
THIS WEEK IN PARLIAMENT 20 - 24 November 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 

Monday saw a range of issues being brought before the House. There was an Urgent Question on 
the Student Loans Company followed by a statement on the current situation in Yemen. However 
the day kicked off with questions being put to the Secretary of State for the Home Department. The 
topics of questioning ranged from immigration to fisheries. 
however the main thrust of Member’s questions was on 
crime and more specifically Police funding. 

Nigel Mills (Amber Valley) (Con):  Whether she plans to intro-
duce a new police funding formula in the next 12 months. 
 
The Minister for Policing and the Fire Service (Mr Nick Hurd): 
We have not yet made a decision about what was called the 
fair funding review, but I assure my hon. Friend that a new 
formula will not be introduced without a full public consulta-
tion. In the meantime, we are completing our review of de-
mand and resilience in the police system ahead of the 2018-
19 funding settlement. 
 
Nigel Mills: The Minister will know that Derbyshire has been 
particularly badly affected by the current formula, so we 
would greatly appreciate some progress on the new formula. 
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This was yet another busy week in Parliament. Third day of debate over the European Union 
(Withdrawal) Bill saw another long debate, followed the next day by the Budget.  
In the brief breaks we had in between these long and important sessions in Parliament. A de-
bate was held in Westminster Hall on Britain’s Amphibious Capability. This was a debate I am 
pleased to say had cross party consensus that MPs can no longer sit by and see the Government 
degrade our military capability.  
Further to this, I Chaired a meeting of the All Party Parliamentary Group on Reserves and Cadets 
in which I was pleased to hear from the Assistant Chief of the Defence Staff (Reserves and Ca-
dets) on the progress of the plans to reform and rebuild our Reserve Forces. As well as this, on 
Wednesday I chaired a Kidney Symposium aimed at easing access to organs for transplant. This 
meeting was attended by numerous charities as well as NHS Leeds Kidney department   
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In the meantime, can he assure my local police force that there will be at least an inflationary rise in its funding for 
next year? 

Mr Hurd: I assure my hon. Friend that I have spoken directly to the police and 
crime commissioner and the chief constable in Derbyshire to get an update on 
the performance of the service and the demand on it. That will feed into the 
review that I have signalled, which will, in turn, feed into the decisions about 
the 2018-19 funding settlement, for which he will not have to wait too long. 
 
Louise Haigh (Sheffield, Heeley) (Lab): The Minister says that he wants evidence 
for police funding. How about the document that every chief constable and PCC 
in the country signed up to this month, which warned that without extra invest-
ment on Wednesday, up to 6,000 more police officers could be lost by 2020 and 
that usable resources are, in fact, a fraction of the figure that he keeps citing? 
If he thinks that the UK’s most senior police leaders are wrong, will he commit 
today to making no further cuts to police officer numbers during this Parlia-
ment? 
 
Mr Hurd: I can confirm that decisions about police funding have not been final-
ised, but that that will be done shortly. An announcement will be made to the 

House as part of the draft grant settlement for 2018-19 in the usual way. On the report that the hon. Lady cites, I 
hope she understands that we have worked with that report closely, because the Home Office and the police system 
wanted to do a proper job of updating our understanding of the pressures that the police are under, which are real. 
 
In the afternoon, I chaired a debate in Westminster Hall on the abolition of the TV licencing fee. The debate had 
been called because an online petition had reached 100,000 signatures. If this occurs then Parliament is obliged to 
consider the subject of the petition for a debate. These debates are often on a Monday afternoon and held in West-
minster Hall.   

Meanwhile, in the Chamber, a Bill was presented on taxation and cross border trade and the an adjournment de-
bate was held on Transgender Persons and Government Policy.  

Tuesday 

Tuesday saw the third day of debating on the European Union (Withdrawal) Bill. However, before a marathon de-
bate lasting well into the night, questions were put to the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs 
as well as a Bill being presented on Automatic travel Compensation. 
 
