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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 final week before the Christmas recess began at a pace, as has become normal in the House 
over the last few months. The day began with questions to the Secretary of State for Work and Pen-
sions. 
 
European Council 

The Prime Minister returned from a meeting of the European Council and proceedings continued 
with a statement from her on the outcomes of the meeting. The statement ranged from Russia, Je-
rusalem, migration and education, but as ever swung back to Brexit. 
Business then moved on to a statement on the progress of the Grenfell Tower inquiry and a further 
statement on harassment in public life.   

Alex Chalk (Cheltenham) (Con): This weekend, I met representatives of the Romanian community in 
Cheltenham. On their behalf, may I thank the Prime Minister for her determination to secure an 
agreement on the rights of EU and British nationals, which has provided enormous reassurance? 
Does she agree that this shows, first, what can be done and, secondly, that whatever deal is struck, 
our values of respect and tolerance for foreign nationals in our country will endure? 
 
The Prime Minister (Mrs Theresa May): I am very happy to agree with my hon. Friend, particularly on 
that final point. What we have seen over the phase 1 negotiations is that, with commitment and per-
severance on both sides, we can achieve agreement. That should give reassurance to EU citizens liv-
ing here and indeed to UK citizens in the EU 27. As we move forward, we will indeed continue to 
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I also produce regular email updates on: 
- Welfare and Benefit Reforms 

- Environment and International Development 
- Policing and Criminal Justice 

- Defence 
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Despite it being the final week of sitting before the Christmas recess, the pace in the House 
did not let up.  
The relative stability the Government seemed to have achieved in the last couple of weeks 
has been shattered, after last weeks defeat on one of the Withdrawal Bill amendments and 
the sacking of the First Secretary of State this week, the Government once again looks to be 
on the ropes. 
The Government’s Brexit strategy took a further blow this week as it was attacked in both 
the Foreign Affairs Committee and the Exiting the European Union Committee.  
These developments mean that the start of the new year will be an interesting and im-
portant time in Parliament.  
I hope you all have a very Merry Christmas and wish you well for the coming year.  
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abide by our values, particularly our values of tolerance and respect. 
Mary Creagh (Wakefield) (Lab): Is not the result of this European Council that there will be no 
negotiations with the EU until March next year and no deal concluded between now and 
March 2019? The tragedy is that there is no deal that the Prime Minister can get with the EU 
that will be as good as the one that we have now. 
 
The Prime Minister (Mrs Theresa May): I am afraid that the hon. Lady is wrong in her ques-
tion. In fact, the discussions with the European Union will be starting very soon, both on the 
implementation period and looking ahead to the future partnership. 
 
Finance Bill 

The progress of the Finance Bill was the main business of the day. Now at Committee stage, 
the Bill was scrutinised another time before it moves on to report phase, the nest step in the 

long process of making it law.   

Dan Carden (Liverpool, Walton) (Lab): A branch of Barclays bank in County Road in my constituency has closed, and I 
know that many other Members will have fought to keep local bank branches open. Are the Government willing to 
take any action—at least in the case of RBS, which we partly own—to ensure that high-street banking is still availa-
ble to the most vulnerable and elderly constituents whom we all represent? 

 

The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mel Stride): Conservative Members believe 
that it is better for commercial organisations to be left to run their own businesses. 
They tend to do it rather better than Ministers, dare I say—although I think I could 
be quite handy at running a bank or two; who knows? 

The issue of bank closures is very important. We are working hard to reinvigorate 

our post offices and to ensure that the banking facilities that they provide—which 

are available, typically, to more than 90% of personal and business customers—

are promoted in all the 11,500 branches in the United Kingdom. 

Stephen Lloyd (Eastbourne) (LD): A constituent who came to my community sur-
gery on Saturday made a simple suggestion that I thought might well work. Banks 
face structural challenges, and many are closing, especially in rural areas. Why do 
the Government not encourage three or four banks to work together to establish a single branch in an area where 
there are currently no branches? Such a collegiate approach would solve the banking problems of rural areas in par-
ticular. 
 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mel Stride): The hon. Gentleman raises an interesting idea, but I would ar-
gue that that is already effectively in practice in the form of the post office: post offices are able to deal with the cus-
tomers of the major banks, to take cash, and to offer banking services—albeit not the full range, but certainly the 
most basic and most important to local communities—and, as I said earlier, there are more than 11,500 of them 
across the UK. 
 

Fittingly, the day ended with a debate on RBS Rural Bank Closures. 

