light. 

 

The Home Office Minister, Brandon Lewis MP set out the reasons why the Home Secretary had decided 
against an inquiry; 

Brandon Lewis MP (Minister for Policing and the Fire Service): Despite the forceful accounts and           
arguments provided by the campaigners about the effect that these events had on them, ultimately there 
were no deaths or wrongful convictions. In addition, the policing landscape and the wider criminal justice 
system have changed fundamentally since 1984, with significant changes in the oversight of policing at 
every level, including major reforms to criminal procedure, changes to public order policing and practice, 
stronger external scrutiny and greater local accountability. There are few lessons to be learned from a    
review of the events and practices of three decades ago. This is a very important consideration when l   
ooking at the necessity for an inquiry or independent review. Taking these considerations into account, we 
do not believe that establishing any kind of inquiry is required in the wider public interest or for any other 
reason. 

In response, Andy Burnham MP, who requested the urgent question,     
returned to the understanding that an inquiry was likely to be granted; 

The Minister attended a positive meeting with campaigners in early     
September. We left the meeting with the clear impression that it was not 
a question of whether there would be an inquiry, but of what form the 
inquiry would take. Indeed, the next day The Times reported on its front 
page that Whitehall sources had said there would be an inquiry. Did the 
Home Secretary or her advisers authorise this briefing, and what 
changed after it was given? In retrospect, does the Minister now con-
cede that it was utterly cruel to give those campaigners false hope in 
that way? Yesterday, we were hit with a bombshell, but today we dust ourselves down and we give notice 
to this Government that we will never give up this fight. 

http://www.autism.org.uk/get-involved/tmi.aspx
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-11-01/debates/1BD56011-338E-4F6B-866A-A1619F5DDB9C/Orgreave
https://goo.gl/gqUTwG
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To get in touch, write to me at: 47 Nolton Street  Bridgend, CF31 3AA   Call:  01656 750002 
Email: moonm@parliament.uk 

Facebook: http://www.facebook.com/madeleine.moon; or visit www. madeleinemoonmp.com 
 

Leveson 

Several constituents have written to me about the growing concern that part of the recommendations of 
the Leveson Inquiry into issues relating to the press including phone hacking have not been implemented. 
This includes Section 40 of the Crime and Courts Act. Newspapers who join a regulator which has been 
formally recognised by the independent Press Regulatory Panel would not have to pay the costs to the 
winning side if they were to lose a court case. Section 40 is designed to act as an incentive for publishers 
to join a regulator. Up until now, only one regulator has sought formal recognition and section 40, while 
exists in law, has not been invoked by the Secretary of State. The Secretary of State came to the House on 
Tuesday to explain the delay and announced a public consultation (which if you would like to make a    
submission is available here). Ben Bradshaw MP questioned the Secretary of State on the need for the      
consultation; 

I thought I was going to welcome the Secretary of State’s statement, because she explained in clear detail 
why the incentives contained in section 40 are essential to the Leveson recommendations, which this 
House approved overwhelmingly in the royal charter and which, as she said, are already in law—and we 
now have a recognised regulator. But she went on to say that rather than commencing section 40, the 
Government were just going to consider it further. Why does she not just do the right thing by the victims 
and commence the legislation that this House and the House of Lords have already passed? 

Karen Bradley MP (Secretary of State for Culture, Media and Sport): What I said is that we are going to 
consult; it is a 10-week consultation, and it is very clearly about part 2 of the Leveson inquiry and the    
commencement of section 40. I want to hear all views in that consultation.  

Wednesday 

When MPs are newly elected, they are prevented from speaking on the floor of the House until they have 
made their maiden speech. These speeches traditionally take the form of a tribute to the MP’s              
predecessor and to introduce their constituency, but take place during debates. On Wednesday, it was 
the turn of Tracy Brabin, the new MP for Batley and Spen who was elected following the tragic death of Jo 
Cox earlier this year. Tracy talked movingly about her friend Jo and how she intends to build on her work; 

I was not elected in a conventional way, and it was in the darkest of circumstances, through the loss of my 
friend and inspiration Jo Cox, that I came to be here. What happened was not only 
an attack on a woman, a family and a community; it was an assault on the principles 
and basis of our democracy. That is why I must first pay tribute to all the political 
parties that did not stand in the by-election out of respect. There will be many occa-
sions when I passionately disagree with them about a whole host of issues, but today 
is not that day. 