Further to this there was a debate in Westminster Hall on Britain’s declining amphibious warfare capability. This 
was a debate in which I had a particular interest, being on the Defence Select Committee, and so felt compelled to 
speak on the subject. 

Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab): Like everyone else, I want to start by thanking my colleague and friend, my 
hon. Friend the Member for Stoke-on-Trent North (Ruth Smeeth), for securing this debate. It is important that there 
is absolutely cross-party consensus in this Chamber that we are about to do something extremely dangerous. The 
debate today is entitled “UK Amphibious Capability”, but it really should be, “Who are we? What role do we want to 
play in the world? Has the decline of the Royal Navy damaged our reputation and our capability as a naval power 
and an ally? And will the cutting of our amphibious capability and our Royal Marines finally sink our reputation as a 
naval power?” 

We have been a naval power for centuries. A major part of that has been our ability to project force anywhere in the 

world, coupled with the ability to land personnel and equipment, using our amphibious forces quickly and effective-

ly. Equally important around the world has been our ability to send humanitarian aid quickly and effectively every-

where. We have provided food and equipment and evacuated in humanitarian crises in a way that we should be 

deeply proud of, but we are about to lose that capability. As an island nation, our ability to conduct a conventional 
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war in an effective manner hinges on our ability to deploy troops from our island to the theatre of conflict. That re-

quires us to retain an amphibious capability. 

We need to ensure that we can hold our head up high among our allies. Britain has a reputation as a serious mari-

time player. After the United States, the UK was NATO’s pre-eminent naval power. That reputation was not come by 

lightly and gave the UK a distinct and advantaged position, not just in NATO, but on the global stage—as a trading 

entity as well as a military force. Our amphibious capability played a vital part in forming and maintaining that rep-

utation, but our allies are reassessing it. 

Let me quote from an article by an ally. It was by Jonathan Foreman and was published in the April-June edition of 

the Australian Navy news. It stated: 

“The paper proposes in essence that the Royal Navy cannot be saved in its current form, that the prob-

lems…frequently noted in recent years by other, often non-British, publica-

tions…are likely to be terminal. Given that the RN is already little better 

than a token force…manifestly unable to carry out many of the missions 

expected of it in home waters as well as distant seas…and that UK decision 

makers are unwilling to face up to the decisions and obligations required of 

a major maritime power, the best that Great Britain can hope for may be to 

field a moderately capable North Sea flotilla as part of a combined UK De-

fence Force.” 

That was from our allies. That is how we are beginning to be seen. Let us 

wake up and recognise that. 

Recently, The Times carried an article in which James Mattis was highly 

critical of our decision to cut two of our four minehunters from the Gulf. We are beginning to hollow ourselves out, 

as has been said repeatedly, including at last week’s sitting of the Defence Committee by the former First Sea Lord, 

Admiral Zambellas, who described us as a third-world nation militarily. We have to wake up. 

We in this Chamber totally support the Royal Navy and its personnel, and I think I speak for us all in saying that. 

[Hon. Members: “Hear, hear!”] We are all proud of its successes, its traditions, its long history of bravery and its ca-

pability to face down overwhelming force. We will not, and cannot, sit by and be silent while the Navy is hollowed 

out and while the Ministry of Defence spins stories of our retaining greatness, when even our allies are mocking our 

inability to project effective and enduring force in defensive and humanitarian actions. 

The Navy must retain its amphibious capability and its Royal Marines. The spin and misrepresentation of the weak-

ness of our Navy must be recognised. If we are to hold our role in the maritime world, which we once proudly ruled, 

it is time to tackle the weakness that we have all allowed to happen to the Royal Navy. Britain’s ability to deploy a 

full range of naval capability, including an amphibious option, plays a vital and central role in our security, capability 

and reputation. Without that, Britain’s Navy lacks the critical ability to project power and authority beyond the sea 

and, as such, limits the effectiveness of what a naval task force is capable of, as well as what this country is capable 

of doing in defending itself. 

http://www.madeleinemoonmp.com/
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After this the Defence Committee sat and took evidence for the annual report and accounts for the year 2016-2017. 
For more information on the work of the Committee see here. 

