
THIS WEEK IN PARLIAMENT– 12-20  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 

Everyone will recognise Mr. Speaker’s voice and his role in chairing debates on the floor of 
the House. He can’t however be everywhere all of the time, so he is supported by  two          
deputies and what is known as the Panel of Chairs. The Panel is comprised of backbench 
MPs who can be called upon to chair debates in Westminster Hall and bill committees. I 
joined the panel in this Parliament, so a couple of times a month, my role is reversed; I chair         
debates (or in some cases act as referee) and enforce the rules of the House.  These rules 
include letting the Chair know in advance that you want to speak, arriving for a debate on 
time, not referring  to another member as ‘you;’ in the Parliamentary context, you refers to 
the Speaker/Chair and not having conversations across the Chamber.  

On Monday afternoon, I chaired a festive themed debate on a petition calling for shops to 
close on Boxing Day.  

Helen Jones MP (Warrington North, Lab) who led the debate 
questioned what seems to have become our national                
obsession;  

It is a pleasure to be here under your chairmanship, Mrs 
Moon. I confess that, being a bit long in the tooth, I can         
remember when Boxing day closure was the norm; it was a 
bank holiday, and nobody thought of doing anything other 
than closing. Certainly all big stores were closed, and people 

stayed at home with their family. In fact, I am old enough to remember when the new year 
sales actually began in the new year, after 1 January. People stayed at home, and if they 
wanted to go to the sales, they went later on—and here’s the thing: nobody starved to 
death. The world did not run out of cheap televisions. Nor did the country run out of supplies 
of winter coats and boots at reduced prices. 
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London 
SW1A 0AA 
Westminster: 020 7219 0814 
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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 

This is the final edition of This Week in Parliament for 2016. Thank you to everyone 
who has sent their comments; please feel free to get in touch  with your feedback 
and questions. The House returns on 9 January, the next edition will be available at the end 
of that week. It leaves me just to wish you and your family a  very Happy Christmas and New 
Year.  

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-12/debates/11A5F923-B176-464D-8C10-6DAEBB4A3F30/RetailStoreClosureBoxingDay
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-12/debates/11A5F923-B176-464D-8C10-6DAEBB4A3F30/RetailStoreClosureBoxingDay
https://goo.gl/vXhvKF
mailto:madeleine.moon.mp@parliament.uk
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When I first realised that people were shopping on Boxing day, I would look at people going to the              
supermarket, and the queues, and would think, “For heaven’s sake, get a life.” However, I have moved 
from indifference to anger, because all the evidence shows that poorly paid retail workers are being        
exploited to fuel a national obsession—a debt-fuelled shopping binge that, in the end, does no one any 
real good. As my family will tell you, Mrs Moon, I can shop with the best of them, but if my shopping on 
Boxing day is done at the expense of some of the lowest-paid workers in the community, something has to 
give way. 

If people get Christmas day off, they often find that they are unable to enjoy it fully, because they must be 
in work again on Boxing day; many people are expected to be in work by 7 o’clock. There is little public 
transport, so there are stories of people having to get up at 5 o’clock in the morning to get to work. The 
Minister shakes her head, but those testimonies were given to us online in our consultation. 

Some of the rules I mentioned above were flouted in this debate, as the following exchange highlights; 

Andrea Jenkyns (Morley and Outwood, Con) : I actually did not work for Woolworths, just for the       
record. I was just saying how they— 

Mrs Madeleine Moon (in the Chair): Order. The hon. Lady needs to be called before making an                       
intervention. 

Drew Hendry (Inverness, Nairn, Badenoch and Strathspey, SNP): I am, of course, introducing a bit of           
levity. I did not intend to— 

Mrs Madeleine Moon (in the Chair): Order. Can we not have conversations across the Chamber? 

