
THIS WEEK IN PARLIAMENT– 30 Jan—3 Feb 2017 

Welcome to my This Week in Parliament, my weekly newsletter on events and 
developments in Parliament. Your feedback is always welcome! 
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Monday 

The main event of the week was on Tuesday and Wednesday, but Monday was not without 
its excitements. It started with Defence Questions, during which I was able to raise the             
future of NATO in the light of the Trump Presidency. 

 

Madeleine Moon MP: Since the Wales summit, 22 NATO 
countries have increased their defence spending in real terms, 
and 20 of them have increased it as a percentage of GDP. The 
number of allies spending 20% of their overall defence                  
expenditure on equipment  modernisation has also risen from 
eight to 10. Is the real risk to NATO not, in fact, defence 
spending, but a move away from transatlantic solidarity, 
which the present President is in danger of taking forward? 

 

 

Sir Michael Fallon (Secretary of State for Defence): Of course we welcome the increases in 

defence spending that have taken place—the baton is moving in the right direction—but I 

hope the hon. Lady agrees that a number of countries, including some that are quite 

wealthy, are still a long way from meeting the 2% target, and, in some cases, the 20% target 

as well. As for her latter point, I agree with her: this is a north Atlantic alliance, and it is            

extremely important for all of us to continue to assure the United States that that alliance is 

as much in the interests of the United States as it is in our interests here in Europe. 
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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 has been a momentous and challenging week for Parliament ; two days of debate on 
the EU (Notification of Withdrawal) Bill and the publication of the Government’s White           
Paper. This is just the start of a long process. The Bill will return for a further three days of 
debate next week. I have included links to pages explaining the passage of the Bill and the 
White Paper as it is not possible to include everything in this snapshot. Following the vote 
on Wednesday evening, I sent out a statement on this circulation list—you can see it online 
here). Most other legislation has been put to one side for the time being and it is likely to 
remain that way for the weeks to come.  

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-01-30/debates/018993E0-CFEB-4185-87FF-BFED4042AD39/OralAnswersToQuestions
https://goo.gl/c3Gi5C
mailto:madeleine.moon.mp@parliament.uk
https://d3n8a8pro7vhmx.cloudfront.net/labourclp90/pages/238/attachments/original/1486049904/Post_vote_letter_-_website.pdf?1486049904
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US Immigration Policy 

The early decisions of President Trump determined one aspect of the Parliamentary schedule on Monday 

afternoon; the much discussed changes to US immigration policy and the invitation of a State Visit offered 

to Mr. Trump during the Prime Minister’s visit to Washington. The Foreign Secretary came to the House 

of Commons to make a statement on US immigration policy and fairly quickly had to address concerns 

about the State Visit; 

Boris Johnson (Foreign Secretary): Let me begin by saying that 
it is not UK policy—this is not our policy—nor is it a measure 
that this Government would consider. I have already made clear 
our anxiety about measures that discriminate on grounds of     
nationality in ways that are divisive and wrong. 

On 27 January, President Trump issued an Executive order             

banning citizens of seven countries from entering the US for a 

period of 90 days. Those countries are Syria, Iraq, Iran, Somalia, 

Yemen, Libya and Sudan. The order makes it clear that no US 

visas will be issued to citizens of those states and that anyone 

who already has a visa will be denied entry. The immigration 

policy of the United States is of course a matter for the Govern-

ment of the United States, but on the face of it this Executive 

order has consequences for some British citizens. 

Contributions from across the House expressed concern about the new policy; 

Yvette Cooper MP (Normanton, Pontefract and Castleford): This is not just about the impact on British 
citizens. One of our closest allies has chosen to ban refugees and target Muslims, and all the Foreign               
Secretary can say is that it would not be our policy. That is not good enough. Has he urged the US                     
Administration to lift this order, to help refugees and to stop targeting Muslims? This order was signed on 
Holocaust Memorial Day; for the sake of history, for heaven’s sake have the guts to speak out. 