Tuesday 

Tuesday morning saw questions to the Secretary of State for Health followed by a series of statements, the first on 
the Local Government Finance Settlement and then on Policing. 

Next on the agenda was a flurry of Bills. The first Bill presented was in relation to Pensions Benefits. This was fol-
lowed by two further Bills, one on Access to Radiotherapy and the second on protections for emergency response 
drivers. 

http://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=1579
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Finance Bill 

The main business of the day was the continuation from Monday of the consideration of the Finance Bill. Of the 
many aspects under consideration, one of the most prominent was the impact on equality under the provisions of 
the Finance Bill.  

 

Laura Pidcock (North West Durham) (Lab): In my speech I was talking about precarious work. In debates on univer-
sal credit, Government Members talk about it getting people into work faster, but we know that the system is for 
people who are in work and that they receive a top-up payment because their pay is low. I meet many people in my 
constituency, including social care workers who do not get paid for their mileage. They are working, say, 14 hours a 
day and getting paid for six hours. That entrenches their poverty because they do not have a proper contract and 
they are not being paid a fair rate, but they have all the outgoings that they would 
have if they were not receiving state help. 
 
Bim Afolami (Hitchin and Harpenden) (Con): Whether it is in respect of the Bill, the 
new clause or what we are discussing now, the important thing is that it is of course 
the Government’s intention to create more better-paying jobs. That is what the Treas-
ury team and everybody across Government strives to do every single day. That is not 
to say that every single person in this country is currently at the level of prosperity we 
would like, but that is the aim of all the activity that is coming out of the Bill and out 
of the Treasury. 
 
Stella Creasy (Walthamstow) (Lab/Co-op): If that is the aim, what data are the Gov-
ernment collecting to be sure that they are achieving it and to find out whether there 
are any variations? That is what we are talking about. The issue is not the policy, but 
whether it is having an impact and whether we can understand that impact. Does the 
hon. Gentleman understand that? 
 
Bim Afolami (Hitchin and Harpenden) (Con): I do indeed understand that. There is currently so much data, much of 
which has already been talked about by Opposition Members, on regional disparities, and on disparities of race and 
age and between urban and rural areas. There is so much data, so Government policy must aim to bear it all in 
mind, which is what Ministers do. 
 
Following this debate a series of motions were put before the House. The first two on Prevention and Suppression 
of Terrorism and on the Schengen Information System were agreed to, whereas, due to time constraints, the third 
on Local Government was deferred until Wednesday. The day ended with an adjournment debate on the Roadchef 
Employees Benefit Trust. 

Defence Select Committee 

Away from the Chamber, the Defence Committee sat on a hearing of evidence to do with the ongoing issues sur-
rounding North Korea, in particular the cyber threat. The evidence submitted suggested that the threat from North 
Korea was very real and the UK had a duty has a prominent and important member of the international community 
to aid in finding a solution. 

Foreign Affairs Committee 

The Foreign Affairs Committee session received evidence from two of the UK’s most distinguished diplomats, Sir 
John Sawyers and Lord Hannay of Chiswick. They were to give evidence on the UK’s influence in the UN, following 
Britain’s loss of a seat in the International Court of Justice las month. The evidence they gave was pretty damning, 
suggesting that the results of Brexit meant the UK’s influence has been significantly diminished and, without the 

http://www.madeleinemoonmp.com/
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automatic backing of the other EU Member States, other nations “smelt blood in the water”. 

 

Wednesday 

 

Following the prominence the issue of the Irish Border has taken in the Brexit negotiations recently, it was perhaps 
fitting that the Secretary of State for Northern Ireland came before the House to answer questions.  
 
Prime Ministers Questions 

A new record was set this week as the Prime Minister was questioned by Members for 53 minutes. Questioning 
ranged from the EU negotiations to the Budget. 
However, especially prominent this time of year is 
the funding and function of the NHS. 
 
The Prime Minister (Mrs Theresa May): First of all, I 
join the right hon. Gentleman in his comments 
about those NHS staff who will not get a break a 
Christmas and will be working very hard. Of course, 
it is not only our NHS staff who will be working 
hard this Christmas; it is also those in our emergen-
cy services and many others who go to work on 
Christmas day so that others can enjoy their Christ-
mas day. We thank all of them. 

The right hon. Gentleman asks about preparations for winter. I can say this to him: 

“The health service has prepared more extensively for this winter than ever before. These plans are helping to en-

sure safe, timely care for patients”. 

