
THIS WEEK IN PARLIAMENT– 5 - 9 December, 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 

All eyes were turned across Parliament Square to the Supreme Court on Monday for the 
start of the Government’s appeal against the High Court’s ruling that Parliament has to be 
consulted before Article 50 is invoked. Monday afternoon in the Chamber wasn’t without its 
controversy however with the consideration of the Children and Social Work Bill. The Bill 
started its journey in the House of Lords, where it was amended heavily in response to         
concerns that some of its provisions, would mean children’s services being to all intents and 
purposes privatised. The Minister gave an assurance that this was not the intention, but it 
remains to be seen whether the clauses removed by the Lords are put back in when the Bill  
is discussed in the Committee Stage.   

Angela Rayner (Ashton-under-Lyne, Lab): A 
new report by LaingBuisson for the                         
Department for Education, which was               
published only last Friday, considered the           
options of outsourcing and developing           
markets in children’s social services. That is pri-
vatisation by  another name. Quite simply, it 
would be not just the wrong                                 
solution, but no solution at all. 

Following the excellent work of my noble 
Friends and others in the other place, the       

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 

While some legislation is being discussed by Parliament, there is a real sense of the calm  
before the storm of dealing with the legislation which is likely to be required once the          
outcome of the Government’s appeal to the Supreme Court on Brexit is known.  I travelled 
to Washington very early on Sunday morning to begin a round of meetings at the US          
Defence University with leaders of countries delegations to the NATO PA then on to the           
Library of Congress to discuss Intelligence and Security issues. A heavy week but with little 
insight into the direction and plans of the Trump administration. At the end of the                  
Intelligence and Security form I questioned why we were not being more open with each of 
our populations on the risks we are facing from daily cyber and terrorism threats.  It was 
good to come home to hear the head of MI6 on the news giving such a speech. 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-05/debates/F3215438-F9D3-43FA-854E-5EA519D838DD/ChildrenAndSocialWorkBill(Lords)
https://goo.gl/wBi8gU
mailto:madeleine.moon.mp@parliament.uk
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clauses that would have allowed local authorities to derogate from their existing legal obligations are no 
longer in the Bill. However, given the seriousness of the proposals and the timing of that report, I must ask 
the Secretary of State’s Department to think again and guarantee to this House that the Government will 
not seek to use the Bill as a vehicle to privatise children’s social services. 

In his reply to the debate, the Minister,  Edward Timpson, was unequivocal; 

I want to be clear: we do not want to privatise protection services for children. We will not privatise child 
protection services. There are already clear legislative restrictions on the outsourcing of children’s social 
care functions, and it was never our intention to use the power to innovate to revisit those. To put that     
beyond doubt, however, we tabled clarificatory amendments in the other place. 

EVEL explained 

Only one part of this Bill relates to Wales (on care and adoption proceedings), so it is likely that a process 
called EVEL will apply in part. EVEL means English Votes for English Laws and is a relatively new process , 
which was introduced in October 2015 (it was a manifesto commitment of the Conservatives at the 2015           
General Election).  

The aim is to address what is called the West Lothian Question; whether MPs from Northern Ireland, 
Scotland and Wales, sitting in the House of Commons of the United Kingdom, should be able to vote on 
matters that affect only England, while MPs from England are unable to vote on matters that have been 
devolved to the Northern Ireland Assembly, the Scottish Parliament and the Welsh Assembly.  

In practice, it means that bills relating to England only or England and Wales only are subject to a slightly 
different procedure. The Speaker decides on a bill by bill basis whether it will apply. To give a simple          
example, when an England-only bill reaches the committee stage, that committee is only comprised of 
MPs representing English constituencies. Then when a Bill returns to the House we all vote on the motion 
then the non English votes are  subtracted to get the decision.  There were concerns that it looked as 
though English MP's were more diligent in voting than those from devolved administrations.  The system 
is not without its critics; not least because it creates a level of complication in the legislative process that 
few have a clear understanding of.  

Tuesday  

Justice Questions on Tuesday morning covered a range of issues from prison officer safety to the worrying 
increase in the number of suicides in prisons. One exchange however highlighted the impact of new          
technologies but a rather old-fashioned response; 

Yasmin Qureshi (Bolton South East, Lab): The Ministry states in the 
White Paper that it will trial the inclusion of prison co-ordinates in 
no-fly zones to prevent banned items from being dropped into         
prisons. How will that work in practice and what is being done now 
to reduce demand for banned items in prisons? 