It was in her maiden speech that Jo said that, “what surprises me time and time 
again as I travel around the constituency is that we are far more united and have far 
more in common than that which divides us.”—[Official Report, 3 June 2015; Vol. 
596, c. 675.]  

It was true then and it is even more the case now. We will never forget the difference 
that Jo has made and, through her legacy, continues to make. She was and is unforgettable. One gentle-
man from the     community reflected, “Jo was a small woman with a big kick.” I witnessed that kick cam-
paigning alongside Jo and the community to successfully defend Batley and Birstall’s local libraries. 

 

http://www.madeleinemoonmp.com/
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-11-01/debates/F317A5B6-3B88-4FB5-A02A-336426B79AE6/PressMatters
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/564508/Consultation_on_the_Leveson_Inquiry_and_its_implementation.pdf
https://goo.gl/xJf8zJ
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-11-02/debates/D1A2C966-A2FD-47F1-9098-C267C813B5F6/PoliceOfficerSafety
https://goo.gl/OsCYTu
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/column?VolumeNumber=596&ColumnNumber=675&House=1
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/column?VolumeNumber=596&ColumnNumber=675&House=1
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 Thursday 

In a week of Urgent Questions, the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs took its turn to 
come to the House to face a question following a defeat in the High Court over air quality in the UK. Neil 
Parish MP, who tabled the question, outlined the problem; 

This is the second time the Government have lost in the 
courts on the issue of air quality in 18 months: they need to 
take this matter very seriously. The problem causes up to 
50,000 deaths a year—more than 20 times the number killed 
in road accidents. It is a silent killer.  

In April, the Environment, Food and Rural Affairs Committee 
report on air quality called for all councils to have the power 
and the funding to implement clean air zones. Will the      
Government make that  commitment? 

The Government have to look at getting the worst diesel vehi-
cles off our roads quickly. Will the Department consider financial incentives, such as a scrappage scheme 
and changes to the vehicle tax system? Those changes would have to be made via the Treasury, because 
successive Governments have been  encouraging diesels. That has to be reversed. 

Local authorities are often held responsible for implementing measures at the 
local level, but with budget cuts and balancing priorities, this is not always easy, 
a point I raised with the Minister; 

I feel some sympathy for the Minister, who is having to deal with this issue today, 
because the problem lies with the Treasury rather than with her Department. I 
have to say, however, that it is a little rich to place this responsibility on local   
authorities when they are already so cash-starved and struggling to provide         
education and social care services. Is it not time for the Treasury to stand up and 
tackle this issue by providing the funds that are so desperately needed? 

 

Monday 

The main issue of the day was Brexit and the Government’s response to the High Court ruling last Thurs-
day that Parliament should have a vote prior to the Government invoking Article 50.  

Before the statement by the Secretary of State for Exiting the EU, I received some good news from the 
Ministry of Defence on access to gliding lessons for air cadets in Wales. Earlier this year, the Ministry of 
Defence announced that the Volunteer Gliding Squadrons in Wales would be disbanded, meaning that air 
cadets in Wales would have to travel miles across the border into Gloucestershire for lessons. I joined 
forces with Bryon Davies (MP for Gower) to challenge the MOD’s plans.  We met the Minister last week to 
discuss the issue and happily he used Defence Questions to announce some good news; 

The hon. Member for Gower (Byron Davies) and I have been campaigning to bring opportunities to air ca-
dets in Wales to experience gliding in Wales. We were promised at a meeting in the Ministry of Defence 
last week that a decision was pending. Is it good news or bad news? 