 

Defence Questions 

Back into my backbench role, I was not among the lucky few to have my name 

pulled out of the hat for Defence Questions, but I did manage to make a small 

contribution on the capability of two new class of ship. The concern I raised 

was whether these ships are going to be equipped to defend themselves, if not 

they will be severely limited in what they can do. The reply from the Minister 

was vague, so I have  followed up with a letter; 

The Israeli and US navies have recently been attacked with anti-ship missiles by 

Hezbollah and the Houthis. Is it not time to look again at the River-class         

offshore patrol vehicles and the Type 31 frigate to ensure that they have ASM 

(anti submarine warfare) capability? 

Harriet Baldwin (Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Defence): It is 

important that the Royal  Navy continually assesses the capabilities with which 

ships are fitted. I cannot go into some sensitive details at the Dispatch Box owing to operational                

requirements. 

Tuesday 

Away from the formalities of the Chamber, All Party Parliamentary Groups (APPGs) act as a forum for  

parliamentarians to look at issues in greater detail. APPGs have no formal powers, but can, depending on 

the subject and level of interest, hear from experts in their field, conduct inquiries and raise issues. I chair 

several of these Groups, including one I founded, the APPG Suicide and Self-Harm Prevention. The Group 

receives administrative support from Samaritans. It meets 3-4 times a year and over the past few years 

has conducted inquiries into the implementation of suicide prevention plans. On Tuesday afternoon, I was 

delighted to welcome two speakers; Sally McManus and Caroline Turley from the National Centre for          

https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=1490
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=4467
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=1490
https://goo.gl/RERpZj
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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 
 

Social Research, who have recently contributed to a chapter on trends in suicide and self-harm for the 

Adult  Psychiatric Morbidity Survey. You can read more about the survey and see their work here. 

Sally and Caroline gave an overview in the trends of suicide and self-harm since 2000. They highlighted 

some particularly worrying trends; a significant increase in rates of self-harm amongst young women, 

confirmation that middle aged men are particularly at risk of suicide and two-thirds of people in receipt of 

ESA have considered taking their own lives. I will now be working with other Parliamentarians to follow 

up with Ministers on these trends and how Government should respond.  

Aleppo 

The dreadful humanitarian situation in Aleppo has been on everyone’s minds, particularly as we approach 

Christmas. The House of Commons has held several debates on Aleppo and the wider conflict in Syria; 

often expressing frustration at the actions of Russia and the Assad regime and the inability of the                 

international community to bring pressure to bear. The situation changes by the day, but an emergency 

debate on Tuesday afternoon again highlighted the dilemma over how to get aid to those who need it 

most. Foreign Secretary, Boris Johnson, summarised; 

For airdrops to be accurate, they must be conducted at low level and 
low speed. Russia has deployed its most advanced jet fighters and sur-
face-to-air missiles in Syria, which makes it impossible for us to carry 
out airdrops without Russian permission. Even if Russia were to give its 
consent, our aircraft would still have to fly over areas of Syria that are 
hotly contested by a multitude of armed groups, including Daesh and 
al-Qaeda. They would make every effort to shoot down a British plane, 
and a lumbering, low-flying transport aircraft would be a sitting duck. 
We came reluctantly to the conclusion that airdrops over Syria, under 
those conditions, would pose too great a risk. 

When it comes to drones and other devices, we still face the problem 
that the Syrians and the Russians control the airspace. Of course it is possible that circumstances might 
change, so I will not rule out any  option for delivering aid today, but nor will I give false hope. As things 
stand, we would be risking the lives of our aircrew if we tried to drop supplies into eastern Aleppo. 

I pay tribute to those who have made brave efforts to evacuate wounded children. All those efforts depend 
on Russia and the Assad regime, and it is up to them to agree a truce. By far the most effective way of      
delivering aid would be for them to give permission to the UN to distribute the supplies that are piled high 
inside its warehouses. As long ago as December 2015, Russia voted in favour of UN resolution 2254, which 
urged all parties to 

“allow humanitarian agencies rapid, safe and unhindered access throughout Syria”. 

Russia must now obey the very resolution that it supported and compel Assad to allow the UN to feed his 

people. 