As it happens, those are not my words—they are the words of the chief executive of NHS Providers. 

Jeremy Corbyn (Islington North) (Lab): Well, Simon Stevens did say that the NHS needs £4 billion next year just to 
stand still, and the reality is that the Government have given the NHS less than half of what he asked for. 

The Prime Minister talks about the money that the NHS needs, but 50,000 people were left waiting on trolleys in 

hospital corridors last month. Last week, more ambulances were diverted to other hospitals because of A&E pres-

sures, and 12,000 patients were kept waiting in the back of ambulances because there was no room at the A&E. So I 

ask the Prime Minister again: has the NHS got the resources it needs this winter to deal with this crisis? 

 

The Prime Minister (Mrs Theresa May): The right hon. Gentleman knows full well that NHS funding is at record lev-
els, and in the autumn Budget we put some extra funding into the NHS for this winter, in addition to the £6.3 billion 
extra that is going into the NHS over the coming years. 

Time and time again, the right hon. Gentleman comes to this House and complains about what is happening in the 

health service. Can I just tell the House what is happening in the health service? We see now 7 million more diagnos-

tic tests than seven years ago, 2.2 million more people getting operations, and survival rates for cancer at their high-

est ever level. Those are figures, but what does that mean? It means more people getting the treatment they need. 

It means more elderly people getting their hip operations. And it means that today there are nearly 6,500 people 

alive who would not have been if we had not improved our cancer care. 

http://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-20/debates/B84A4591-E1D4-478D-845B-219ECF13BB18/OralAnswersToQuestions
http://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-20/debates/B84A4591-E1D4-478D-845B-219ECF13BB18/OralAnswersToQuestions
https://goo.gl/vRCxeL
http://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=185
http://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=8
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The lengthy questioning session was followed by the presentation of a Bill regarding Immigration Detention of the 

Victims of Torture and Other Vulnerable People. The House then moved on to the main business of the day. 

European Union (Withdrawal) Bill 

For the final time this year, the Government’s Bill for exiting the EU was debated in the Chamber. This time around, 

the House considered the implications of the Bill for the translation and practical application into the legal system, 

amongst other amendments. Having been this week to see for myself the much talked about Sectoral Impact As-

sessments and having been shocked at the paucity of information they presented, 

I felt compelled to intervene and make this point to the House. 

Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab): May I read my hon. Friend the steel sector 
view? It says: 

“it will be a lengthy and potentially very costly process for UK manufacturers to 

break into new markets…Returns on sales to new markets will frequently be poor-

er than from existing contracts with customers in neighbouring countries.” 

Is not that something that the British people need to know? 

Mr Leslie: That is the level of analysis and assessment that deserves to be shared 
and that was not available to the public prior to the referendum. It should not be 
dismissed but made more widely available. Members, and beyond them voters, can weigh up the different opinions. 
Some Members might rubbish representatives of the steel sector and say, “What do they know? I know better,” but 
we can weigh these things up and bring them into balance. We have the opportunity to debate transparency. Let us 
allow sunlight to flood over this issue and make sure that we are better informed going forward than we were be-
fore the referendum. 
 

 A short intervention before I could make a speech of my own. 

 

Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab): I rise to speak in support of amendment 348 and new clause 21. 

Today, I took the short and wide pavements over to the Department for Exiting the European Union; what a waste 

of my time that was. I went because I wanted to read what was written in relation to the workforce impacts for the 

large numbers of my constituents from Bridgend who work in the Ford engine factory and with Tata Steel. So I went 

to look in particular at the automotive sector and the steel sector reports. 

The Ford engine plant is the largest engine works in Europe, and Tata next door in Port Talbot employs the largest 

number of people in steelworks in the UK. It was interesting that when I got there—having gone through the whole 

palaver of not taking my phone with me and being walked up to the Department, being asked to sign myself in and 

being handed the two big files—I found that the document started off by telling me what it was not: the first page I 

had to wade through told me that 58 sectorial impact assessments do not exist. So what I had gone there to see did 

not exist. Instead I was told that the paperwork consisted of qualitative and quantitative analyses in a range of doc-

uments developed at different times since—that is an important word—the referendum, so this was going to be 

new information: it was going to be information and analysis not available before the referendum and therefore, 

sadly, not available to the voters in my constituency or indeed to Members. 