Mark Lancaster (Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State): It is good news. The hon. Lady and my hon. 
Friend the Member for Gower (Byron Davies) have been absolute champions when it comes to pursuing 
the opportunity for cadets in Wales to glide in Wales, so I am pleased to announce that I will facilitate 
summer gliding camps at St Athan on a trial basis next summer, with a view to continuing them in future. 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-11-03/debates/E6A3169C-3518-4CE4-B5AF-8EAE5C895F1A/AirQuality
https://goo.gl/JL9Sk6
https://goo.gl/IYXH60
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No week goes by without Brexit featuring in the House of Commons and this week was no exception. The 
news that the High Court had found against the Government last Thursday guaranteed that the Secretary 
of State for Exiting the EU, David Davies MP, would come to the House to explain. He set out the          
Government’s position and that of the Court; 

David Davies MP: Let me now turn to the issues at hand this week. Legal action was taken to challenge 
the Government on the proper process for triggering article 50. We have always been of the clear view 
that this is a matter for the Government, and that it is constitutionally proper and lawful to give effect to 
the referendum result by the use of prerogative powers. As I have said, the basis on which the referendum 
was held was that the Government would give effect to the result of that referendum. That was the basis 
on which people were asked to vote. 

Our argument in the High Court was that decisions on the making and withdrawal from treaties are clear 
examples of the use of the royal prerogative, and that Parliament, while having a role in the process, 
which I will come on to, has not constrained the use of the prerogative to withdraw from the EU. Our     
position in the case was that the Government were therefore entitled to invoke the procedure set out in 
article 50. The Court has, however, come to a different view. It held that the Government do not have the         
prerogative power to give notice under article 50 without legislation authorising them to do so. 

Until the Government’s appeal is heard against the ruling is heard, which is thought to be in early          
December, it is not certain what will happen next including what role Parliament will have. The debate 
which followed the statement ranged widely; covering concerns about press reaction to the judgement , 
the independence of the judiciary and what this means for the Government’s negotiating position. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Keir Starmer, the Shadow Secretary of State for Exiting the EU, summarised some of these concerns; 

Turning to the approach that the Secretary of State has set out, it is clear that the Government intend to 
appeal last week’s ruling. Clearly, legally, they are entitled to do so, but would it not be better for the   
Government to stand back and ask whether it is right to continue with the approach they are taking? No 
one expects the Government to reveal the detail of their negotiating hand, but there are big headline    
issues that matter to everyone in every part of the UK. What relationship with the single market are the 
Government aiming for? What is the opening stance on the customs union? How do the Government    
envisage our future co-operation with EU partners in combating terrorism and serious crime? Do the    
Government have a plan for transitional arrangements in March 2019? These basic questions require 
clear answers. 

There is a mandate to leave. We will not frustrate the process by voting down article 50, but we cannot 
have a debate in a vacuum. The future relationship of the UK with our EU partners is at stake. The future 
relationship of the UK in the world is at stake. 

 

 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-11-07/debates/C59A3B55-6FB3-455D-B704-F8B1BF5A5AF5/Article50
https://goo.gl/cJNi2x


In a busy debate, I was able to put a question to the Secretary of State; 

Madeleine Moon MP: Does the Secretary of State accept that people voted to leave or to remain for all 
sorts of reasons? When they read that question on the ballot paper, however, very few of them wanted to 
vote to reduce the power of the judiciary to hold the overweening power of the Executive to account. Very 
few of them voted to reduce parliamentary democracy and the right of Parliament to discuss Government 
policy. Is it not therefore right that the Government come back to this House and seek authority to trigger 
article 50? 

David Davies MP: We have done none of those things. The simple truth is we are waiting on the       
judgment, and we will obey what the Court says. 

 

Tuesday 

The Parliamentary week ended with a backbench debate on veterans and service personnel, timed to   
coincide with Remembrance Day.  This year, the Royal British Legion has adopted the theme of ‘Rethink 
Remembrance,’ the idea being to challenge the commonly held view that the poppy, and Remembrance 
Day, are associated only with the First and Second World Wars and elderly veterans. That is not to say the 
origins of the poppy and the sacrifices made in the past are not important, but to underline that our 
Armed Forces should know that no matter the decade nor the conflict, we will remember. The campaign 
includes some short films, which Stephen Doughty MP, used his speech to explain (the films are available 
through this link).  

