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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 week began with questions to the Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government. 
This was followed by an Urgent Question on social mobility following the resignation of the board 
members of the Social Mobility Commission, from across various parties. The question was focused 
on the reasons why the board resigned. 
 
Ms Angela Eagle (Wallasey) (Lab): The Minister is doing his best to ignore the fact that the entire 
board of the social mobility commission has resigned. Why does he think that is? Can he give us an 
answer? 
 
The Minister for Children and Families (Mr Robert Goodwill): If the hon. Lady looks back over the past 
five years, she will see that Alan has been supportive of much of the action that we are taking to im-
prove social mobility, such as the Department for Education’s opportunity areas. We welcome con-
structive challenge as we all work together to tackle social mobility. 

This will give us an opportunity to refresh the commission and improve its diversity. I assure the 

House that we are not in the position of employing a patsy for the Government: I want somebody 

who will continue to challenge the Government, continue to hold our feet to the fire and engage con-

structively—not only with central Government but with local government, which is charged with de-

livering many of the solutions. 
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This was another week of frantic activity in Parliament. However, as has become very famil-
iar to Members, our work was once again overshadowed by the Brexit process, both inside 
the House and developments further afield. 
The Secretary of State for Exiting the European Union has run into much criticism in the 
House this week from all sides. The sectoral analysis impact assessments on the impact of 
Brexit on the UK now appear either not to have been carried out or to have had so little 
depth of study that they have little validity. 
Just when this seemed to be brewing into yet another controversy for the Government, 
news from Brussels took over. Despite the best efforts of the DUP, the Government and EU 
now appear to agreed on enough to move talks forward. No doubt this will lead yet more 
debate in the House throughout the coming months.   

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-04/debates/EBBC8080-2896-4627-B6EC-AC8048D09DC3/OralAnswersToQuestions
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Other business throughout the day included a debate on motion for adjournment on Universal Credit Sanctions. 

However, the main business was once again the European Union (Withdrawal) Bill. The debate again dragged on 

long into the night, finishing well after midnight. The main focus of debate for this session was on the Devolved Leg-

islatures and their position after Brexit. Being a Welsh MP, I had a lot of questions in regard to this particular issue 

and made a number of interventions. 

 

Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab): The hon. Gentleman was a Member of the 
Welsh Assembly for some considerable time. Is he saying that if he were still there he 
would not be arguing in Wales, in the Welsh Assembly, for the powers in the 140 dis-
tinct policy areas that have devolved responsibility, many of them in relation to the 
environment, to come back to the Welsh Assembly? Would he be happy for the West-
minster Parliament to make those decisions on behalf of Wales? 
 
David T. C. Davies (Monmouth) (Con): I can say to the hon. Lady that that is exactly 
what I am saying to her. May I remind her that in 2003 I had an election leaflet that 
had the headline “No more powers for the Welsh Assembly” and I was given one of 
the biggest majorities of anyone in Wales? That is something to think about. So “yes” 
is the answer to that question. 

This Government are doing a superb job. All sorts of people and the commentators 

will be, once again, in the newspapers tomorrow trying to find little reasons to undermine this process. It is quite a 

complicated process, but I say from the bottom of my heart that I think these Ministers are doing a superb job, and 

they are being supported not just by their Back Benchers or all those who voted to leave the European Union, but by 

a majority of people in Wales, who also voted to vote the EU and are not being respected by the Labour party, Plaid 

Cymru and whatever is left of the Liberal Democrats. More power to them, and I look forward to joining them in the 

Lobby tonight… 

 

Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab): I just find this debate absolutely ironic. We talk about the power of the de-
volved Assemblies at a time when one individual, in a quick phone call with the Prime Minister, can scupper the 
whole policy and the whole plans for devolution. Nobody from the Democratic Unionist party is in the Chamber to 
argue their case. DUP Members will go into the Lobby to vote, but they will not come here to argue their case. That 
is the shame of this debate. There is no parallel between what is happening in Northern Ireland, and what is hap-
pening in Scotland and Wales. 

