
THIS WEEK IN PARLIAMENT– 27-30 March 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 

After the events of last week, the sense of shock at what happened remains. Passing the 
flowers that have been laid at the front  of Carriage Gates each day and the books of          
condolence in Westminster Hall underlines the gravity of what happened.  Nevertheless and 
as many speakers in the debate last Thursday afternoon were at pains to point out  that our 
response has to be to carry on undeterred.  

It was therefore business as usual on Monday afternoon with questions to the Department 
of Work and Pensions (DWP) Ministerial team and a debate on a petition calling for the end 
to the badger cull.  In DWP questions, the concern about the administration of Personal           
Independence Payments, particularly for people with mental health conditions.  

Dr. Philippa Whitford (Central Ayrshire, SNP): Former 
Sergeant William Bradley, who is one of my constituents, 
developed severe PTSD and depression while serving in 
the Gulf war, and he was medically discharged from the 
Army in 2003. He had been on the enhanced PIP rate 
since 2014, but it was cut to the lower rate last year.              
Following an appeal, it has now been removed                    
completely. The reply from the PIP hotline was that 
someone with mental health issues can work, and that 
this is really a benefit for people with severe physical                                       
disabilities. Will the Minister meet me to discuss this              
awful case, or, if PIP is not the right benefit for those with 
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Following the events of last Wednesday, the House returned in a subdued mood. Many  
people working here were caught up in what happened and it will take time for their              
confidence to return. Normal service, as far as it can, has resumed however. The main event 
was the triggering of Article 50 and the Government setting out its plans for dealing with 
this process. There was discussion on the administration of Personal Independence            
payments, Yemen and the political situation in Northern Ireland. The House of Commons 
rose for the Easter recess this week and will return on the 18 April, so the next edition of 
this newsletter will be published on or around 28 April. In the meantime, a newsletter giving 
an overview of Parliamentary activity relating to Brexit and a look at some of the key issues 
in detail will be available before the House returns. Happy Easter! 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-03-27/debates/F0BF1FFF-F519-4005-AFD0-0754BF432309/PersonalIndependencePayments
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mental illness, can she explain what is? 

Penny Mordaunt (Minister of State): What the hon. Lady tells me has happened is truly shocking. I 
would be incredibly surprised if somebody who was manning that hotline said those things to the hon.  
Lady. I am not saying that I doubt her story, but I would like to see that and I would like to know, if                   
possible, the exact time that that conversation took place, because that is quite wrong. I would be happy 
to meet the hon. Lady. The statistics show that if someone has a mental health condition—if they have 
PTSD, dementia, a psychological disorder or another mental health condition —they are better served             
under this benefit. It is important that people know that. 

 

Badger Culling 

In Westminster Hall, a petition calling for the end of badger culling as a way of dealing with TB in cattle 

was debated. The petition can be viewed here. Paul Flynn, MP for Newport West, opened the debate; 

I share with most people a great affection for these beautiful                   
creatures. As the superior species, we have a responsibility towards 
them; as the intelligent and thinking species, we have a duty to ensure 
that all sentient, living creatures are protected from gratuitous                 
violence or cruelty. I believe that the Government’s policy on badger 
culling is evidence-free and prejudice-rich. The present Government 
have a long record of appeasing farmers—everything farmers want,          
normally farmers get from this Government, however                                  
unreasonable the demands might be. 

The case has been made powerfully in other parts of the world for the 
futility of culling, which appears to be a simple solution only to those 
who believe in shooting first and thinking later. We heard similar               
nonsense in the debate about hunting; some people thought that it 
was a reasonable method of pest  control to take 100 riders and             
horses across the countryside to deal with one fox. Sadly, that rural 

attitude is not as respectful as it should be of all animal life. 

Stephen Doughty MP (Cardiff South and Penarth) (Lab/Co-op) highlighted the situation in Wales where 
culling has not been adopted as a policy; 

My hon. Friend is making some strong points. He spoke about the evidence-free approach being taken in 
England. Does he agree that the approach being taken in Wales has demonstrated clear evidence that the 
cull was unnecessary? We have continued to see massive reductions in bovine tuberculosis, much greater 
than those in England—47% in Wales over eight years, compared with 16% in England. Even this year             
infections have continued to decrease, according to the latest information provided by the chief veterinary 
officer. 

