
THIS WEEK IN PARLIAMENT– 10-13 July 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 Prime Minister appeared in front of the House on Monday afternoon to report back on 

discussions at the G20 summit in Hamburg at the weekend. During the questions that               

followed, an issue which was to be raised later in the week made an appearance; the               

question marks surrounding the UK’s continuing membership of Euratom, which may be in 

jeopardy as a result of Brexit. This is something which is causing concern on both sides of 

the House and has the hallmarks of the Government facing a difficult time with its own 

backbenchers. 

Hilary Benn (Leeds Central, Lab): The G20 discussed energy              
security. The Prime Minister will no doubt be aware of growing 
anxiety on both sides of the House about her proposal to                    
withdraw the UK from the Euratom treaty, despite concern about 
the implications for the movement of scientists, nuclear materials 
and life-saving radiotherapies. Can she explain what the UK                
nuclear industry will gain from such a policy? 

 

The Prime Minister: I am sure the right hon. Gentleman will be aware from his chairing of 

the Select Committee that membership of Euratom is inextricably linked with membership of 
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With one week left remaining of the Parliamentary term before the summer recess, the            
element of the Queen’s Speech we have all been waiting for, the European Union 
(Withdrawal) Bill, often referred to as the Repeal Bill, was published. The wait to debate it 
will continue until Parliament returns from the summer recess in early September. In the 
meantime, the Government appeared to respond again to pressure from its own                       
backbenchers, this time announcing an inquiry into the contaminated blood scandal. There 
were also signs of something similar developing around the UK’s future membership of Eur-
atom. I was able to ask a question in Foreign Office questions on the fate of two British                  
nationals held in prison in Iran and contribute to a debate held to mark the 100th                    
anniversary of  Passchendaele. It is impossible to cover the whole debate here, but I would 
recommend following the link to read the many interesting and personal contributions it 
provoked.  

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-07-10/debates/C2A07B94-6249-4BCD-815D-81AB73581BC5/G20
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-07-10/debates/C2A07B94-6249-4BCD-815D-81AB73581BC5/G20
https://goo.gl/jMv1ZG
mailto:madeleine.moon.mp@parliament.uk
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the European Union. As was signalled in the Queen’s Speech with reference to a future Bill on this issue, 

we want to ensure that we can maintain those relationships—that  co-operation with Euratom which               

enables the exchange of scientists and material. Countries throughout the world that are not members of 

the EU have that relationship with Euratom, but we need to put that Bill in place, and I look forward to the 

right hon. Gentleman’s support for it. 

Export Licensing 

Following the Prime Minister’s statement, the International Trade Secretary, Liam Fox, came to the House  

to make a statement about the High Court’s judgement on export licensing which followed a case brought  

against the Government over sales to Saudi Arabia. The High Court ruled that the UK is not breaking the 

law by continuing to sell arms to Saudi Arabia. As well as discussing the rights and wrongs of the outcome, 

the focus was brought back onto the humanitarian disaster in Yemen  and the urgent need for action; 

Keith Vaz (Leicester East) (Lab): Of course we accept the judgment of the court, because we believe in 
the rule of law. However, how does this help the Yemeni people? So far, 10,000 people have died, 14               
million people have been displaced and 200,000 people are suffering from cholera. The Secretary of State 
is a former Foreign Minister and a former Defence Secretary. After the statement, will he go back to the 
Foreign Office and get everyone back around the negotiating table—please? 

Dr Fox (Secretary of State for International Trade): The Government, through the Foreign and                       
Commonwealth Office, are leaving no stone unturned in their attempts to get the peace process driven 
forward. Many attempts have been made to do so, and it is in all our interests to stop this dreadful                 
humanitarian disaster. The right hon. Gentleman is absolutely right. The parties need to understand that 
the solution cannot be a purely military one; it has to be political. 

 

Contaminated Blood 

Alongside rumbling discontent about Euratom, the contaminated blood scandal and the campaign for a 

public inquiry was the issue which dominated the week. The first salvo was launched on Monday                   

afternoon by Diana Johnson MP (Kingston Upon Hull, Lab) who applied for an emergency debate for later 

in the week which was agreed by Mr. Speaker.  