The 38—not 58—sector documents consist of descriptions of the sector, comments on EU regulations, existing 

frameworks for how trade is facilitated between countries and sector views. In the end, they are sector views, and 

http://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-20/debates/95A9A847-4914-42AB-846B-C8AA496BD478/ImmigrationDetentionOfVictimsOfTortureAndOtherVulnerablePeople(Safeguards)
http://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-12-20/debates/EDBDFC17-C424-4348-A515-78BD8203367E/EuropeanUnion(Withdrawal)Bill
https://goo.gl/upemKa
http://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=422
https://goo.gl/wVpovt
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nothing the Government had collected together was worth going there to read. They did not contain commercial, 

market or negotiation-sensitive information, as the documents told me, so why on earth could it all not just have 

been emailed to all MPs? There was nothing there that would upset anybody; all it would have done was insult peo-

ple, not worry them. Apart from the sector views, it 

told us nothing that could not be found from a good 

read through Wikipedia. 

There is no Government impact assessment, or in-

deed any assessment, even in the one part of the 

document worth reading: the sectoral view. The 

sectoral view is just there: the Government do not 

say what they are going to do about it, or even 

whether they think it is relevant—they just ignore it. 

Sir David, what I was greeted with at DExEU would, in all honesty, have insulted us when we were both serving on 

the Select Committee on Defence; if that had come to us from the Ministry of Defence, we would have sent it back 

and said, “Do it again.” It was insulting. Members of the NATO Parliamentary Assembly would have been confused 

by such pathetic information being placed before them. So perhaps that is why we are not making it public. 

I read the report relating to the automotive and steel industries. The report admits that automotive is central to the 

UK economy and a key part of our industrial strategy, so we would think that the Government would want to make 

sure that whatever they were going to do would protect it. The industry employs 159,000 people, with a further 

238,000 in the supply chain. I did like one line, which said that the UK is a global centre of excellence for engine de-

sign, and offered the example of Ford; that is us down in Bridgend. Automotive earns us £40.1 billion in exports, and 

the EU is the UK’s largest export market, so we would think this is pretty important stuff. 

What were the sectoral view and the concerns? Again, there was nothing new; my hon. Friend the Member for Og-

more (Chris Elmore) and I could have written this ourselves. In fact, we could probably have written a better sectoral 

analysis than anything the Government have produced; it was pathetic. 

 

Dr David Drew (Stroud) (Lab/Co-op): Anyone could have written it. 
 
Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab): I agree with my hon. Friend. 

The sector has said that World Trade Organisation rules and current EU third country tariff schedules will bring a 

4.5% tariff on components and a 10% tariff on cars; I think we already knew that. We were also informed that Japa-

nese and Ford motor manufacturing make the UK their base because of access to the EU market. There is a major 

statement and recommendation there: it will be devastating for motor manufacturing in the UK if we do not contin-

ue to have access to the EU markets. 

We were also told that automotive is a high-volume, low-margin industry operating a just-in-time process. It was 

said that customs checks would add to administrative costs, delay production and shipments and create the need 

for increased working capital and that they would increase the cost of production in the UK. Concern was expressed 

about access to key engineering staff if higher immigration controls were in place, exacerbating skills shortages 

http://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=252
http://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=1490
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where a significant skills shortage already exists, with 5,000 job vacancies, especially in engineering design and pro-

duction engineering. 

 

Mr John Baron (Basildon and Billericay) (Con): Will the hon. Lady give way? 
 
Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab): No, I am going to carry on, because others need to get in. 

Turning to the steel sector, I found what I already knew: Wales employs 5,000 people in the steel industry, and the 

knock-on effect on the steel industry in Port Talbot, Neath, Swansea, Ogmore and Bridgend will be devastating if 

those jobs are affected in the slightest. I did not waste my time going through all the Government nonsense again; I 

went straight to the sectoral views. The view of the steel sector was very blunt, just like the people who work in it, 

and I like that. It stated that policies and practices should remain as closely aligned to the EU as possible. Have I 

heard the Government promise that at any time during these debates? No. 

The sectoral view asked that we retain the UK’s existing trade relationship through the EU’s free trade agreement 

and similar preferential trading agreements. I have seen no promise of that either. It 

said that this should be a priority over the negotiating of a new free trade agreement. 

It also said that if we are to minimise the disruption that Brexit will entail, it will be vital 

that UK trade policies and practices remain as closely aligned to the EU as possible. The 

sector would not be happy to learn about the bonfire of the vanities proposed under 

the Henry VIII clauses in the Bill. My local employers and workforce need to know in 

advance of our exit that the Government have taken into account the economic and 

financial impact on their lives, their jobs and the future of their children before modify-

ing or abolishing anything. 