In his response, the Minister from the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs , George 
Eustice, showed no sign of Government policy in England changing; 

To turn to the badger cull and the science, the hon. Member for Newport West (Paul Flynn)—he opened 
the debate, and he has a long track record of campaigning on wildlife issues and animal welfare issues—
rightly pointed out that badgers are sentient creatures and that we would not do the cull unless we              
needed to. As I have made clear many times before, I would not sanction the cull unless I believed it was 
necessary to combat this terrible disease. The advice we have from our chief veterinary officer is clear that 
we cannot eradicate the disease unless we also tackle the reservoir of the disease in the wildlife                       
population. While the policy is contentious, it is the right policy. Sometimes Governments have to pursue 
the right policy, even if it is not popular. 

https://petition.parliament.uk/petitions/165672
https://goo.gl/3UovIV
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Tuesday 

The political situation in Northern Ireland following the recent Northern Ireland Assembly elections and 
the ongoing discussions about forming a new Government were under the spotlight on Tuesday when the 
Secretary of State for Northern Ireland made a statement to the House. It comes against the background 
of the potential impact on Brexit on Northern Ireland and its land border with the Republic.  

James Brokenshire (Secretary of State for Northern Ireland): In law, the period allowed to form an             
Executive is 14 days from the date of the first sitting of the Assembly after an election. That 14-day period 
expired at 4 pm yesterday with no agreement, and therefore no Executive. This is a source of deep              
disappointment and regret to me and many others, and I know that there is widespread dismay                
throughout the country. 

… 

From tomorrow, a civil servant, the permanent secretary at the Department of Finance, will exercise            
powers to allocate cash to Northern Ireland Departments. This is an interim measure designed to ensure 
that services are maintained until such time as a budget is agreed.  

 

Dr Alasdair McDonnell (Belfast South) (SDLP): I thank the Secretary of State for his statement. He says 
progress was made on how the parties might come together to represent Northern Ireland in negotiations 
to leave the EU. Does he accept that the impact on Northern Ireland of leaving the EU was a key issue in 
creating instability and in the election but a peripheral issue in the talks, and it must be addressed directly 
and urgently? Can he tell us exactly what progress was made in the talks, and where progress sits today? 
Will he immediately convene the first roundtable talks—my understanding is that there has not been a 
roundtable of all the parties—to establish a common approach and a strategy for Northern Ireland, as 
many of us see the country plunging over the cliff of sanity on the European issue? 

 

Yemen 

Later on in the day, the House returned to the subject of Yemen with a debate marking two years since 
the start of the conflict there. Keith Vaz MP opened the debate; 

 

Keith Vaz (Leicester East) (Lab): We meet today at a time when Yemen, one 
of the poorest countries on earth, stands on the precipice of an                    
unprecedented tragedy. Two years ago this week, a Saudi-led coalition 
launched an intervention after the legitimately elected Government of the 
President of Yemen, Mansur Hadi, had been ousted in a coup by Houthi             
rebels. We welcomed the action of the coalition, which was mandated by 
the Security Council in resolution 2216.  
 
 
This afternoon, we stand in a very different world from the one of two years ago. The latest figures from 
the humanitarian crisis in Yemen are unbelievable: 10,000 people have died; more than 1,500 of the dead 
were children; 47,000 people have been injured, many crippled for life; and 7 million are at immediate risk 
of starvation, including 2 million children. The United Nations has just announced that Yemen is only one 
step away from outright famine. In total, 21.2 million people require urgent humanitarian assistance—
80% of the country’s population. We have become frighteningly numb to the figures. It should shock us to 
our very core: 21 million people is more than double the entire population of Scotland, Northern Ireland 
and Wales. 

http://www.madeleinemoonmp.com/
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-03-28/debates/21931F7D-1A29-4C00-B8D7-72AE3E7E1562/NorthernIrelandPoliticalDevelopments
https://goo.gl/U7zznW
https://goo.gl/IePRkg
https://goo.gl/v9wZ6I
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 Stephen O’Brien, the outstanding UN Under-Secretary-General for Humanitarian Affairs and Emergency 
Relief Co-ordinator, and a former Member of this House, made a stunning announcement this month that 
the world faces its worst humanitarian crisis since 1945. He focused on Yemen. The French Government, 
who previously took a backseat on Yemen, announced last week the need for an immediate ceasefire. I 
have met both the Chinese and Egyptian ambassadors to London. On behalf of their Governments, they 
told me that the first priority was the cessation of hostilities. Most importantly, it is very clear that nobody 
is winning the war on the ground, and that nobody will ever win by military means. The only solution will 
come from the negotiating table. That point was forcefully made by the UN panel of experts. 