John Lamont (Berwickshire, Roxburgh and Selkirk) (Con): The hon. Lady should perhaps look at last week’s discus-
sions between the Secretary of State for Scotland and the Deputy First Minister for Scotland about how powers 
should be divided between this place and the Scottish Parliament. I believe that genuine progress is being made, but 
we should not rush it… 

Tuesday 

Questions to the Secretary of State for Justice began the day, however, given the developments of Monday after-
noon, the session was always going to be overshadowed by the Brexit negotiations. Given this fact, it was no sur-
prise that an Urgent question was submitted on the EU Exit Negotiations. 
 
Hilary Benn (Leeds Central) (Lab): We all hope that the Government find a form of words that enables the negotia-
tions to move on to phase 2, but do they not have to realise that the reason why there is this problem is because of 
their decision to leave the customs union and the single market? Given that the leader of the Scottish Conservatives 
and the Mayor of London have both suggested that whether it is convergence or no divergence, it should be applied 
to the whole of the United Kingdom, is it not time for the Government finally to recognise that they need to make a 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-04/debates/191EA001-90B6-49A9-A4E6-85A27FE222BB/UniversalCreditSanctions
https://goo.gl/ne7Mpd
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https://goo.gl/y8Cmx2
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=4608
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-05/debates/8FF51397-CF56-4966-882F-A773513D4E62/OralAnswersToQuestions
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-05/debates/900DF557-19AD-468B-B8F3-4D03172C3E33/EUExitNegotiations
https://goo.gl/9gVj9L
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different decision if they are to avoid the imposition of a hard border in Northern 
Ireland? 
 
The Secretary of State for Exiting the European Union (Mr David Davis): I am 
afraid that, uncharacteristically, the right hon. Gentleman is just wrong about 
that. I just read out the comment from the Taoiseach in August and a comment 
from his own Front-Bench spokesman about this subject, and I have set out the 
views of other Labour Front Benchers who are completely dismissive of being in 
the customs union in the long run. They are right, I am afraid, in this respect. 
 
Anna Soubry (Broxtowe) (Con): The British people are fed up to the back teeth 
with all this. They want a solution. It might be that regulatory alignment is the 
solution, but if it is good enough for Northern Ireland, it is good enough for the 
rest of the country. We are a Union, and we will not allow a deal for one part of 
our great Union and not for the other. May I gently say to the Secretary of State 

that there is a consensus in this place? Even though, when we had a debate on a motion, Labour Front Benchers, 
including the shadow Chancellor, voted against the customs union, we are—over here, over there and down there—
as one. There is a solution. I do not care how we wrap it up in whatever fancy words, but if it conveys the effect on 
British business of the single market and the customs union, let us grab it, seize it, rub out the red lines, move on, 
work together, build a consensus, and get a deal for our nation. 
 
The Secretary of State for Exiting the European Union (Mr David Davis): My right hon. Friend makes her case with 
her characteristic tenacity. She can have this as a guarantee from me: we will not be treating any part of the United 
Kingdom differently from any other part. 
 
Following the answer to this question, the Home Secretary made a Statement on the recent terror attacks in the UK 
and a motion to bring a Bill on service animals. The House then moved on to the main business of the day, an oppo-
sition day motion on the release of the Government’s Universal Credit Project Assessment Reviews. 

Jo Platt (Leigh) (Lab/Co-op): My local authority, Wigan Council, was part of the pilot for UC, which subsequently 
caused rent arrears, payment delays and increasing financial pressures on the local authority. Does my hon. Friend 
agree that if these project assessment reviews had been released when the Information Commissioner ruled, the 
Government could have paused the flawed UC system, thus preventing undue hardship for my constituents? 
 