We are now fast approaching the summer recess deadline, yet what 

little comment the Government have made has only added to the 

confusion and strengthened the case for an emergency debate. It 

would appear that the Secretary of State for Health has not               

considered the dossier, as was promised on 25 April. Last week, the 

Prime Minister and the Leader of the House of Commons responded 

to questions about the scandal: one from me, the other from my 

hon. Friend the Member for Newport East (Jessica Morden).            

Neither of them addressed our direct questions about the need for a 

public inquiry. Indeed, both raised further confusion by referring to 

the financial support for those affected as “compensation”,                   

contradicting the position taken by previous Ministers.  

The debate was granted for Tuesday afternoon. 

 

 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-07-10/debates/1D4CCF79-CEE5-407F-BDBD-8AA5E804A588/ExportLicensingHighCourtJudgment
https://goo.gl/oqT3aX
https://goo.gl/gXKKYB
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-07-10/debates/ED55943C-B2A7-47E8-900F-5A5CA2EB7081/ContaminatedBlood
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Tuesday 

Foreign Secretary Boris Johnson caused a few headlines following an exchange in Foreign Office questions 

on what the UK might be expected to pay the EU on leaving. I was able to ask a question on the fate of 

two UK nationals in prison in Iran. 

Mr Philip Hollobone (Kettering) (Con): Since we joined the Common Market on 1 January 1973 until the 
date we leave, we will have given the EU and its predecessors, in today’s money in real terms, a total of 
£209 billion. Will the Foreign Secretary make it clear to the EU that if it wants a penny piece more, it can 
go whistle? 
 
Boris Johnson: I am sure that my hon. Friend’s words will have broken like a thunderclap over Brussels and 
they will pay attention to what he has said. He makes a very valid point; the sums that I have seen that 
they propose to demand from this country seem to me to be extortionate, and I think that to “go whistle” 
is an entirely appropriate expression. 

 
 

Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab): Kamal Foroughi and Nazanin 
Zaghari-Ratcliffe are in prison in Iran. We have been unable to gain access 
to them through our consul. What efforts are being made to use other              
countries to ensure that the human rights and, in particular, medical needs 
of these two people are  protected?  

Alistair Burt (Minister for the Middle East): I met Richard Ratcliffe and the 
family just last week. I have already raised this issue directly with my                
counterpart, the Deputy Foreign Minister of Iran, and with the Iranian             
ambassador here. We remain very concerned about this and other consular 
cases involving Iran. I assure the hon. Lady and the House that we will              
continue to raise them at the highest level. 

 

Taylor Review: Working Practices 

Tuesday afternoon saw the long awaited publication of the Taylor Review into modern working practices 
and in particular the rapid increase in the number of people classed as being self-employed in the so-
called gig economy or working on zero hour contracts. The Review, commissioned by but independent of 
the Government, made a number recommendations which it has said will be  considered (you can read it 
here); 

Margot James (This is an independent review addressed to Government. Although we may not ultimately 
accept every recommendation in full, I am determined that we consider the report very carefully and we 
will respond fully by the end of the year. 

Matthew Taylor has been clear: the UK labour market is a success—the “British way” works. He has also 
said, however, that there are instances where it is not working fairly for everyone. For example, he                
highlights where our legislation needs updating or where flexibility seems to work only one way, to the 
benefit of the employer. We recognise the points made. We accept that as a country we now need to focus 
as much on the quality of the working experience, especially for those in lower-paid roles, as on the             
number of jobs we create, vital though that is. 

Some concerns were expressed by backbenchers about the implications of the review and how its                  
recommendations might be implemented. It will be one to watch closely as many constituents are             

http://www.madeleinemoonmp.com/
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-07-11/debates/0B8568F2-8254-460B-9CAB-81AF349553DF/OralAnswersToQuestions
https://goo.gl/cEfY5U
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=1423
https://goo.gl/MNsnev
https://www.gov.uk/government/groups/employment-practices-in-the-modern-economy
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affected by new working practices, which often do not work in their favour but are largely to the benefit 
of their  employers; 

Frank Field (Birkenhead) (Lab): As someone who lobbied the Prime Minister with              
reports on the gig  economy to establish such an inquiry, may I thank the Minister for 
her statement today? May I tease from her a little more about the Government’s               
position on the trade-off between minimum standards at the  vulnerable end of the 
labour market and flexibility? If the news reports are right, Matthew Taylor goes for 
flexibility rather than always implementing the national minimum wage. May we have 
an undertaking from the Government that they will always abide by the national           
minimum wage, even if that means a loss in flexibility? 