I spoke to Matthew Rycroft yesterday, and he explained that the political process needs to begin moving in 

the right direction. It is clear to me, and I hope that it will be clear to the House, that a resolution adopted 

tomorrow would commit all sides to guarantee the ceasefire. Will the Minister ensure that the United 

Kingdom proposes such a resolution at tomorrow’s session? That will really help the peace process. If it is 

not to be tabled tomorrow, what is the timetable for putting forward that motion? Quite simply, these 

efforts cannot wait. 

In his reply, the FCO Minister who has responsibility for the Middle East, Tobias Ellwood set out the steps 
needed, which underlines the complexity of bringing a peaceful solution to this conflict; 

 

Many have called for a ceasefire, which is fully understandable given where we want to go. Nevertheless, 
for one to work in practice, parameters need to be in place. We need withdrawal lines and the                             
decommissioning of heavy weapons, or agreement on that decommissioning. We need buffer zones ready, 
in place or agreed, and we need policing mechanisms to manage any violations that take place; otherwise, 
we will see the situation ratcheting out of control again and the ceasefire being breached. 

In my discussions with Ismail Ahmed, the UN envoy, and with other countries, we have talked about what 
the parameters of a ceasefire would look like and the process that would be needed. The parameters 
would have to be built around, first, the sequencing of security steps, including withdrawals; secondly, the 
agreement of roles and appointments—in essence, a transition leadership; thirdly, the resumption of               
discussions based on resolution 2216 and the Gulf Co-operation Council initiative; fourthly; the signing of a 
detailed agreement; fifthly, the finalisation of an electoral road map; and finally, the drafting of a                     
constitution, which would lead to elections. That is a ballpark design that the UN envoy is trying to                  
promote.  Unfortunately, it is signing up to the detail that is causing problems for all stakeholders.                    
Nevertheless, we are absolutely committed to pursuing that process at the UN to ensure that a ceasefire 
eventually comes around. 

 

Wednesday 

Wednesday was dominated by the next and definitive step in the 
Brexit process with the Prime Minister invoking Article 50. At the 
same time as the famous letter triggering Article 50 was delivered 
to the President of the European Council, the Prime Minister 
made a statement to the House setting out her  vision; 

 

Prime Minister: A few minutes ago in Brussels, the United                
Kingdom’s permanent representative to the EU handed a letter to 
the President of the European Council on my behalf confirming 
the Government’s  decision to invoke article 50 of the treaty on 
European Union. The article 50 process is now under way and, in 
accordance with the wishes of the British people, the United  

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-03-29/debates/A6DFE4A0-6AB1-4B71-BF25-376F52AF3300/Article50
https://goo.gl/9LPcfg


Kingdom is leaving the European Union. This is an historic moment from which there can be no turning 
back. Britain is leaving the European Union. We will make our own decisions and our own laws, take                 
control of the things that matter most to us, and take the opportunity to build a stronger, fairer Britain— a 
country that our children and grandchildren are proud to call home. That is our ambition and our                       
opportunity, and it is what this Government are  determined to do.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Many of the issues that have been debated before came to the fore once again, not least the position of 
Scotland as outlined by the SNP’s leader in the Commons, Angus Robertson; 

It is important for everybody to remember on this day that in the referendum on the European Union, the 
people of Scotland voted by 62% to remain in the European Union. Every single local government area in 
the country voted to remain in the European Union. This happened two years after Scottish voters were 
told that they had to vote no to Scottish independence to remain in the EU. Yet ironically, this is exactly 
what will happen now because of the will of the majority elsewhere in the United Kingdom being imposed 
on the people of Scotland. 