Sir Simon Burns MP (Chelmsford, Con): This is not just about the impact on British citizens. One of our 

closest allies has chosen to ban refugees and target Muslims, and all the Foreign Secretary can say is that 

it would not be our policy. That is not good enough. Has he urged the US Administration to lift this order, 

to help refugees and to stop targeting Muslims? This order was signed on Holocaust Memorial Day; for the 

sake of history, for heaven’s sake have the guts to speak out. 

 

The House was divided on the State Visit plan— 

David Winnick MP (Walsall North, Lab): I do not think the Foreign Secretary understands that so many 

people in this country feel such contempt for what Trump has done. Can the Foreign Secretary clarify what 

he said earlier? If indeed the visit of this wretched, bigoted man is going to take place, can we be                    

reassured that under no circumstances will he address Parliament in Westminster Hall? That, in itself, 

would be a disgrace. 

Boris Johnson: I am sure that the mood of the Chamber of the House of Commons will be reflected in all 

discussions about how the visit is to go ahead, but we should bear in mind that he is the elected Head of 

State of our closest and most important ally, and there is absolutely no reason why he should not be            

accorded a state visit, and every reason why he should. 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-01-30/debates/70D7676A-311F-4EA2-9425-C0B1B4443A26/USImmigrationPolicy
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-01-30/debates/70D7676A-311F-4EA2-9425-C0B1B4443A26/USImmigrationPolicy
https://goo.gl/CHYhAZ
https://goo.gl/zmlVrO
https://goo.gl/UwAbdx
https://goo.gl/rSNqPN
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Peter Bone (Wellingborough, Con): If the Foreign Secretary had a very special friend who had been             

invited to a big party, which would be the better way of influencing them: banning them from the party, or  

taking their hand and saying to them quietly what you would like them to do? 

Boris Johnson: My hon. Friend has made the point very elegantly. We do not agree with this policy, we 

do not support it, it is not something that we would do ourselves, but we think that the best way to effect 

change and influence the White House is to engage, and to be as positive as we possibly can. 

I was able to make a contribution on making sure we do not lose sight of the United States being about 

more than its new President; 

I was in Washington last week with the NATO Parliamentary Assembly. While we were there, members of 

NATO, high officers of state in the United States, congressmen and senators took us to one side and said, 

“Stand by us, because our values are under attack under this Administration.” Does the Foreign Secretary 

not appreciate that what comes out of this Chamber and the statements that we make are important for 

those Americans who want to fight to retain their values? 

Boris Johnson: I thank the hon. Lady for what she is doing with the NATO Parliamentary Assembly. It is   

important that we talk to our friends and partners in NATO about the vital importance of that organisa-

tion. She is right to suggest that we have many friends on Capitol Hill who agree profoundly about the          

importance of NATO—as, indeed, do many in the new Trump Administration—but the way to nail those 

arguments down is to engage with that Administration in the way we are doing. 

The statement was followed later on in the evening by an emergency debate. There is not room here to 

include some of the contributions, but you can access the debate here. 

Tuesday 

The European Union (Notification of Withdrawal) Bill was published last Thursday. It started its journey 

through Parliament on Tuesday afternoon with its Second Reading. Two days were set aside for this; the 

debate will then continue with a Committee of the whole House next week. You can read more about the 

background to the Bill and the process here. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Tuesday’s debate ran from lunchtime through until midnight, so it is only possible to give a flavour of it 

here. The full transcript is available online. The debate continued into Wednesday.  