Debbie Abrahams (Oldham East and Saddleworth) (Lab): Absolutely. My hon. Friend makes such as a good point. 
This is what we have been calling for all along. We need to have an in-depth understanding of what the real issues 
are. We have outlined a number of those, but it is clear that the programme contains deep flaws. If we are serious 
about resolving these problems—I believe the Secretary of State is genuine in his offer to do so—we must under-
stand exactly what the extent of the problems are. 
 
Lucy Frazer (South East Cambridgeshire) (Con): The hon. 
Lady referred to the decision of the Information Commis-
sioner, rightly saying that there was a limitation in that 
the names of non-senior officials were not disclosed. 
However, there were two other things in that decision. 
First, there was an acceptance that it was reasonable to 
argue that routine disclosure of PAR reports would re-
duce their effectiveness. Secondly, and more importantly, 
it was stated that they were disclosed because six 
months had passed since the reports had been put to-
gether and therefore officials could feel that they had 
been able to give free and frank advice. But six months 

http://www.madeleinemoonmp.com/
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https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-05/debates/5A27ACD6-0183-4720-B363-D526909DB41B/ServiceAnimals(Offences)
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has not passed since the date of the reports that the hon. Lady has requested in this motion. 
 
Debbie Abrahams (Oldham East and Saddleworth) (Lab): I do not think that gets away from the ultimate ruling, 
which was that these things should be published. I understand exactly what the hon. and learned Lady is saying, but 
at the end of the day the ICO ruled that these PAR reports must be published. 

Away from the Chamber, the Defence Committee sat for a morning and an afternoon session this week. The first 
sitting looked to gain more information on the UK’s position in terms of defence after we leave the EU. The second 
aimed to probe further into our amphibious capabilities, with a particular look at the Royal Marines. For more on 
the work of the Defence Committee see here. 

Wednesday 

The session on Wednesday began with a series of questions, first of all to the Secretary of State for Scotland, warm-
ing the House up for Prime Ministers Questions. The questioning of the Prime Minister inevitably focused on her 
trip to Brussels earlier in the week and the fallout of the failure to reach a deal. 
 
Jeremy Corbyn (Islington North) (Lab): The Prime Minister was unable to support her Brexit Secretary when he tried 
to explain that a deal was supposed to have been done in October but still has not been done by December. The 
leader of the DUP told Irish television that she got sight of the deal only on Monday morning, five weeks after she 
first asked for it. Two months after the original deadline for the first phase of talks, and after Monday’s shambles, is 
the Prime Minister now about to end the confusion and clearly outline what the Government’s position is now with 
regard to the Irish border? 
 
The Prime Minister (Mrs Theresa May): I am very happy to outline to the right 
hon. Gentleman the position that I have taken on the Irish border with Northern 
Ireland; it is exactly the same position that I took in the Lancaster House 
speech, that I took in the Florence speech and that we have taken consistently 
in the negotiations. We will ensure that there is no hard border between North-
ern Ireland and the Republic of Ireland. [Hon. Members: “How?”] We will do 
that while we respect the constitutional integrity of the United Kingdom, and 
while we respect and protect the internal market of the United Kingdom. [Hon. 
Members: “How?”] I say to those Labour Members shouting “How?”, that is the 
whole point of the second phase of the negotiations, because we aim to deliver 
this as part of our overall trade deal between the United Kingdom and the Euro-
pean Union, and we can only talk about that when we get into phase 2. We 
have a plan; he has none. 
 
Jeremy Corbyn (Islington North) (Lab): Eighteen months after the referendum, the Prime Minister is unable to an-
swer the question. On Monday, as she thought she was coming here to make a statement, it was vetoed by the 
leader of the DUP—the tail really is wagging the dog here. 

The Brexit Secretary told the BBC’s “Andrew Marr Show” in June: 

“In my job I don’t think out loud and I don’t make guesses… I try and make decisions. You make those based on the 

data. That data is being gathered. We’ve got 50—nearly 60—sectoral analyses already done.” 

This House voted to see those analyses, but today the Brexit Secretary told the Brexit Committee that the analyses 

actually do not exist. Can the Prime Minister put us out of our misery? Do they exist, or do they not? Have they done 

the work, or have they not? That is surely one question she can answer after 18 months. 