Last year, as I have raised repeatedly in this Chamber, the Prime Minister made a commitment to a                  
UK-wide approach—an agreement with the Governments of Scotland, of Wales, and of Northern Ireland. 
Since then, the Scottish Government have published a compromise suggestion, at its heart a differentiated 
plan that could satisfy people in Scotland and the rest of the UK. The Prime Minister could have said that 
she would try to seek an agreement with European partners on the plan which could have protected                
Scotland’s place in the single European market—but she did not. 

Another of the key issues up for negotiation, the rights of UK nationals living in the EU and EU nationals 
living here was raised; 

John Baron MP (Basildon and Billericay, Con): I commend the Prime Minister for her handling of                        
triggering article 50, and indeed for respecting the  wishes of the British electorate in the referendum. May 
I  suggest that there is another reason to make sure that guaranteeing the rights of EU nationals—both 
those living here and those on the continent—should be a very high priority? Not only is it the right thing 
to do and will establish good intent, but should there be no agreement, it would be clear to the world that 
that was not actually our fault and that we were not using EU nationals as bargaining chips.  

The Prime Minister: I am very clear in the letter that I have sent to President Tusk that we intend the 
work on the rights of EU nationals and UK nationals living in the EU to be undertaken as part of the              
negotiations at an early stage. As I have said before, I genuinely believe there is good will to do that, and I 
hope we will be able to achieve that at an early stage of the negotiations and give EU citizens living here 
and UK  citizens living in the European Union reassurance about their future.  

Personal Independence Payments 

The ongoing concern about Personal Independence Payments (PIP) was the subject of discussion again on 
Wednesday with an emergency debate on a statutory instrument which would amend regulations relating 
to people with mental health conditions. The issue of Parliamentary scrutiny of statutory instruments                 
featured in last week’s edition. 
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Debbie Abrahams (Oldham East and Saddleworth, Lab): Let us remind ourselves how the emergency             
regulations were introduced and what they have changed. The regulations, which were laid before the 
House on 23 February and came into force two weeks ago, amended the legislation under which disabled 
people or people with a chronic condition are assessed for eligibility for personal independence payments. 
The new regulations followed two upper tribunal rulings. The first judgment on 28 November 2016 held 
that needing support to take medication and monitor a health condition should be scored in the same 
way as needing support to manage therapy, such as dialysis, undertaken at home. The second, also on 28                  
November, ruled that people who find it difficult to leave their house because of severe psychological                 
distress should receive the enhanced rate of support under the mobility component of PIP. 

In a letter to me last week, the Secretary of State for Work and Pensions said that he became aware of the 

rulings on 8 December. Two and a half months later, the Government laid their emergency legislation             

before Parliament. I am sure that the irony of something taking two and a half months in an “emergency” 

has not been lost on you, Mr Speaker. During those two and a half months, not only were the Government 

unable to bring the regulations before the House, but they also bypassed their own Social Security                      

Advisory Committee. They have ignored SSAC’s recommendations on wider engagement, testing or                 

piloting changes, and the analysis of impacts. 

I was able to raise a recent report by the Samaritans which highlights                       

socio-economic deprivation as a   factor in suicidal behaviour (the full report is 

available here); 

The Samaritans produced a report earlier this year that points to a significant 
association between socioeconomic disadvantage and suicidal behaviour. The 
report cites Gunnell and Chang, who wrote: 

“Those who are already vulnerable, such as individuals who are supported by 

social welfare or who have preexisting mental health problems are at greatest 

risk. ”Is not it shocking that the Government have not looked at the risk of                

suicide among those who will be denied financial support for their mental health needs? 

Thursday 

Following hot on the heels of the Prime Minister’s statement, the Secretary of State for Exiting the EU, 
David Davis, came to the House to launch the publication of the Great Repeal Bill—you can see a copy 
here. He started his statement by outlining what the Bill will seek to achieve; 

Let me turn to the content of the White Paper. The paper we have published today sets out the three    
principal elements of the great repeal Bill. First, we will repeal the European Communities Act 1972 and 
return power to the United Kingdom. Secondly, the Bill will convert EU law into United Kingdom law,              
allowing businesses to continue operating knowing that the rules have not changed overnight, and 
providing fairness to individuals, whose rights and obligations will not be subject to sudden change.  
Thirdly, the Bill will create the necessary powers to correct the laws that do not operate appropriately 
once we have left the EU, so that our legal system continues to function correctly outside the European 
Union. I will address each of these elements in turn before coming to the important issue of the                           
interaction of the Bill with the devolution settlements. 