http://www.madeleinemoonmp.com/
https://goo.gl/j6r7Ck
https://goo.gl/JWFm5H
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-01-30/debates/448738C3-927F-481B-8340-809810F30595/ChangesInUSImmigrationPolicy
http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2016-17/europeanunionnotificationofwithdrawal.html
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-01-31/debates/C2852E15-21D3-4F03-B8C3-F7E05F2276B0/EuropeanUnion(NotificationOfWithdrawal)Bill
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 Kenneth Clarke MP (Rushcliffe, Con): I am told that that view is pessimistic, and that we are combining 
withdrawal from the single market and the customs union with a great new globalised future that offers 
tremendous opportunities for us. Apparently, when we follow the rabbit down the hole, we will emerge in 
a wonderland where, suddenly, countries throughout the world are queuing up to give us trading                    
advantages and access to their markets that we were never able to achieve as part of the European Union. 
Nice men like President Trump and President Erdogan are impatient to abandon their normal                           
protectionism and give us access. Let me not be too cynical; I hope that that is right. I do want the best 
outcome for the United Kingdom from this process. No doubt somewhere a hatter is holding a tea party 
with a dormouse in the teapot. 

We need success 
in these trade 
negotiations to 
recoup at least 
some of the loss-
es that we will 
incur as a result 
of leaving the 
single market. If 
all is lost on the 
main principle, 
that is the big 
principle that the 
House must get 
control of and 
address seriously, 
in proper debates 
and votes, from 
now on. 

I hope that I have adequately explained that my views on this issue have not been shaken very much over 

the decades—they have actually strengthened somewhat. Most Members, I trust, are familiar with 

Burke’s address to the electors of Bristol. I have always firmly believed that every MP should vote on an 

issue of this importance according to their view of the best national interest. I never quote Burke, but I 

shall paraphrase him. He said to his constituents, “If I no longer give you the benefit of my judgment and 

simply follow your orders, I am not serving you; I am betraying you.” I personally shall be voting with my 

conscience content, and when we see what unfolds hereafter as we leave the European Union, I hope that 

the consciences of other Members of Parliament will remain equally content. 

Jacob Rees-Mogg MP (North Somerset): Today, in fact, we celebrate one of the days that will go down in 
the annals of British history. There are many years in British history that we can call to mind, such as 1066 
or 1215—[Interruption.] How many do you want? Great and famous years include 1346, 1485, 1509, 1588 
and 1649, but it is very rare that specific days are commemorated as I think 23 June 2016 will be. It is on a 
par with St Crispin’s day 1415 and with 18 June 1815, which were great days in our nation’s history. We 
are here debating the matter because our constitution has been put back on a proper footing by the wis-
dom of the British people, and also, as it happens, by the Supreme Court. I am particularly pleased by page 
29 of the judgment, which says: 

“For these reasons, we disagree with Lloyd LJ’s conclusion in Rees-Mogg in so far as he held that ministers 
could exercise prerogative powers to withdraw from the EU Treaties.” 

The judges, though it has taken a year or two, finally agreed that in 1993 my father was right. So there is a 

https://goo.gl/wqBMTY
https://goo.gl/gL0UMU
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virtue in this judicial process, slow and long-winded though it may be. 

This is important constitutionally because Dicey’s constitution has been restored. The Queen in Parliament 

is the sovereign body of our nation. That is so important because, as Dicey argued, it is Parliament that is 

the defender of the liberties of the people, of our ancient constitution, and of our freedoms. 

 

Wednesday 

Returning to the issue which started the week—President Trump’s immigration policy—before returning 

to Brexit, exchanges on it continued  into Prime Minister’s Questions; 

Jeremy Corbyn:  The Prime Minister said: 

“The United States is responsible for the United States’ policy on refugees.” 

But surely it is the responsibility of all of us to defend the 1951 refugee convention, which commits this 
country, the United States and 142 other states to accept refugees without regard to their 

“race, religion or country of origin.” 

President Trump has breached that convention. Why did she not speak out? 

The Prime Minister: First, I have made absolutely clear what the Government’s view on this policy is.  

Secondly, as I have just said, this Government and this country have a proud record on how we welcome 

refugees. In recent years, we have introduced a very particular scheme to ensure that particularly              

vulnerable refugees in Syria can be brought to this country, and something like 10,000 Syrian refugees 

have come to this country since the conflict began. We are also the second biggest bilateral donor, help-

ing and supporting refugees in the region. That is what we are doing. I have said that the US policy is 

wrong. We will take a different view, and we will continue to welcome refugees to this country. 