International Human Rights Day 

As I mentioned in the last edition, Saturday 10th December is International Human Rights Day. On             

Tuesday  evening, there was a debate to mark the occasion led by Labour MP, Ann Clwyd. I wrote a blog 

to mark the day which is available here. 

http://www.madeleinemoonmp.com/
http://www.natcen.ac.uk/our-research/research/adult-psychiatric-morbidity-survey/
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-13/debates/16121344000001/AleppoSyriaInternationalAction
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-13/debates/16121344000001/AleppoSyriaInternationalAction
https://goo.gl/rYckpj
https://goo.gl/jF4Oz3
http://www.madeleinemoonmp.com/international_human_rights_day
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 Sadly, human rights are too often referred to in a disparaging or dismissive way in the UK. I believe that 
disregard may stem at least in part from complacency, misunderstanding and possibly even incredulity. It 
is all too easy to take rights for granted when, by and large, we benefit from them, although of course I 
am aware that we are all far from perfect, have deficiencies that need to be addressed and must remain 
vigilant to ensure that our rights are not eroded. It can be challenging to imagine the real suffering en-
dured by the many millions who have their rights violated, and it can be distressing to believe that people 
can still treat others with such disdain and cruelty. However, as most of us here know, terrible things hap-
pen every day, everywhere. Many of us have had the privilege and honour of meeting victims of human 
rights violations all over the world, who have given us detailed testimony and whose courage and dignity 
are simply astounding. 

Wednesday 

On Wednesday morning, the Defence Select Committee’s sub-committee which has been considering the 
operations of the Iraq Historic Allegations Team (known as IHAT) over the last few months. During the 
course of the inquiry, it has become apparent that IHAT has pursued armed forces personnel erroneously, 
public money has been wasted as a result and it emerged this week that the Chair of the Committee, 
Johnny Mercer MP, has received text messages late at night from the Ministry of Defence asking him to 
back off. On this occasion, we heard from the Secretary of State. Questions ranged from the role of Public 
Interest Lawyers appearing to generate large numbers of cases, payouts made, investigators                         
impersonating police officers  and the treatment of accused personnel. The full transcript is available 
here. As you can see from the exchange I had with the Secretary of State below, there is some way to go 
before the Committee gets to the bottom of this; 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mrs Moon: It seems clear to this Committee that there has been covert surveillance of soldiers and             
veterans as part of this process. What is your reaction to that—to the surveillance? 

Sir Michael Fallon: I would need to see details of that. 

Mrs Moon: If it were happening, what would your reaction be? Is it acceptable that serving personnel 
and veterans are subject to covert surveillance? 

Sir Michael Fallon: I am not aware of that. Are we aware of that? 

Chair: It came out in a review this year by the judge who conducted a review—Sir David Calvert-Smith. It 
was in that, that we are using powers to place men and women under surveillance for this investigation. 
The question is: what do you think about that? 

Mrs Moon: Is that acceptable behaviour? 

Sir Michael Fallon: I don’t know the answer to that. We do not normally confirm or deny where there is 
surveillance involved in cases like this. 

Mrs Moon: I am not asking you to confirm or deny. A judge has said it is happening. Do you find it        
acceptable that the Ministry of Defence has condoned covert surveillance of serving personnel and                 

https://www.gov.uk/government/groups/iraq-historic-allegations-team-ihat
http://data.parliament.uk/writtenevidence/committeeevidence.svc/evidencedocument/defence-subcommittee/mod-support-for-former-and-serving-personnel-subject-to-judicial-processes/oral/44527.html
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veterans? 

Sir Michael Fallon: I would have to get back to you on that. 

 

Kidneys and Afghanistan 

As well as the APPG on Suicide and Self-Harm Prevention, this week also included meetings with the 

APPG on Kidneys and the APPG on Afghanistan. 

I co-chaired a meeting of the         

Kidney Group with my colleague, 

Norman Lamb MP. We heard from 

a panel of experts about the         

experience of kidney patients, 

how they can contribute to              

research and treatments                  

available. One statistic was               

particularly   striking, a quarter of 

people receiving dialysis are dia-

betic, something which I was able 

to raise in  Business Questions on 

Thursday.  