 

The Prime Minister (Mrs Theresa May): May I make a gentle suggestion to the Leader of the Opposition? He asked 
me a question on the Northern Irish border, and I answered the question. He then stood up and said that I had not 
answered the question. Perhaps he should listen to the answers that I give. 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=4212
http://www.parliamentlive.tv/Event/Index/a7bf339e-251b-428a-afc9-6ad157b059c4
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http://www.parliamentlive.tv/Event/Index/71a68c0d-db9f-4af0-a27b-928dd5831271
http://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/defence-committee/inquiries/parliament-2017/inquiry5/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/defence-committee/
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-06/debates/283E08CF-74AB-47F3-9DA7-3FF99513BD0B/OralAnswersToQuestions
https://goo.gl/cDYS6o
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The House requested, as I understand it, 58 sectoral impact assessments. There were no 58 sectoral impact assess-

ments; there was sectoral analysis. Over 800 pages of sectoral analysis have been published and made available to 

the Select Committee, and arrangements have been made available for Members of this House to see them. We are 

very clear that we will not give a running commentary on negotiations as they proceed, but what we will do is work 

for what this country wants. We will ensure that we leave the European Union in March 2019. We will leave the in-

ternal market; we will leave the customs union at the same time; and we will ensure there is no hard border be-

tween Northern Ireland and the Republic of Ireland when we do it. 

The tense atmosphere always created by PMQ’s was lowered by the following motion for leave to bring a Bill on 

Humans rights abuse and corruption. However, this was only a brief period of calm before the continuation of the 

European Union (withdrawal) Bill debate. 

This time around the debate was again on the effects of the Bill on the Devolved Legislatures with a focus on the 

specific problems of Northern Ireland presented by the Withdrawal Bill. 

 

Mr Kenneth Clarke (Rushcliffe) (Con): I do not think that I am one of the senior members of my party whom she is 
criticising. Does she agree that the Prime Minister, 48 hours ago, reached an agreement with the Taoiseach that 
seemed to show that the Prime Minister shared the hon. Lady’s concerns? We cannot have an open border without 
having some regulatory and customs convergence on both sides. That all came to an end when the DUP vetoed it, 
which makes it extremely important—more than it was—that her new clause be put into the Bill to make sure that 
we are not back-sliding. Of course, the DUP could always rescue its reputation by confirming that its only objection 
was to not having regulatory and customs convergence across the whole United Kingdom, and by agreeing, as she 
and I do, that regulatory and customs convergence across the whole island of Ireland is in the interests of inhabit-
ants on both sides of the border. 

 
Lady Hermon (North Down) (Ind): That was very interesting. Lots of points were 
raised there. The DUP will have to speak for itself, and I am sure that at some point 
this afternoon, its Members will want to contribute to the debate. I am hugely 
grateful to the right hon. and learned Gentleman for confirming that he feels that 
the Government should accept my new clause; I thank him. 

I felt deeply embarrassed for the Prime Minister on Monday. What was so inter-

esting in her demeanour during Prime Minister’s questions today was her confi-

dence at the Dispatch Box, and her response to the hon. Member for Strangford 

(Jim Shannon), who had a question on the Order Paper. It was a very interesting 

question, and the Prime Minister’s reply was significant. She seemed so calm, not 

that she does not normally seem calm—forget about the party conference; that 

was a very difficult experience for her, and we would not like that to happen to any 

of us. I suspect that she has spoken a lot to the leader of the DUP since Monday; that is what I hope, but I am not in 

that inner circle. I am not a member of the DUP, and its members do not come along to me and say, “Here’s the 

draft memorandum; have a look at it.” I hope that I am right in saying that there has been progress. If I am not, I am 

sure that a DUP Member will quickly get to their feet to contradict me, and they are not doing that. 

 

Nigel Dodds (Belfast North) (DUP): I did not think it was worth it. 
 