EU (Notification of Withdrawal) Bill—Day 2 

The House then returned to the main business of the week. Over two days, well over 100 MPs made 

speeches, my turn came in the early afternoon, by which point the time limit for contributions had been 

reduced from 6 minutes to 4.  

We as a Parliament and a democracy have not done 
that well by the people who elected us. We took the 
country into a referendum that had nothing to do 
with the best interests of Britain and everything to 
do with attempting to heal deep divisions in the 
Conservative party. 

Labour Members did not oppose the referendum, 
because we did not wish to appear not to trust the            
voters, and I have to admit that we had some divi-
sions of our own. However, all of us failed to set the 
rules for the referendum. We did not impose a su-
per-majority, and we did not have a requirement for 
a road map showing the implications of a leave or a 
remain vote and the cost implications of the two 
alternatives. Then came the shockingly irresponsible 
referendum campaign, which was full of lies,                          

misinformation, dog-whistle politics, fear and xenophobia. 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-02-01/debates/C80CEF83-00B7-47D8-B3CA-AB924E591E4E/Engagements
https://goo.gl/qYGlm3
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-02-01/debates/5B0251FC-94E6-4216-8830-4F85E0EC2250/EuropeanUnion(NotificationOfWithdrawal)Bill
https://goo.gl/mZ30nW


When the people of Bridgend voted by a majority to leave the EU, they did so for a variety of reasons. 
They wanted the money back that the battle bus told them was going to Europe while, apparently,                 
nothing came back to the UK, and they wanted it spent on the NHS. They are not going to get it. They 
wanted control of immigration and spending. They wanted an end to austerity, and they wanted to wipe 
the smug look off the faces of the Prime Minister and the Chancellor—well, they achieved that one. 

On the doorstep, people did not tell me they would be happy to lose their workers’ rights, to lose their 

jobs, to have lower standards of living or goods, or to have reduced opportunities for their children and 

grandchildren. Nor did they talk about wanting to leave the single market or the customs union, or to   

pursue a bold and ambitious free trade agreement. Somehow, we as politicians were to square the circle: 

stop immigration, get our money back, get control back and become more affluent. I cannot keep on 

voting for a process that gives the people of Bridgend no assurance of a secure future for them and their 

children. I will not be voting to trigger article 50. 

We are voting today, with the White Paper promised for tomorrow; it was not in place before this debate. 
We have no risk assessment, no financial assessment and a total lack of clarity on the Government’s              
policy. We have nothing bar the thin promise of the sunlit uplands—this is not in the Prime Minister’s gift 
anyway—of a passporting and tariff-free agreement that means that costs will not rise for financial                 
services, or for my Ford engines plant and for Tata Steel next door in Aberavon, both of which send over 
two thirds of their output into Europe. 

I intend to keep voting no until I see a position that is the best we can obtain for this country. I am 
ashamed at the way we have abandoned EU citizens and their families, who give their lives, their love and 
their settled future to the UK. I have a wonderful German daughter-in-law and an extended German               
family. I have many friends who are MPs across Europe and members of the NATO Parliamentary                    
Assembly and who are deeply saddened by the words and threats emanating from the UK Government. 

I accept the outcome of the referendum. We are leaving the European Union, but that does not mean that 
I am willing to vote for the Conservative party to lead this country into a treacherous, uncertain future. 
There is a Gramsci quote that, depending on the translation, says that the old order is dying, the new one 
is struggling to be born, and in the interregnum monsters are abroad. They most certainly are. We are 
voting before we know the outcome of three European elections that will influence the deal we finally 
face. And then there is Trump’s America. Can we trust any part of our economic security to an America 
that has just had Trump’s inauguration speech: support for torture, a ban on Muslims entering the US, an-
ti-climate-change rhetoric, the clear statement of “America first”, and the commitment to end trade 
agreements that are not in America’s best interests? 

I am voting as I am particularly because I do not trust that this Government can take me to the right place. 