From kidney patients to Afghanistan. I chaired a 

roundtable on the illicit economy in Afghanistan, hearing 

from experts on mining, opium poppy production and           

migration. Since the drawn down of troops from                

Afghanistan and the focus of the news agenda on Syria 

and Iraq, the country has slipped off the front page, but 

problems remain. For instance, Afghanistan is rich in             

minerals such as lapis lazuli, but the mines are being             

exploited by armed groups, income that could be collected 

by the Afghan government is being diverted to these 

groups to the tune of $20million to the detriment of local 

populations. On  migration, it was striking to discover that 

in spite of what we all see on our television screens of            

refugees and migrants arriving on European shores from 

countries like Afghanistan, more Afghans have been returned to  Afghanistan than any other country this 

year. Many of these are people who were displaced by the various conflicts which have wracked the 

country over the last few decades or their children, so are returning to a country with which they have 

few links.  

Thursday 

As I mentioned above, I used the opportunity offered by Business Questions to follow up on how health 

services can help those on dialysis who are also diagnosed with diabetes.  The aim of Business Questions 

is to get something on the record and provide a platform for more follow up, usually through a debate.  

Yesterday, as chair of the all-party kidney group, I hosted, with the right hon. Member for North Norfolk 

(Norman Lamb), a symposium of leading experts on kidney disease. One thing that shocked us was that a 

quarter of people on dialysis have diabetes. Early monitoring of diabetic kidneys for renal failure would 

make a huge difference to those who go on to need dialysis and transplantation. May we have a debate 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-15/debates/18E8C196-48F5-42F8-A86D-7A060E37623F/BusinessOfTheHouse


on how we join up that knowledge, so that through early diagnosis of diabetes we can prevent people 

needing dialysis and transplants? 

Business Questions does not require you to table a question in advance, you just have to be lucky enough 

to catch Mr. Speaker’s eye. Some MPs go to more extreme lengths than others to achieve this. Peter Bone 

MP (Wellingborough, Con) took to donning a hat to raise awareness of a local charity. The rules of the 

House forbid hats (going back to the days where top hats were de rigueur), so he received a telling off, 

with a smile from Mr. Speaker. You can see the hat for yourself here. 

Tomorrow is Local Charities Day. We all have very good local charities in our constituencies. One of mine is 

Crazy Hats, run by Glennis Hooper and her group of dedicated volunteers, who have raised more than £2 

million through people wearing crazy hats. They spend that money on breast cancer care in Northampton-

shire. Will the Leader of the House tell us how those charities can be further supported? 

Mr. Speaker: Order. I have indulged the hon. Gentleman for the duration of his question, but I am glad 

that he has now taken that hat off. I sincerely hope he will not put it on again—preferably not at any time, 

but certainly not in the Chamber. 

Monday 

On the last Monday of the Parliamentary year, there was a flurry of activity with statements on the riot at 

HMP Birmingham, Yemen and a report to the House by the Prime Minister following the European           

Council.  The discussion centred on international affairs and how they intersect with Brexit. One issue 

which has rumbled on, often without receiving much attention is Ukraine. The Chair of the Foreign Affairs 

Committee, Crispin Blunt MP linked the two together; 

The Council conclusions stressed the Union’s continued resolve to 

deepen and strengthen its relationship with Ukraine in the face of 

current challenges. How strongly does the Prime Minister expect her 

Government to support Ukraine after we have left the European  

Union? 

The Prime Minister: It is absolutely right that the European Council 

was concerned and wanted to ensure that we have that continuing 

relationship with Ukraine. The UK is already supporting Ukraine in a 

number of ways. When we leave the European Union, we will look 

at our continuing bilateral relationships with countries across the 

European continent. We are already providing money to establish 

the national anti-corruption bureau in Ukraine and we are                     

supporting energy reform to reduce the country’s dependence on Russian gas. We are offering defensive 

training to Ukrainian armed forces and supporting internal reform with the Ukrainian ministry of defence. 

We already have a number of areas in which we are supporting Ukraine. I expect that we would continue 

to want a good bilateral relationship with Ukraine once we have left the European Union.  