Lady Hermon (North Down) (Ind): Well, that is very disappointing. 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-06/debates/9FB8E42E-CEF8-42BE-8ACA-71474ADABB2C/Sanctions(HumanRightsAbuseAndCorruption)
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-06/debates/09F6086E-3FC1-41D1-B080-DE74491905A7/EuropeanUnion(Withdrawal)Bill
https://goo.gl/frUXJ4
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=1437
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=1388
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=1437
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Nigel Dodds (Belfast North) (DUP): Could the hon. Lady answer the question posed by the right hon. and learned 
Member for Rushcliffe (Mr Clarke), who asked whether she accepts, as he does, that it is a good idea to have regula-
tory convergence and common rules between Northern Ireland and the Republic? Could she give a straight answer 
to that, because many in Northern Ireland now view her as being on the side of the Dublin Government on these 
issues? 
 
Lady Hermon (North Down) (Ind): I thank the right hon. Gentleman so much for that. [Interruption.] Yes, what do 
you do in response to that? 
 
Nigel Dodds (Belfast North) (DUP): Answer! 
 
Lady Hermon (North Down) (Ind): I can hear. If the right hon. Gentleman gives me a chance, instead of chuntering 
away, I might actually reply to him. 

The Prime Minister, and yesterday the Secretary of State for Exiting the European Union, made it absolutely clear—

at least this is what I understood by the Secretary of State’s statement—that it was always the intention of the 

Prime Minister and the Government to have the same regulatory alignment right across the United Kingdom. For 

the record, if the right hon. Member for Belfast North (Nigel Dodds) wants me to say this again, I am a Unionist. I 

am not in the pocket of, am not propping up, and have not spoken to, the Dublin Government, and I strongly resent 

the implication, in his question, that I am doing that. 

Thursday 

A flurry of questions greeted Thursday morning. Questions were put to the Secretary of State for Environment, 
Food and Rural Affairs, the Church Commissioners, the Speaker’s Electoral commission Committee, the Public Ac-
counts Commission and the House of Commons Commission. After this, Members were given the chance to rest 
their voices as the Government answered an Urgent Question on the US’s decision to move its Israel Embassy to 
Jerusalem. 
Following the Business of the House was a Statement on Social Care, an issue which I have long had an interest in 
and was able to put some points to the Minister. 

Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab): A recent Barnardo’s report showed 
that two thirds of child carers start caring in primary school, some as young as 
four, with long-term damage to their mental and emotional health. Will the 
Minister ensure that one of the Government’s primary responsibilities is to 
tackle the issue of child carers and take them out of a responsibility that we 
really should not be placing upon them? 
 
The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Health (Jackie Doyle-Price): I 
thank the hon. Lady for those comments. She highlights what is literally the 
Cinderella in this debate. It is appalling that so many children are acting as 
carers, stoically and fantastically but, as she says, to their long-term detriment. 
As a society, we would be failing if we did not do more to support them. 
 
Backbench Business this week saw two important debates, both of which of 
particular concern for myself and many of my constituents. The first of these 
was on Prison Reform and Safety, in which I was able to raise the issues and 
successes in my constituency.   

Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab): Did the hon. Gentleman visit Parc prison during the Committee’s investiga-
tion? Its fantastic work with Invisible Walls Wales is making a huge difference to people’s attitudes to prison, as it 
shows that prison can change the lives of prisoners and their families, and prevent reoffending. 
 
Robert Neill (Bromley and Chislehurst) (Con): We regularly visit a number of prisons. We are indeed aware of the 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=1388
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=1437
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https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-07/debates/A0CAD9B5-6A6C-415E-9D7F-BED111E4D4AC/BusinessOfTheHouse
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-07/debates/F7AD5D1D-C8D6-411D-BF42-B432955B2A8E/SocialCare
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very good work done at Parc, and we will continue our visits. 