Liz Truss (Secretary of State for Justice):  The Under-Secretary of 
State for Justice, my hon. Friend the Member for East Surrey (Mr 
Gyimah), who is responsible for prisons, is working with drone  
manufacturers and leading a cross-Government taskforce to get in 
place the technology needed to do that. We are also employing  
solutions such as installing extra netting. Last week I was at HMP 
Pentonville, which now has patrol dogs whose barking helps to        
deter drones. We are using all sorts of  solutions to deal with           
contraband entering our prisons. 

https://goo.gl/bmkKab
https://goo.gl/gS7A6u
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Facebook: http://www.facebook.com/madeleine.moon; or visit www. madeleinemoonmp.com 
 

Trains 

Train travel emerged as a theme of the week with two debates in the Chamber; one on Monday                         
afternoon in response to an urgent question about the ongoing woes on services operated by Southern 
Trains and on Tuesday, an urgent question about plans to restructure Network Rail.   

Andy McDonald MP (Middlesborough, Lab): Private 
companies will only engage with the Secretary of 
State’s plans if they believe that they will be able to 
extract yet further value from Britain’s railways at the 
expense of taxpayers and commuters. Not only does 
this mean poor value for the public, but it also risks 

compromising on safety. The last time the Tories           
privatised the rail tracks it resulted in a series of fatal 
accidents, which led to the creation of Network Rail in 
the first place. Now the Secretary of State wants to 
start us on a slippery slope back to the bad old days of 
Railtrack, with profit-chasing companies being           
entrusted with the safety-critical role of being responsible for our rail infrastructure. Has he not learned 
the lessons of Railtrack, or is he simply choosing to ignore them? Why does he expect things to be different 
this time? 

Chris Grayling (Secretary of State for Transport): This is not rocket science. If the trains are being run 
from over here and the tracks from over there, when things go wrong we get two separate teams waving 
contracts at each other rather than working together. Of course our railways do not maximise their         
potential. This is about forging teamwork on the ground to respond to challenges, to plan better and to 
deliver a better service to passengers. That is what we should all be aspiring to. Moving the deckchairs 
around, renationalising the railways and taking away hundreds of millions of pounds a year of investment 
in new trains from the private sector would take our railways backwards and make the travelling public 
worse off. This is a sign that, as always, the Labour party has not made it into the modern world. 

Albert Owen (Ynys Môn, Lab): My constituency and the north Wales line are covered 
by two major franchises, Wales and borders, and west coast; by two Governments, the 
Welsh Government and the UK Government; and by Network Rail. In future, under the 
Secretary of State’s plans, who would be responsible for safety? Has he spoken to the 

Welsh Government about that? 

 

Chris Grayling: Today’s announcement is predominantly about England, because, as the hon. Gentleman 
knows, the Welsh Government are taking the lead in designing the franchise. I know that they have      
sympathy with this view, because they are pathfinders at the moment in securing bids from integrated 
consortiums for the proposed Cardiff metro service, but I will discuss this with the Welsh Government, as I 
have regular conversations with them. I hope that they may want to build on some of the things we are 
seeking to do in England. 

Wednesday 

The main event on Wednesday was the debate on an Opposition  motion on Brexit. Before that, Prime 
Ministers’ Questions had a different look than usual; David Lidington (Leader of the House) took on the  

http://www.madeleinemoonmp.com/
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-06/debates/16120653000001/RailInfrastructure(TrainOperatingCompanies)
https://goo.gl/63MBcY
https://goo.gl/omyrce
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-07/debates/5F04768D-78CD-40DD-9F92-C1259426F8BE/Engagements
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-07/debates/5F04768D-78CD-40DD-9F92-C1259426F8BE/Engagements
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role of PM in the absence of Theresa May, 
Emily    Thornberry (Shadow Foreign                      
Secretary) stood in for  Jeremy Corbyn. 
Rounds of applause are not something 
heard very often in the Chamber, but a 
question by MP Bob Blackman (Harrow East, 
Con) prompted a spontaneous                     
response; 

 

 