Tuesday 

A considerable number of constituents have been contact over the past week regarding the proposed buy 

out of Sky TV by Rupert Murdoch (who currently owns  32%, the proposal is reported for him to buy the 

remaining shares). Although this is a private business deal, because of the existing media holdings of Mr. 

Murdoch, it is thought likely that the bid would be referred to Ofcom by the Secretary of State for         

Culture, Media and Sport for consideration. The Secretary of State, Karen Bradley MP,  came to the House 

on Tuesday afternoon to respond to an urgent question on this. She explained the process, but spent 

much of the rest of the time telling the House that she could not elaborate further, in spite of various 
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http://www.itv.com/news/2016-12-15/mp-sparks-giggles-in-commons-by-wearing-woollen-hat-in-support-of-charity/
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-19/debates/605D7654-DF44-4B82-A2A5-C07448B2FCD6/EuropeanCouncil2016
https://goo.gl/0yfm2m
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2016-12-20/debates/4B1F7497-A486-4361-9E1E-023C32303F31/Sky21StCenturyFoxTakeoverBid
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attempts to draw on the matter as her role in this quasi-judicial. She also made clear that to date, she has 

not received any formal notification of a bid. The only undertaking she could give would be to update the 

House as and when there is a change in the situation. An issue to return to in 2017 no doubt.  

Karen Bradley: It is very important I make it clear that the role I will play in this process is a quasi-judicial 
one. As the Secretary of State, I am able to intervene in certain media mergers on public interest grounds, 
as set out in the Enterprise Act 2002. Government guidance on the operation of the public interest merger 
provisions under the Act gives an indication of how the intervention regime will operate in practice and of 
the approach I will aim to take. The most important concern for me is that the integrity of the process is           
upheld. The guidance makes it clear that I will aim to take an initial decision on whether to intervene on 
public interest grounds within 10 working days of formal notification of the merger to the relevant           
competition authority. 

No such formal notification has yet been made. Unless and until a formal notification is made to the       

relevant competition authority, I will not be taking any decisions in relation to the bid. It is for the parties 

formally to notify the relevant competition authorities. It is at that point that I will need to consider          

whether any of the public interests specified in the legislation merit an intervention. My decision on  

whether or not to intervene will be a quasi-judicial one, and it is important that I am able to act                      

independently and that the process is scrupulously fair and impartial. Given that, it would be inappropriate 

for me to comment further on this proposed bid at this point if the integrity of the process is to be            

protected and everyone’s interests are to be treated fairly. 

Liaison Committee 

The Parliamentary year ended with the Prime Minister appearing in front of the Liaison Committee. The 

Committee is unique amongst the Select Committees. It meets 3 times a year to take evidence from the 

Prime Minister and its membership is the Chairs of the Select Committees.  You can read more about its 

work here. On this occasion, Brexit naturally dominated the exchanges. The Prime Minister was clearly 

not in the mood to give much away, although she seemed to indicate that Parliament would not have a 

vote  including on whether Parliament would have a vote on the final deal agreed with the EU, much to 

the growing exasperation of her questioners as the exchange with the Chair of the Select Committee on           

Exiting the EU, Hilary Benn MP shows. (The full transcript is available here or you can watch the                     

proceedings here).  

Hilary Benn: Is it your intention to ensure that  
Parliament has a vote on the final deal once it has 
been negotiated?  
 
Mrs May: Parliament is going to have every              
opportunity, through the great repeal Bill, to vote 
on the various aspects of the relationship we will be 
having with the European Union.  
 
Hilary Benn: That wasn’t quite the question. The 
question is: when the final deal is negotiated with 
the 27, is it your intention to ensure that                 
Parliament has a chance to vote on the deal—yes 
or no?  
 
Mrs May: It is my intention to ensure that Parliament has ample opportunity to comment on and discuss 

the aspects of the arrangements that we are putting in place. 

https://goo.gl/fQeuJp
http://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/liaison-committee/role/
http://www.parliament.uk/documents/commons-committees/liaison/Prime-Minister-evidence-December-2016.pdf
http://www.parliamentlive.tv/Event/Index/373e8648-fe36-4d16-9949-6c4372491793

