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Second Reading Debate 
 
Commons Second Reading - Fixed-term Parliaments (Repeal) Bill (Day One) 
Fri, 6 March 2015  
 
Mention 
 
Mr Andy Slaughter (Hammersmith) (Lab): 
I congratulate the right hon. Member for Rutland and Melton (Sir Alan Duncan) on a stirring 
speech in which he spoke with great authority. The freedom of the Back Benches has allowed 
him to speak out on a great many issues, and I find myself agreeing with him uncomfortably 
often. 
The right hon. Gentleman is right to say that having fixed terms is a substantial departure, and 
not only for this Parliament: Parliaments and Assemblies in Scotland, Wales and Northern 
Ireland are now moving towards the five-year fixed term, with important but limited caveats 
on when elections can take place—a two-thirds majority vote or a motion of no confidence. 
Section 7 of the Fixed-term Parliaments Act 2011 makes provision for these matters to be 
revisited in 2020, which is not that far away, albeit clearly not sufficient for the right hon. 
Gentleman and others who have spoken today. I am not going to rehearse at length the 
arguments for and against fixed-term Parliaments, as they are well known. I certainly cannot 
match the anecdotes of the right hon. Member for Tonbridge and Malling (Sir John Stanley), 
but I can try to be a proceduralist and statistical and say there is some evidence from the 
University of Oxford that over the past 70 years the ability of a Prime Minister to choose his 
time has, notwithstanding the mistakes Edward Heath and James Callaghan may have made, 
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on the whole given an advantage amounting to an estimated 6% of public support, which is 
not insignificant. 
 
Debate - Adjournment and General 
 
MPs debate motion to approve a European document relating to the Commission 
Work Programme 
Mon, 9 March 2015   
  

Mention  

Jacob Rees-Mogg: 
I am grateful for that helpful intervention. I was only speculating that the right hon. Member 
for Sheffield, Hallam—my friend—was responsible. In fact, I think that that is unlikely; I 
think that the person in question is more deeply hidden in the machinery than such an easy 
target as the Deputy Prime Minister. 

This topic is of fundamental importance. According to press reports that have appeared over 
the past few days, 187,370 Romanians and Bulgarians were given national insurance numbers 
in 2014 alone. In other words, more than 200,000 people from Romania and Bulgaria have 
been given national insurance numbers during the period in which we have been waiting for 
this debate. That is an extraordinary state of affairs. According to a report from Oxford 
University, the population has risen by 565,000 in three years, and two thirds of those people 
are from European Union countries. In London alone, the population of EU member state 
nationals has risen by 161,000, from 711,000 to 872,000, during those three years. 

Debate - Adjournment and General 
 
MPs debate education regulation and faith schools 
Thu, 12 March 2015  
  
  
Mention  

Sir Edward Leigh: 
Absolutely. It is no secret that I admire enormously the Jewish religion and the ethos that it 
creates. What a pity that one of the school’s year 11 girls said that the questioning made them 
feel “threatened and bullied” about their own religion. Another young girl said that she felt 
“traumatised” after they had been asked whether they had a boyfriend, knew how babies were 
made, and knew whether two men could marry. Rabbi David Meyer, the incoming director of 
the educational oversight body, Partnerships for Jewish Schools, has said: 

“We are seeing a worrying trend of Ofsted inspectors showing a lack of respect of the values 
and traditions of our community.” 

I fully support the right of Jewish schools to promote their own ethos and religion. 

Let us turn to some other schools. In 2013, St Benedict’s Catholic school in Bury St Edmunds 
tied for first place in national state school tables for the proportion of pupils going to 
Oxbridge. What a marvellous school! In September 2014, it was subject to a no-notice 



inspection. No-notice inspections were part of the response to the Trojan horse scandal. 
Clearly Ofsted thought that there could be a fundamentalist Catholic conspiracy within St 
Benedict’s Catholic school. No-notice inspections are quite devastating for the school. Ofsted 
turns up, rings up, and says, “We’re in the car park. We’re coming in now.” It usually 
happens because it suspects that something quite serious is going on. The head teacher of St 
Benedict’s thought that perhaps a no-notice inspection was started because he had not printed 
a statement on citizenship, although he does not know. The resulting draft report  downgraded 
the school to “requires improvement”. It said that in three of the five inspection areas, the 

“younger students show less awareness of the dangers of extremism and radicalisation”. 

Business Statement – 19 March 2015 
 
William Hague’s final business statement as leader 
 
Mention 

Chris Bryant (Rhondda) (Lab): 

I first met the Leader of the House when I was 18 and I went to his 21st birthday party, which 
I remember was subtitled “wine, women and song”, so it is with mixed emotions that I 
congratulate him on leaving the House. We will miss him, but we are all looking forward to 
some wonderful new books, as he is a very fine writer. He says that he will keep up his 
campaign against the use of sexual violence in war and we all praise him for that, but who 
knows, perhaps he will appear down the corridor in a few weeks’ time in another guise. 

May I ask him about the use of LIBOR fines announced yesterday? I gather that more 
announcements are coming today. Of course we support the Government’s announcements 
on how they are being given out, but it feels a bit like pork barrelling at the moment, as 
Treasury Ministers, without any formal process, have just been doling out cash to 
organisations that have not even asked for it. Would it not be better to go through the Arts 
Council or the Heritage Lottery Fund? 

Mr Hague: 

I am grateful to the hon. Gentleman, whom I have known since he was 18, when he was a 
Conservative—[Interruption.] I hate to break the news to the Opposition, but he was a 
member of the Oxford university Conservative association, albeit in favour of PR— 

Chris Bryant: 

You were in favour of PR. 