In 1943, a 16-year-old girl was  forcibly taken to Auschwitz-Birkenau, where she witnessed the horrors of 
the death camps. On  liberation, she came to this country with her mother. She raised a  family and         
became a nurse. She dedicated her life to making sure the people of this country and  beyond know the 
horrors of the holocaust. Last week, that lady turned 90. Kitty Hart-Moxon is with us today at Prime       
Minister’s   Question Time. [Applause.] Will my right hon. Friend join me, and I think the whole House, in 
wishing Kitty a very happy belated birthday, and thank her for her lifetime of dedication to raising this           
important issue? Will he also pay tribute to the  Holocaust Educational Trust, which does everything          
possible to ensure we all remember and bear witness to the horrors of the worst part of the 20th century? 

David Lidington: First, I am grateful to my hon. Friend for raising this important issue. I would like to 

join him in marking the achievements of Kitty Hart-Moxon and the Holocaust Educational Trust. I can    
never forget the impact of discovering, as a schoolboy, that two of the boys in my class had fathers who 
survived Auschwitz. It is only a couple of generations ago that Europe was plunged into this unspeakable 
horror. It is important that not just the Holocaust Educational Trust but all of us play our part in ensuring 
that the memory of the holocaust lives on, and that the wider lessons of that dark period in our history are 
learned. I would be grateful for the support of all Members, right across the House from all political      
parties, in working together to ensure that that vital work continues. 

The Government’s Plan for Brexit 

Opposition parties in the House of Commons have an allocation of slots for debates; the number of slots 
being determined by the size the party. The subject of the debate and the motion is the choice of the  
party, although the Government can choose to propose an amendment to that motion. These debates 
usually end in a division. In this context, the Opposition Day debate on Wednesday afternoon revolved 
around a Labour motion  which in essence recognised the referendum result but ‘calls on the Prime         
Minister to commit to publishing the Government’s plan for leaving the EU before Article 50 is invoked.’ 
The Government tabled an amendment  ‘and further calls on the Government to invoke Article 50 by 31 
March 2017.’ The combination of the two, confirmed by a large vote in favour and while not binding, is 
seen as Parliamentary approval for the timetable proposed by the Government. It does also mean         
Parliament has established a role in scrutinising the Government’s plan, although this is separate from 
any verdict from the Supreme Court.  

As I was in the Intelligence Security Forum I was not in the House for this vote. The debate around this motion 
demonstrated again the variety of opinion across the House about the way forward.  I haven’t picked out 
any particular examples; the House remains divided and I am sure  someone will disagree with the            
examples I pick. You can read the debate here or if you prefer, you can watch it here.  
 

https://goo.gl/K4Gs2q
https://goo.gl/K4Gs2q
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-07/debates/CA09D9B2-9634-41C8-8979-8B9CD82DBB8F/TheGovernmentSPlanForBrexit
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-07/debates/CA09D9B2-9634-41C8-8979-8B9CD82DBB8F/TheGovernmentSPlanForBrexit
https://goo.gl/OZEMhU


THIS  WEEK IN PARLIAMENT MADELEINE MOON Page 5 

                                                                                                                             

Thursday 

Thursday afternoons in the Chamber are given over to Backbench Business debates. Backbench MPs can 
put forward subjects of debates to a committee of MPs who then choose what will be debated. The      
nature of this process means that the subjects discussed are often more consensual in nature and attract 
contributions that might not be made during other debates. Thursday afternoon was no exception with a 
debate to mark International Day for the Elimination of Violence against Women and the contribution of 
Michelle Thomson (the independent MP for Edinburgh West).  

I am going to relay an event that happened to me many years ago. I want to 
give a very personal perspective to help people, both in this place and        
outside, understand one element of sexual violence against women. When I 
was 14, I was raped. As is common, it was by somebody who was known to 
me. He had offered to walk me home from a youth event. In those days,    
everybody walked everywhere—it was quite common. It was early evening. It 
was not dark. I was wearing— I am imagining and guessing—jeans and a 
sweatshirt. I knew my way around where I lived— I was very comfortable—
and we went a slightly differently way, but I did not think anything of it. He 
told me that he wanted to show me something in a wooded area. At that 
point, I must admit that I was alarmed. I did have a warning bell, but I            
overrode that warning bell because I knew him and, therefore, there was a 

level of trust in place. To be honest, looking back at that point, I do not think I knew what rape was. It was 
not something that was talked about. My mother never talked to me about it, and I did not hear other 
girls or women talking about it. 