I trust the British people; I do not trust this Government. 

European Scrutiny Committee 

Earlier in the day, Sir Ivan Rogers, formerly 

the UK’s Ambassador to the EU, gave                    

evidence to the                                                             

European Scrutiny Committee about how 

Brexit will be negotiated—which is described 

as ‘unprecedentedly large’ and a scale ‘we 

have not experienced since the Second 

World War.’ You can watch the session here. 

The European Scrutiny Committee’s role is to  
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http://parliamentlive.tv/Event/Index/0d6145fa-5329-426d-8300-8eda8f215184
http://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/european-scrutiny-committee/role/


assess European Legislation deposited in Parliament by the Government. It also undertakes inquiries 

on issues such as how we prepare for Brexit.  

Thursday 

Business Questions on Thursday morning gave space to discuss subjects other than Brexit. I used the              

opportunity to follow up on a subject I have raised with Ministers before, the aim being to put the issue 

on the record and ensure, (in this case the Ministry of Justice), Ministers have not forgotten what they 

said. 

May we have a debate about the vexatious use of family courts by controlling and abusive ex-partners 

who seek to use custody as a way of harassing, intimidating and impoverishing people—often their 

wives—in order to continue the controlling, coercive and bullying behaviour that they exemplified 

throughout their relationship? 

David Lidington (Leader of the House): Like the hon. Lady, I have had cases in which constituents have 

come to me about that kind of harassment. There may be an opportunity for the hon. Lady to highlight 

the issue via an Adjournment debate. Ultimately, we have to accept that in individual cases we must rely 

on the good sense and professionalism of the judge who is presiding in the particular case to hear and 

make a judgment about the evidence put forward by the two parties and come to a fair resolution. 

Exiting the EU—the White Paper 

In the normal run of things, White Papers  are proposals for future legislation published by Government 

(more details are available here) sometimes accompanied by a draft Bill, before a Bill is presented to             

Parliament. The day after the Second Reading, the Government published its White Paper ‘Exiting the EU: 

New Partnership.’ This is the key document Parliament has been waiting for, because its 72 pages set out 

the basis for the Government has defined as its 12 priorities for negotiations. It is this which will at the 

core of the debates to come. The White Paper is available online here. 

As is usual when such a document is launched, the Secretary of State responsible comes to the House to 

make a statement. The Secretary of State for Exiting the EU, David Davis, therefore came to the Dispatch 

Box for the third day in a row , battling with a fading voice, to launch the White Paper. As the White          

Paper was published just before the statement, very few MPs had had chance to read it in detail. I was 

able to return to an issue I have raised several times before; 

If we are leaving the single market and the customs union, will the 

Secretary of State give a guarantee to my workers at Ford and at 

Tata Steel, who make the steel for Nissan cars? Two thirds of both 

Ford and Nissan cars are exported to the EU, so will he guarantee 

that they will have tariff-free access to the EU markets? Or is this 

only a promise to negotiate and seek? 

David Davis MP: This is a negotiation, but if the hon. Lady reads 

the White Paper, she will see that it sets out that European ex-

ports of goods and services to us total £290 billion, whereas ours 

to them are worth £230 billion. So they clearly have a strong inter-

est—as strong an interest as we do—in tariff-free goods access, 

because for them goods are a much bigger part of it as well. The 

disparity is more than £60 billion, so there is every reason to expect that we will succeed in what we are 

intending to do, which is   protect the jobs of her constituents. 
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https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-02-02/debates/14B854E8-AC6C-430F-9D97-54B51C383466/BusinessOfTheHouse
https://goo.gl/WorvSu
https://goo.gl/WorvSu
http://www.parliament.uk/site-information/glossary/white-paper/
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/the-united-kingdoms-exit-from-and-new-partnership-with-the-european-union-white-paper
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-02-02/debates/208B4D90-F003-4990-9F42-411631DC04BF/ExitingTheEUNewPartnership
https://goo.gl/h5Q202
https://goo.gl/h5Q202