Margot James (Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy): I 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman on all the work he did on these matters in chairing the Work and 
Pensions Committee in the last Parliament. I can assure him that minimum wages rates are sacrosanct. 
There will be no trade-off when it comes to ensuring that everybody is paid at least the minimum wage. 
When he reads the report, he will be more encouraged. Many of the people who attended the Taylor re-
view’s evidence sessions said that they liked the flexibility of working atypically and that we should not 
lose that, but that flexibility should not be a one-way street with individuals absorbing all the risk.                   
Although we will consider the recommendations further, I assure the right hon. Gentleman that I very 
much agree with those sentiments. 

 

Contaminated Blood 

The next twist for this issue came with a Point of Order raised by Kevin Brennan MP. You can read more 
about Points of Order here, but essentially backbench MPs can use them to raise an issue which often  
only loosely relates to matters Mr. Speaker can have a judgement on.  In essence, in between the              
application for an emergency debate on Monday afternoon and the debate itself, the Prime Minister 
(possibly fearing losing a vote as her own backbenchers are supportive of the campaign) intervened to 
establish a public inquiry.  

Kevin Brennan (Cardiff West) (Lab): On a point of order, Mr Speaker. I understand that the Prime Minis-
ter has announced that there is to be a judge-led public inquiry into the contaminated blood scandal. 
Would it not have been better if, just for once, such an announcement could have been made to hon. 
Members in this House? 

Mr Speaker: The short answer is that it is better if key announcements of policy or other Government 
intent are communicated first to the House when the House is in session. I have been attending to my               
duties in the Chair, so I am unaware of the announcement. It may well be that it will be warmly welcomed, 
and I do not cavil at that, but the hon. Gentleman asked me a specific question, to which I have given him 
a specific answer. 

 

This all meant that when the debate started, its context was rather different , but that did not stop the 
scale of the human tragedy being laid bare. This included a speech by my Welsh colleague, Jessica                
Morden, MP for Newport East about her constituent Colin Smith; 

Colin’s tribute on the Tainted Blood website says: 

“Thousands of people, like Colin… didn’t make it this far. He never had the chance to join the cubs, play 
football for his school, have a girlfriend, go travelling or get married…Instead, his short life was filled with 
hospitals, doctors and illness. He was just a little boy, but a very special one who we, at TB, always keep in 
mind as we campaign.” 

https://goo.gl/zUSPP8
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-07-11/debates/9FB2173D-4E37-4292-B603-655AA83B50FF/PointsOfOrder
http://www.parliament.uk/site-information/glossary/point-of-order/
https://goo.gl/NjKRLW
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-07-11/debates/E647265A-4A8A-4D87-95A2-66A91E3A37D6/ContaminatedBlood
https://goo.gl/n7HbBN
https://goo.gl/n7HbBN
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He is in my mind every day, because when at home in my constituency I often drive past the Smith’s house, 
with my eight-year-old son sat in the car next to me, and I imagine how I would feel if this had happened 
to me. So I just say this to the Minister: would I have been happy if there was a public apology and would I 
have been happy with the limited financial support that people felt they had to beg for, or would I want to 
finally get to the truth? Nothing can bring back Colin and others, but we can at least have a public inquiry 
that gets this right. We need to get it right this time, because Colin’s family and others have been through 
so much over the years that we cannot let them down again. 

 

Wednesday 

APPG on Motor Neurone Disease 

On Wednesday morning before the start of 

business,  I met with a group of MPs to               

re-establish the All Party Parliamentary 

Group (APPG) on Motor Neurone Disease 

which I chaired in the last Parliament.            

Following the election, all APPGs have to be 

re-formed with the election of officers                

before any meetings can take place. APPGs 

are informal groups of Parliamentarians 

with a range of aims; usually based around 

a subject or country.  In the case of Motor 

Neurone Disease, the Group has been conducting an inquiry into the experience of the Personal                     

Independence Payments for people with the condition and how the problems they encounter can be       

addressed. Our report will be published in October.  

Concerns about the UK’s future Euratom membership were debated on Wednesday morning in a             

Westminster Hall debate. Albert Owen MP, who opened the debate, set out what Euratom is; 

I want to make it clear from the outset that this debate is not a rerun of the EU 
referendum debate or of the article 50 debate. This debate is about getting it 
right and ensuring that the UK remains a world leader in civil nuclear and in 
research and development. 