European Union (Withdrawal) Bill 

The main effort of the day was focused on the third day of debating this important piece of legislation. The debates 
were again wide ranging in their scope, but broadly covered the areas of the Charter of Fundamental rights and its 
transition in to UK Law. In effect this meant that at stake, with the amendments being debated, were the rights and 
freedoms we currently enjoy under the law. 

Hilary Benn (Leeds Central) (Lab): Is not an example of the use of the charter of fundamental rights the one given by 
our right hon. and learned Friend the Member for Holborn and St Pancras (Keir Starmer) when he referred to the 
case that the EU brought against the Government, in which the current Secretary of State for Exiting the European 
Union, as part of his argument, prayed in aid the charter. If the Secretary of State thinks that it has use, should not 
that same use be available to everybody else? 
 
Mr Chris Leslie (Nottingham East) (Lab/Co-op): Indeed. My right hon. Friend has stolen the punchline that I was 
building up to, because that is the one example that I thought would surely clinch the argument. Of all the people 
who really should value the charter of fundamental rights, surely it is the Secretary of State. 
 
Mr Kenneth Clarke (Rushcliffe) (Con): Given that the charter has been part of British law for some years now, the 
case for repealing it must be based on some harm that it has done. I have never heard anyone describe any harm 

that the charter is supposed to have done to any public interest in this country, 
so presumably the hon. Gentleman, like me, awaits some examples to justify 
the proposed change. 
 
Mr Chris Leslie (Nottingham East) (Lab/Co-op): Absolutely. We might hear a 
different argument from Ministers, but traditionally the Government’s argu-
ment has been, “Don’t worry about the charter of fundamental rights; it 
doesn’t have any effect, it isn’t necessary and we can do without it because it is 
already there in British law.” It is rather like what the right hon. Member for 
New Forest West (Sir Desmond Swayne) said in his intervention. Of course, if 
that is the case, why are the Government deliberately excising it from UK law, 
and why would they resist new clause 16? The new clause does not even re-
quire the charter to be retained—I happen to think that it should be retained—
but simply states that Her Majesty’s Government should lay before Parliament 
within one month of Royal Assent a review of the implications of removing it. 

Wednesday  

PMQs 

Wednesday’s PMQs was somewhat overshadowed by the Chancellor’s looming Budget speech. However, Jeremy 
Corbyn used this week to challenge the Prime Minister on the Government’s Brexit strategy, with a particular em-
phasis on the prospect of a hard Irish border. 
 
It was a noisy Chamber with the Chancellor due to deliver the Budget and Mr Speaker had to intervene during 
PMQs ordering Member’s to calm down: 

 

Mr Speaker 
Order. Far too many Members on both sides of the House are gesticulating in a frenetic and, frankly, outlandish 
fashion. [Interruption.] Order. I say to the hon. Member for Na h-Eileanan an Iar (Angus Brendan MacNeil) that he 
should seek to imitate the Zen-like calm and statesmanship of the Father of the House. 

 

 

http://www.parliamentlive.tv/Event/Index/b20ef524-81ae-426e-b551-8084c255ff87
http://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/defence-committee/
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-11-21/debates/4BD8BD60-F424-4132-871D-D26E6E326DE9/EuropeanUnion(Withdrawal)Bill
https://goo.gl/kaAqEn
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=422
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=366
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=422
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Jeremy Corbyn 

I have much in common with Zen, Mr Speaker. 

Seventeen months—[Interruption.] I understand that these days the Tory Whips are choreographing who shouts at 
whom in the Chamber—they are making a very bad job of it. 