It had a huge effect on me and it fundamentally—and fatally—undermined my self-esteem, my             
confidence and my sense of self-worth. Despite this, I am blessed in my life: I have been happily married 
for 25 years. But if this was the effect of one small, albeit significant, event in my life stage, how must it be 
for those women who are carrying it on a day-by-day basis?  

She was followed by another contribution which summed up the debate; 

Mims Davies (Eastleigh, Con): Many statistics have been cited to describe the truly enormous amount of 
work that needs to be done. However, these are not just statistics; they are mothers, daughters, sisters, 
nieces, friends and colleagues. If we are truly to end violence against women and girls, we need to make 
sure that there is no part of the world, state or society where the abuse of women is allowed, and no lack 
of laws, laws left unused or inappropriate laws that mean such abuse is allowed. We need to crush the 
human trafficking gangs, and we need to strengthen our institutional resolve to fight violence in this  
country. More needs to be done so that no sister is left behind, or, even worse, ever feels that she is left 
so.  

Elephants 

Away from the Chamber, a debate in Westminster Hall on Thursday afternoon in response to a petition 
calling for the ivory trade in the UK to be shut down highlighted the critical state of the world’s elephant 
population and the need for action. The Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs is due to 

consult on how to close the domestic market in ivory down in the New Year. I tabled a written question 
to pin down exactly when (see below), but as was the case in the Minister’s reply to this debate, no date 
has yet been offered ; 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/Commons/2016-12-08/debates/E44C950D-B3DF-4C11-924E-B1C62D565709/UNInternationalDayViolenceAgainstWomen?highlight=Michelle%20Thomson#contribution-E887467D-3CE3-4C1C-8EBA-49FE0A09EEAB
https://goo.gl/LYaxLX
https://goo.gl/xktwzK
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-08/debates/F3DE3167-F245-494B-97A6-622E66F642F1/UKIvoryTrade


To ask the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, when the consultation on bans 
of sales of items containing ivory dated between 1947 and the present day will start; how long people will 
be given to respond to that consultation; and if she will make a statement.  

Dr. Therese Coffey (Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State): The Government will consult on the ban on 
sales of items containing ivory dated between 1947 and the present day early next year as a first step in 
meeting the manifesto commitment to press for a total ban on ivory sales. Details of the consultation    
duration will be announced in due course.  

Jeremy Lefroy (Stafford, Con): The elephant population in 
sub-Saharan Africa has declined dramatically over the past 
decade. It is estimated that some 30%—perhaps 144,000—
have disappeared in the past seven years, substantially as a 
result of poaching. Estimates of the remaining population 
vary, but there are perhaps as few as 400,000 to 450,000. 
This is an emergency that requires emergency action. 

The Conservative party manifestos in 2010 and 2015    
committed to ending the ivory trade in the UK. We call on 
the Government to fulfil that commitment. They took an 
important step with the Secretary of State’s                             
announcement in September of a ban on modern-day     
ivory sales, and I welcome that, but we need to go much 
further. My plea today is for the Government to do what the  Governments of the United States and 
France have almost done—and what stands clearly in our manifesto—and bring an end to the trade in the 
UK.  

Pauline Latham (Mid Derbyshire, Con): On 21 September 2016, the UK announced a possible ban on the 
sale of worked ivory produced after 1947; works before that date would be considered antiques. The ban 
will be consulted on next year, but that is not soon enough. There is evidence that legislation can            
successfully combat the illegal killing of elephants. In the US, the  introduction of a near-total federal ban 
on ivory sales in July 2016 is already working well. Crucially, it also has support from the antiques industry; 
Sotheby’s called the move “manageable”, and stated that even when stricter legislation has been           
implemented, it has continued to operate successfully. The regulatory situation in the US indicates that the 
introduction of legislation in the UK could be effective. However, beyond that, a stronger sign is needed 
that more can and should be done and that more elephants can be saved without harming UK businesses.  