One of the key concerns in this process will be how the Government proceeds and how much scrutiny 
Parliament will have. It is estimated that 13.2% of  UK legislation enacted between 1993 and 2004 is EU 
related, meaning this process is the biggest legislative exercise the UK has ever undertaken.  The scale of 
the task means that the Government may try and use what are known as Henry VIII powers, giving              
Ministers the power to use delegated legislation to make necessary changes (which does not                           
automatically attract a debate as seen with recent statutory instruments).  This point was raised by the 
Shadow Minister for Exiting the EU, Keir Starmer; 
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Nobody underestimates the task of converting EU law into domestic law. The question is: how is it done 
and what is to be done? On the question of how, the White Paper gives sweeping powers to the Executive. 
They are sweeping because it proposes a power to use delegated legislation to “correct”, and thus change, 
primary legislation and devolved legislation, and because of the sheer scale of the exercise. 

In those circumstances, we have to go back to first principles. There should be no change to rights and    
protections without primary legislation—that is a starting and basic principle—and the same goes for              
policy. I add this: when we see the Bill, it must give no power to change rights, obligations and protections 
by delegated legislation. Will the Secretary of State provide assurances on those basic principles and look 
again at safeguards for the proposed delegated legislation procedures? 

In an exchange between Nick Clegg MP and David Davis, the 
potential complexity of deciding what to keep and what to 
discard was highlighted; 

I commend the Secretary of State for ignoring some of the 
more over-excitable demands from parts of the Brexit press 
and some of his Back Benchers, and for confirming, as he has 
done today, that he will incorporate into British law some of 
the jewels in the crown of the EU—the habitats directive, the 
working time directive and the green renewable energy di-

rective—that we can all agree on. He will know, however, that there will be a fork in the road: the Govern-
ment will either have to keep those provisions in domestic legislation, in which case Conservative Members 
will reasonably say, “What on earth was the point of leaving the EU in the first place?”; or he will remove 
those provisions, in which case the EU will need exacting safeguards to ensure that we do not undercut EU 
standards. 

Will the Secretary of State confirm that it is impossible to do what the Prime Minister said yesterday about 
participating fully in crime-fighting and anti-terrorism EU measures without access to the Schengen                 
information system and other databases—I remember from my time in government that such databases 
are devastating crime-fighting tools—and without abiding by EU data protection directives overseen by 
the European Court of Justice? 

David Davis MP: The right hon. Gentleman is half right and half wrong. What the Prime Minister was              
referring to yesterday was, of course, the importance of either maintaining something very similar to, or 
putting in place a  replacement for, the justice and home affairs strand of the European treaties. He is right 
in one respect: if we are to exchange data with not just the EU but other countries, such as the United 
States, we will undoubtedly need data protection, such as data laws and privacy protection, that meets 
their standards. The Bill will ensure that we get to that point on the day we leave the European Union and 
can therefore  continue to exchange data.  

Animal Welfare 

Later on in the day, there was a debate on animal welfare and in particular the regulation of the domestic 
pet trade in England and animal sentencing (animal welfare is a devolved responsibility of the Welsh            
Assembly). Although the  Minister outlined an updated of enforcement; 

We have therefore decided to address the problem in a different way, through a tougher approach to              
licensing provisions and to enforcement of the provisions in the Pet Animals Act 1951. First, we are placing 
beyond any doubt that online commercial sellers need to have a licence. It is not a pet shop licence; it is 
now a licence for animal sellers, and we will make that absolutely clear in revisions to the licensing                   
conditions. Secondly, as with dog breeders, we propose that statutory conditions should be applied to all                   
licensed pet sellers, whether online or a shop. These will again be based on the Chartered Institute of                
Environmental Health model conditions for pet vending licensing of 2013. Thirdly, we have also made it 
clear that, as a condition of having such a licence, if breeders advertise online they will in future need to 
state their licence number. That will be particularly important in helping with enforcement. I believe that 
these steps to strengthen the licensing regime currently set out under the 1951 Act go a long way towards 
addressing the concerns raised.  
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