We achieved world leader status by co-operating with others across the world 
under the umbrella of Euratom—or, to give it its full name, the European 
Atomic Energy Community. Euratom was established in the 1950s as part of 
the creation of the European Community. It provides the basis for the                  
regulation of civil nuclear safeguards and control and supply of fissile material, 
and funds international research. The Culham Centre for Fusion Energy is one 

of the leading research centres in the world. The Government have indicated that Euratom and the EU are 
legally joined. Some say that we have to give the same notice to exit Euratom as we did to exit the EU 
through article 50. I disagree. 

Amongst the concerns raised were whether withdrawing from Euratom would affect the availability of 
cancer treatments; 

Dr Philippa Whitford (Central Ayrshire) (SNP): Dr. Philippa Whitford (Central Ayreshire, SNP): I                  
understand that this debate will focus largely on the nuclear industry, but I am concerned about the                 
impact on medicine. Is the hon. Gentleman aware of the concern of the Royal College of Radiologists that 

https://goo.gl/qJ1i5N
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an inability easily to bring isotopes into the country could affect half a million scans and 10,000 cancer               
treatments? Isotopes cannot be stored, because they have a short half-life, so we need Euratom. 

Notable among those raising concerns were a number of Conservative backbenchers, who have been           

enjoying new powers of persuasion in recent weeks, not least being influential over the contaminated 

blood scandal. How the Government’s negotiating strategy over Euratom develops over the coming 

weeks and months will be interesting to see; 

Antoinette Sandbach (Eddisbury, Con): I am grateful. The UK has been awarded £500 million of                    
contracts in the nuclear fusion supply chain. Is not all of that put at risk if we leave Euratom? 
 
Albert Owen: Absolutely. The hon. Lady was also a member of the Committee, and she knows the 
written and oral evidence we received that highlighted that point. It is important for a Select Committee to 
hold the Government to account, but it is also important to shape the framework and work with the              
Government. I urge the Minister to work with Parliament, the industry and all relevant sectors, so that we 
can go forwards, not backwards, and maintain the status of which we are all proud.  

 

Thursday 

Brexit Bill 

What had become known as the Great Repeal Bill which facilitates the UK’s exit from the EU was           

published on Thursday morning. The European Union (Withdrawal) Bill will start its journey through             

Parliament when the House returns in the autumn. You can see the Bill and follow its progress here. 

Passchendaele 

Since 2014, Parliament has played its part in commemorating the centenary of the First World War. On 

Thursday time was given over to remembering the 3rd Battle of Ypres, otherwise called Passchendaele. 

The House heard many tributes; I used the occasion to share my own, that of my grandfather who was 

amongst the hundreds of thousands killed during the battle.  I drew upon his diary for my speech; 

The diary ends on Wednesday 14 July 1915: 

“Went and laid a line from signal office to 3rd Corps HQ finished din-
ner time. There was a very heavy    bombardment last night in front 
of the Durham’s trenches between Messines and Ploegsteert. I left 
Bailleul at 4.38 for England on leave, arrived at Boulogne at 9 pm”. 

That is the last we know of my grandfather’s day-to-day experiences. 

He died at the third battle of Ypres. We know that Driver Albert Ed-

ward Ironside, No. 17785, died on 22 July 1917. He is buried in plot 1, 

row F, grave No. 4 in Dozinghem military cemetery in Belgium. The 

advance dressing stations in the area were humorously named by the troops: Dozinghem, Mendinghem 

and Bandaghem. The cemeteries that were created perpetuate those names. We do not know when my 

grandfather was injured or how he died. We were told that he was poisoned by gas. From 10 July 1917, 

mustard gas was used every night against British positions. The Glamorgan Gem contains an article by 

Ceri Joseph of the Porthcawl Museum, which has been running amazing exhibitions on the first world war 

over this whole period to explain the local context, the service that the local people gave and the impact of 

the war on the town. In the article, Ceri suggests that German tactics had changed in that month. They 

allowed the British to cover an increasing amount of ground in the hope that they would lose momentum. 

Forward signal parties would often become involved in fighting, and Albert might have been trapped and 

died fighting. 

http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2017-19/europeanunionwithdrawal.html
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-07-13/debates/69871535-88DE-4EF8-AE0C-9653C8E1B045/Passchendaele
https://goo.gl/ShChDj