In her reply, the Minister outlined that a consultation would take place; 

Dr. Therese Coffey (Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State): We will also consult on putting into                   
legislation our existing administrative ban on exports of raw ivory. In June, the UK pushed the European 
Council to urge all member states to end the trade in raw ivory in its conclusions, although they are yet to 
be implemented by many member states. The Council conclusions also considered other measures to go 
further. I assure hon. Members that our plan means that the UK will have some of the strictest rules            
governing ivory trade in the world. It is part of our manifesto commitment to press for a total ban.  

The currently legal trade is only one part of the picture. We need a truly global response to all aspects of 
the problem if we are successfully to end the poaching crisis, and the UK leads the way in several of those 
areas. Just last week, I met CITES secretary-general John Scanlon, who commended the UK’s excellent 
work in leading the international illegal wildlife trade agenda and cited the 2014 London conference as a 
turning point for action. We provided financial and practical support to Vietnam to host the recent illegal 
wildlife trade conference in Hanoi, which built on the 2014 London conference, and we supported its suc-
cessor in Botswana in 2016. To maintain global momentum, the UK will host the next high-level event in 
London in 2018.  
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International Human Rights Day Blog 

International Human Rights Day falls on December 10. It 
was established to commemorate the day on which the 
United Nations General Assembly adopted the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights in 1948. In 1950, the UN 
General Assembly passed resolution 423 (V), inviting all 
States and interested  organisations to observe 10            
December as Human Rights Day. The theme this year is 
‘Stand up for someone’s rights today!’ There will be a 
debate on Monday in the House to mark this, but this 
week I joined forces  with Amnesty International to support their work and published a blog to highlight 
the case of one individual, Ilham Tothi. The blog is copied below; 

Every year Human Rights Day, which commemorates the adoption of the UN Universal Declaration of  
Human Rights, reminds us of how important universal rights are. For everyone, everywhere. But sadly so 
many people all over the world still have their rights abused and violated. 

As the Vice Chair of the All-Party Parliamentary Group on China, I follow closely the human rights          
situation there and want to use Human Rights Day to highlight the case of Ilham Tothi, an economics   
professor at Central University for Nationalities in Beijing, founder of Uighur Online website and a well-
known critic of China’s ethnic and religious policy in the Xinjiang Uighur Autonomous Region (XUAR).    
Ilham Tothi is one of five that Amnesty International is prioritising as part of its annual Write for Rights 
Campaign, where supporters all over the world write messages of hope to people whose rights have 
been abused; or messages to those in authority, urging them to stop the abuse. 

Ilham was first taken away from his home on 15 January 2014 and was later charged with ‘separatism’, a 
charge often used against Uighurs who speak out against human rights violations. He was held                      
incommunicado for over 5 months. He first had access to his lawyers in June 2015, by which point he had 
lost 16kg, had been denied food for a period of 10 days and had had his feet shackled for more than 20 
days. He has suffered harassment from other prisoners. His health has deteriorated but he has received a 
medical examination. His wife, Guzelnur, is under constant surveillance. Uighurs have long been the     
target for systematic and extensive human rights violations; including arbitrary detention and                 
imprisonment, serious restrictions on religious freedom and restrictions on the use of the Uighur               
language. Demonstrations are often met with a violent police response and websites documenting              
abuses are regularly shutdown. 

Here in the UK we take so many rights and freedoms for granted, but Human Rights Day provides us with 
an opportunity to remember that people all over the world are still fighting for their rights – we must 
stand in solidarity with them and do all we can to promote and protect human rights, both here in the UK 
and across the world. Join me and take action in support of Ilham here: 
https://write.amnesty.org.uk/write-for-rights/action/ilham-tohti-china   

Parliament in 1900 

To finish on a brighter note, a collection of photographs taken by Sir Benjamin Stone in 1900 have           
recently been digitised and put online by the Parliamentary Archives. You can view them alongside           
photographs of the present day. Needless to say that the building itself has changed very little over the 
course of the last 120 years, but the people certainly have. One picture in particular of a group of             
gentleman in top hats all sporting moustaches and ladies in long dresses on the terrace is not a sight you 
are likely to see these days. All of the images are available here. 

 

http://www.standup4humanrights.org/en/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/parliamentary-archives/explore-guides-to-documentary-archive-/image-gallery/stone-photographs/groups/hc-detail11111/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/parliamentary-archives/explore-guides-to-documentary-archive-/image-gallery/stone-photographs/groups/hc-detail11111/