Seventeen months after the referendum, the Government say there can be no hard border, but have not worked out 
how. They say that they will protect workers’ rights but then vote against it. They say they will protect 
environmental rights but then vote against it. They promise action on tax avoidance, but vote against it time and 
time again. Once again, the Foreign Secretary has offered his opinion, as has the Environment Secretary, saying that 
“insufficient energy” is going into these Brexit negotiations—their words, not mine. Is not the truth that this Govern-
ment have no energy, no agreed plan and no strategy to deliver a good Brexit for Britain? 

 

Autumn Budget 2017 

The main event on Wednesday was the Budget. You can watch the full statement here. With the backdrop of Brex-
it, on going austerity and the annual winter strains on our health service, this had the potential of being an im-
portant Budget. The headline announcement was the abolishment of stamp duty for all first time buyers purchasing 
properties worth up to £300,000. And for those buying properties costing up to £500,000, no stamp duty will be 
paid on the first £300,000. Although this was intended to help those trying to get onto the housing ladder, the 
Office for Budget Responsibility were quick to point out that this announcement will actually increase house prices, 
so the real winners could be those who already own a house. 

This will be implemented in Wales immediately, however the Welsh government will have to decide whether to 
continue with this policy from April 2018 when stamp duty is devolved. 

The BBC provide a quick snapshot of some of the key measures from the Budget which you can read here. 

When The Chancellor delivers the Budget, MPs are not allowed to intervene as there are 3 days of debate which 
are allocated to debate the finer details of it afterwards. Immediately after the Chancellor finishes his speech, the 
Leader of the Opposition then responds. 

Jeremy Corbyn 

Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. 

The reality test of this Budget has to be how it affects ordinary people’s lives. I believe, as the days go ahead and 
this Budget unravels, the reality will be that a lot of people will be no better 
off, and the misery that many are in will be continuing. 

Pay is now lower than it was in 2010, and wages are now falling again. 
Economic growth in the first three quarters of this year is the lowest since 
2009 and the slowest of the major economies in the G7. It is a record of 
failure, with a forecast of more to come. 

Economic growth has been revised down. Productivity growth has been 
revised down; business investment, revised down; people’s wages and liv-
ing standards, revised down. What sort of strong economy is that? What 
sort of “fit for the future” is that? 

You may recall, Mr Deputy Speaker, that the deficit was due to be eradicat-
ed by 2015. Then that moved to 2016; then to 2017; then to 2020. And now 
we are looking at 2025. The Government are missing their major targets, 
but the failed and damaging policy of austerity remains. 

The number of people sleeping rough has doubled since 2010. This year, 
120,000 children will spend Christmas in temporary accommodation.  

… In some parts of the country, life expectancy is actually beginning to fall. The last Labour Government lifted 1 mil-
lion children out of poverty—it was an amazing achievement. Under this Government, an extra 1 million children 
will be plunged into poverty by the end of this Parliament. Some 1.9 million pensioners, or one in six of all pension-

https://goo.gl/v25Va6
https://goo.gl/wkeZye
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-42056452
https://goo.gl/uHF9mp
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ers, are living in poverty—the worst rate anywhere in western Europe. So, it is falling pay, slow growth and rising 
poverty. This is what the Chancellor has the cheek to call a strong economy. 

While there were some stand out announcements, the overall economic landscape is not as rosy as the Govern-
ment make out. According to the independent fiscal watchdog, the Office for Budget Responsibility (OBR), Britain’s 
future economic outlook is not as positive as some may portray. 

Growth, productivity and investment figures have all been revised down. The OBR have said that: 

 

“We have lowered our real GDP forecast in every year. We now expect growth to average 1.4 per cent a year 
over the next five years, slowing a little over the next two (as public spending cuts and Brexit-related uncertainty 
weigh on the economy) and picking up modestly thereafter as productivity growth quickens. The main reason for 
lowering our GDP forecast since March is a significant downward revision to potential productivity growth, re-
flecting a reassessment of the post-crisis weakness and the hypotheses to explain it.” 

 

Worryingly, if the OBR’s forecasts are accurate, Britain will be fundamentally poorer, real wages will hardly grow 
over the next five years and the public finances will continue to be stretched. Sorry to be the bearer of bad news. 