Let me explain why we tabled the motion and did so these terms. We cannot avoid the reality that our prison system 

has reached a stage at which we have to use the phrase “a crisis”. I do not do so lightly. More than 30 years’ experi-

ence of practising criminal law and visiting prisons to advise prisoners, and subsequently, since coming to the House, 

working with the criminal justice sector, have led me inevitably to the conclusion that the system is under unprece-

dented strain. 

I do not for one second doubt the good intentions of the Minister or his predecessors, the Secretary of State or his 

predecessors, or the management of Her Majesty’s Prison and Probation Service. I also acknowledge the good work 

that we see carried out by many individual members of that service as we travel around the country. However, the 

fact is that despite the extra money that has been invested in the system over the past year or so following one of 

our reports, and despite all that good work, all the indicators were going in the wrong direction at the time of our 

two reports—one on prison safety and one on governor empowerment and reform, which were produced in the 

2015-16 and 2016-17 Sessions respectively—and they are still going in the wrong direction. 

Finally, there was a debate on the UK Fishing Industry. Again an important issue for many constituents and again I 
was able to intervene. 

Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab): As part of the study that the hon. Gentleman has agreed to undertake, will 
he look at the value to coastal towns of recreational fishing? In 2012, the Department for Environment, Food and 
Rural Affairs estimated that it was £2 billion a year. My angling shops, my coastal bed and breakfasts and my hotels 
all benefit from bass fishing, but the moratorium on anglers taking sea bass is a disaster for coastal towns. 
 
Neil Parish (Tiverton and Honiton) (Con): I actually 
believe that, as we come out of the common fisher-
ies policy, there will be enough fish for everybody. If 
we manage the fish stocks much better, we will 
have every opportunity. We need to make much 
more of the fish that we catch, not only in the area 
of recreational fishing but in areas such as fish pro-
cessing. I believe that we will have greater access 
to fish and be able to land much more of our fish on 
to our own shores, but when we do that, we must 
ensure that we process it and add value to it. We 
must also—dare I say it—say to all our population 
that we eat many types of fish when we go to the 
continent and to other parts of the world that we 
will not eat here. That is key, because we still have a huge market. Some 70% to 80% of the fish we land in the west 
of England is exported to France, Spain and across the rest of Europe. Those markets are very important, so we need 
to ensure that we get the fish, manage the fish stocks and market the fish. 

On the question of Brexit and the common fisheries policy, we have a moment now, as we negotiate, when we have 

very positive cards in our hand. We can say to our neighbours, “There are historical arrangements that we will look 

at, but at the end of the day, you will fish the amount that we agree under our rules, and that is the way it will be.” 

If we are absolutely firm with them —I expect the Minister to be exactly that—we can get a reasonable deal with 

our neighbours. I think our neighbours will deal with us in a fair way on this issue because, to be absolutely blunt, 

they have two choices. They can have the fish under our rules or they will not have the fish at all. 

I want to reinforce the point that we must not negotiate away our fisheries again. Our fishermen did not forgive us 

when we did that the first time round. If we do it a second time, they will never forgive us. This is not just about our 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-07/debates/294F742A-A773-4787-B01F-9EDF7A011DB5/UKFishingIndustry
https://goo.gl/Mgosej
https://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=4072
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fishermen and what percentage of the overall economic benefit comes from fish; it is also about what is morally 

right and wrong. This is something that we can now put right. I am convinced that this can work, with the right poli-

cies in place. I suspect that the Minister is minded to keep a lot of our existing systems of catching through quota in 

place. Let us have evolution, not a revolution. 

On discards, let us ensure that we land everything that we catch, so that we know exactly what the stocks are. Let 

us also look at which types of fish will recover if we put them back into the sea. Let us have a smart system of man-

aging our stocks. I believe that we will do well in the future. We can manage our fishing better, and we must ensure 

that we police our waters as we leave the common fisheries policy. 

The day drew to a close with a debate and on financial inclusion wrapping up another week. 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-07/debates/F871955F-AFC5-433B-92EA-3832941EA1A4/FinancialInclusion