The legion has put out four very moving 60-second films featuring the experiences of a younger generation 
of armed forces members. In each film, a story of conflict or injury is narrated by a second world war vet-
eran aged between 88 and 97, in military dress, some proudly wearing their berets and medals. At the end 
it is revealed that the stories belong not to the speaker, but to a younger veteran or member of the armed 
forces aged between 29 and 34. Those films have been released to emphasise the commonality in the ex-
periences of veterans from age to age. The legion is urging people to support the poppy appeal this year in 
aid of younger veterans as well as older ones. 

Let me relate a couple of the stories. Roy Miller, 92, a Navy veteran from Wallington in London, narrates 
the experiences of Stewart Harris, 32, who served in 1st Battalion the Welsh Guards for 13 years. Stewart 
Harris got remarkable help from ABF The Soldiers’ Charity when his family was burgled in 2014. He 
suffered brain damage and was left blind in his right eye and partially deaf after the Mastiff vehicle in 
which he was travelling was hit by an improvised explosive device in Afghanistan in 2012. He suffered from 
post-traumatic stress disorder and said, his words being spoken by the older veteran, “I was so low, I was 
shouting at the kids, getting angry at my wife. I begged her to leave me. I felt alone, helpless. I was taught 
that soldiers don’t discuss feelings.”  

 

The Legion’s campaign is also about fundraising to support veterans and their 
families; I had the chance to support this in Parliament, joining the annual 
static bike ride in Portcullis House. 90 MPs pedalled for 5 minutes each to help 
support the campaign.  

As I member of the Defence Select Committee, I am reminded on a daily basis 
that at the heart of our work are the personnel who serve whether it be the 
equipment they use, the support they receive on operations, how their      
families are looked after or how the Government distributes the defence 
budget.   
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https://goo.gl/LiJPo0
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-11-08/debates/047EA2AA-DAE5-47BD-9A35-D7BC153F89A8/VeteransAndServicePersonnel
http://www.britishlegion.org.uk/poppy-appeal-2016/?utm_source=bing&utm_medium=cpc&utm_campaign=PX%20-%20Bing%20-%20TRBL%20Brand&utm_term=royal%20british%20legion&utm_content=Brand%20-%20Pure


 

Help save KPC Youth – Donate on 29 November 2016! 

Away from Parliament, in the constituency last week I met the KPC Youth Project Development Manager, 
Alison Mawby to discuss the future of the youth club. The youth club, KPCY has been operating for nearly 
16 years in Pyle, but its buildings are now in desperate need of repair. At the same time, funding             
opportunities are now becoming scarce. Alison  explained that the situation has now become critical, time 
is   running out and without help now, the club faces an uncertain future. 

 

The centre provides a wide variety of opportunities to young 
people from mentoring to computing from table tennis to     
social and soft skills. Prior to the opening of KPC Youth anti 
social behaviour and drugs use were major problems within 
the community.  Now young people have a safe and sup-
portive environment in which to socialise and develop during 
their adolescence. I have visited the centre on a number of      
occasions; it is always full of young people taking part in a 
range of activities and somewhere full of energy and                  
creativity. I hope its future can be secured so that future        
generations can have the same enjoyment. 

 

KPCY are taking part in the The Christmas Challenge to raise 
funds for repairs and to keep the centre open. I know at this 
time of year money is tight with Christmas approaching, but 
every donation made during The Christmas Challenge will be 
doubled. 

 

The Christmas Challenge offers supporters of participating charities the opportunity to have their dona-
tion doubled by making a donation via the KPCY page on the Big Give website—https://
secure.thebiggive.org.uk/projects/view/25620. The campaign goes live on 29 November.  

 

KPC Youth & Community  has signed up to the Big Give Xmas Challenge for this year - and are currently 
through to Stage 2 of their Application, with the aim of raising £10K to help with the core costs of running 
their project supporting young people and local unemployed in our area. 

You can find out more and support KPC Youth by visiting their website: www.kpcyouth.com  
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