 

Anna McMorrin (Cardiff North) (Lab): The Government say that they have carried out significant impact assess-
ments covering the Welsh economy, but they have not been shared with the Welsh Government. What are they, and 
do they actually exist? 
 
Mrs Madeleine Moon (Bridgend) (Lab): I took that intervention from my hon. Friend because she is a Welsh col-
league, and she and her constituents will also be affected by these job losses in automotive and steel. This was noth-
ing to do with rejecting an intervention from the Conservative Benches; it was about giving the Welsh voice promi-
nence in this place, just for a change. Welsh workers are deeply affected by these industries, and it is appalling that 
the Welsh Government have not been given the information that they need to do what they can. It is equally appal-
ling that we as elected Members are not being given the information that we need to work to protect the people we 
were elected to protect. The typically patriarchal attitude towards the workforce revealed by the impact assess-
ments that have been done so far is deeply worrying. I do not think that any in-depth analysis of the financial impact 
has been done. 

Interestingly, I was in the USA last week at a defence conference, during which the question of the Transatlantic 

Trade and Investment Partnership and a potential free trade agreement with the UK came up. A very senior member 

of the Trump Administration told us that the US had an ambition for access to all services in each other’s markets 

and that it was particularly keen to have access to the UK’s financial services. We were told, however, that it would 

not be as keen if the US was subject to the European Court of Justice, because it would not want its companies to 

have such judicial oversight. I think that tells us everything we need to know about the importance of our remaining 

http://hansard.parliament.uk/search/MemberContributions?house=Commons&memberId=1390
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in the customs union and the single market and being subject to the European Court of Justice. That is how we will 

protect not only our workforce but the consumers who buy the products that they produce. 

The day in the Chamber ended with the presentation of several Petitions and an Adjournment debate on Local Au-
thority Housing before a motion on Local Government wrapped things up. 

Exiting the European Union Committee 

Away from the debating, the Exiting the European Union Committee sat to review the progress of the UK’s negotia-
tions, taking evidence form several leading academics and researchers.  

The evidence they gave was pretty damning, suggesting that the results of Brexit meant the UK’s influence has been 

significantly diminished and, without the automatic backing of the other EU Member States, other nations “smelt 

blood in the water”. 

Thursday 

The final day of sitting before the Christmas recess began with questions to the Secretary of State for Digital, Cul-
ture, Media and Sport and the Attorney General. This was quickly followed by the Business of the House. 
The Leader of the House then continued with a statement on the Independent Complaints and Grievance Policy, 
before the beginning of Backbench Business for the week. Another statement on Supported housing followed. 

Russian Interference in UK politics and society 

Russian meddling in the political lives of many Western States has been much talked about this year. The issue has 
concerned Members from across all parties and as such the need for a debate on the issue was obvious.  

Jo Swinson (East Dunbartonshire) (LD): I congratulate my right hon. Friend on securing the debate. We are not talk-
ing just about a few Twitter or Facebook accounts with no picture avatar and 10 followers. The David Jones account 
had more than 100,000 followers and was listed as one of the most influential Twitter accounts during the last gen-
eral election. It purports to be from Southampton, yet it tweets exclusively in office hours in a Russian time zone. 
Surely the social media companies have a greater role to play in identifying fake accounts—which are pretending to 
be something they are not—for the integrity of the debate we should all enjoy online. 

 
Tom Brake (Carshalton and Wallington) (LD): I agree entirely with my hon. Friend. I 
do not know whether she has, but I have engaged in exchanges with David Jones—
clearly, I will not continue to do so—because whoever he or she is was a very prolific 
tweeter during that campaign. So, yes, we need to be aware of those issues.  

According to Facebook, neither the Foreign and Commonwealth Office, nor No. 10, 

nor the intelligence services have given it any advice about what it should be looking 

for. If that is correct, it concerns me, and I hope the Minister will respond to that 

point. 

Liam Byrne (Birmingham, Hodge Hill) (Lab): I think the Americans looked at 47 ac-
counts, which were all provided to the Mueller inquiry by intelligence agencies, but—
the right hon. Gentleman is absolutely right—our agencies have offered, I think, only 
one. The other risk we have to be careful of, though, is that money was transferred 
onshore—the Electoral Commission is now investigating that—so some of the illicit 

money may have come from UK onshore accounts. 
 

The day ended with a further debate on matters needing to be addressed before the House rose for recess and an 
Adjournment debate on Justice for Cyclists. 
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