 

Thursday 

The pace of the week did not let up on Thursday. The aftermath of the Chancellor’s budget saw MPs seeking an-
swers on a number of points which had come to light as a consequence of the measures announced by the Chan-
cellor. 

 

The day began with questions to the Secretary of State for 
International Trade and the Minister for Women and Equali-
ties. This was followed by and urgent question on the recent 
revelations of data theft by Uber. 
 
During Business questions I had the opportunity to raise the 
Important work carried out by the Suicide Bereavement UK 
into the services available for those who have suffered a loss 
in this way. 

Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab): One of the most vul-
nerable communities is those who are bereaved by suicide. Dr 
Sharon McDonnell, director of Suicide Bereavement UK at the 
University of Manchester, and Support after Suicide Partner-
ship are carrying out research into the services available for 

those bereaved by suicide to prevent future deaths. I am sending out details of a survey to hon. Members, but could 
we have a debate on suicide bereavement and its impact on families and friends, and will the Leader of the House 
support me in encouraging Members to circulate the survey to their constituents? 

The Leader of the House of Commons (Andrea Leadsom): I am always delighted to help in any way I can to promote 
something as important as the impact on those bereaved by suicide. I encourage the hon. Lady to seek a Westmin-
ster Hall debate or an Adjournment debate on this specific subject, so that other Members can bring forward exam-
ples from their own constituencies. 

For more information or to get involved please follow the link here or go to my Twitter feed @MadeleineMoon 

 
 
The main business of the day was preceded by a statement on Universal Credit. A debate was then held on the 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-11-23/debates/A91F809A-0909-485C-A2CD-F22AE12A1F9E/OralAnswersToQuestions
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-11-23/debates/DA2ACD5C-D3BF-4AB9-80FE-5882EAD4E293/UberPersonalDataTheft
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-11-23/debates/2A621197-14F6-40EB-A7BD-CEF127223A33/BusinessOfTheHouse
https://goo.gl/NAV53N
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Budget Resolutions revealed by the Chancellor on Wednesday. During this debate I made an intervention to raise 
the important point about an NHS Trust beginning to charge for transport for patients who need Kidney dialysis 
treatment. 

Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab):  Is my right hon. Friend aware that clinical commissioning groups in the 
NHS are looking to introduce new taxes on patients? Kernow CCG proposes to make kidney dialysis patients pay for 
transport to their dialysis. This is a death tax of £120 a month. Dialysis or death—that is their option. 
 
John McDonnell (Hayes and Harlington) (Lab): Under the figures that have been announced this week in the Budget, 
there will be more of this. There will be more rationing. There will be more people suffering. There will be more peo-

ple’s lives put at risk. 
 

Under this Government, 4 million people are now waiting for care—the highest 

level in a decade. More than 100,000 patients were left waiting more than two 

weeks to see a specialist after being diagnosed with cancer, and more than one 

in 10 did not start treatment within 62 days. Only three in 10 of the most urgent 

999 calls for help are answered within the targeted time. Yet, the Government 

have brought forward less than half the amount that is needed and that profes-

sional, sober assessments say is needed. The claim in yesterday’s Budget that 

£10 million in capital funding is available is totally misleading. The Government 

will provide less than half of that. The remainder will come from selling off NHS 

estates or from the private sector. 

Nor has the pay cap that has driven hard-working public sector workers to des-

pair been tackled. The dedication of the staff is extraordinary. There are nurses waiting behind after 12-hour shifts 

to give care to keep the system from imploding. These are the same NHS nurses who have seen their pay fall so 

much in real terms that one in four must take a second job to make ends meet. The Royal College of Nursing reports 

that nurses are even visiting food banks, such is their desperation. It is not possible to run a health service worthy of 

the name on the unpaid and underpaid dedication of its staff alone. The Chancellor is able to offer nothing for them.  

 

 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-11-23/debates/01E9568A-F2E1-46DE-A0A7-432C749ABED8/BudgetResolutions
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