Mr Hague: 

No, the hon. Gentleman was in favour of PR, which made him rather a suspicious character 
in the eyes of the rest of us. 

Mr Speaker: 



Plus ça change. 

Mr Hague: 

I had already given up my support for proportional representation at that point, but yes, I have 
known the hon. Member for Rhondda (Chris Bryant) 

Draft Statutory Instrument Approved 

MPs approve counter-terrorism Statutory Instruments 
Tue, 24 March 2015 
  

Mention  
 
Diana Johnson:  

While we are talking about universities, I also want to ask about the IT requirements. The 
guidance seems to imply that all universities should introduce the filtering of internet access 
through the university. Can the Minister explain the degree of filtering that would be 
involved? Is he confident that software exists that can do the job accurately? In the past, the 
platforms most commonly associated with extremism have been Facebook, Twitter and 
YouTube. Would students be prevented from accessing YouTube? Does the Minister expect 
this provision to apply in accommodation provided by the university, such as halls of 
residence or other housing provided to accommodate students? Can he confirm that the 
provision will not extend to a requirement for universities to collect data on internet sites 
accessed by their students? 

We know that the Oxford and Cambridge unions, both of which are private institutions that 
have a history of giving a platform to high-profile racists and extremists, are excluded from 
the terms of the guidance. Why did the Government choose not to specify in either the Bill or 
the Prevent guidance that those organisations should be covered by the duty? 

Commons Committee, Report and Third Reading - Finance (No. 2) Bill 
Wed,  25  March  2015  |  Committee  Stage  Debate  
  
  
Mention 

Mr Gauke: 
First, I pay tribute to my hon. Friend the Member for Redcar (Ian Swales), who spoke in this 
debate as he has done in so many Finance Bill debates over the past five years. He has always 
provided a voice of calmness and sanity. I have not agreed with everything he has said, but he 
has mostly made helpful contributions, and thoughtfulness is a consistent characteristic of 
those contributions. 

The corporation tax rate is set in legislation a year in advance on an annual basis. Clause 6 
sets the corporation tax rate and charge for the financial year beginning on 1 April 2016. The 
House will be aware that in 2013 legislation was passed cutting the main rate of corporation 
tax from 21% to 20% for the 2015 financial year. The cut will take effect in seven days and 



give the UK by far the lowest rate in the G7 and the joint lowest rate in the G20. The clause 
confirms that the rate will remain at 20% in 2016. 

The Government have made it clear that we want a business tax regime that is competitive 
and fair, and since 2010 we have made clear strides towards that goal. The main rate of 
corporation tax was 28%. We have cut it by almost a third to make the UK more competitive 
and to support growth and investment. At the same time, we have taken significant measures 
to clamp down on tax avoidance, and on Second Reading we debated the diverted profits tax 
introduced by the Bill. 

Low corporation taxes enable businesses to increase investment, take on new staff, increase 
wages or reduce prices. Overall, the corporation tax cuts we have delivered since 2010 will 
save businesses £10 billion a year from 2016. To give Members a sense of scale, that is the 
equivalent of giving businesses enough money to hire 270,000 new employees. Oxford 
university’s centre for business taxation estimates that our reduction in the corporate tax 
burden will increase business investment by £11 billion; and as well as supporting businesses 
already operating in the UK, lower rates of corporation tax make the UK more attractive to 
international businesses. Last year, UK Trade & Investment reported a record number of 
inward investment projects that led to the creation of 66,000 new jobs and safeguarded 
45,000 more. 

 
Lords 
Debate - Adjournment and General 
Lords debate the participation of women in rowing at every level 
Thu, 5 March 2015  
 
Mention 
 
Lord Thomas of Gresford (LD): 
My Lords, on 11 April, Oxford and Cambridge women’s crews will race over the 
Putney/Mortlake 6.8 kilometre course for the first time ever. When in 1927 the first women’s 
race between the universities took place at Oxford, large and hostile crowds gathered on the 
towpath to protest. It was conceded that it was unladylike to row side by side, so the crews 
competed on time and style. Oxford were quicker but some of the umpires thought that 
Cambridge were more stylish. 
Prejudice persisted. In the 1960s, a Cambridge college captain—male, of course—objected to 
women racing altogether. He complained: 
“It is a ghastly sight, an anatomical impossibility and physiologically dangerous”. 
 
  
Lords’ debate Science and Technology Report 
Thursday 19th March 
 
Mention  
  
Lord Krebs (CB): 
My Lords, I declare two interests, first as principal of Jesus College, Oxford, where we have 
many international students, and secondly as chairman of Oxford Risk, a small-business spin-
out of Oxford University that has an interest in recruiting the best talent from around the 



world. 
 
On perception, as a result of the changes that started in 2010, some overseas students appear 
to have got the message that the UK does not welcome them. That is great news for our 
competitors. I know that the Prime Minister and the former Minister with responsibility for 
science, David Willetts, have gone to great efforts, including travelling to India, to say that 
the UK is open for business and welcomes international students. But once confidence has 
been eroded, it is not easy to rebuild it, and I think that more work needs to be done. 
Although the numbers are very small, my own informal survey of international students at 
Oxford University tells me that there is still a perception in India and elsewhere that the UK 
is less welcoming than it used to be.  

Earl Kinnoull (CB) (Maiden Speech): 
My Lords, it is an honour and a privilege to rise for the first time in your Lordships’ House. 
In the last weeks, I have been much touched by the warmth of Members of the House, many 
of whom have been generous of their time and canny in their advice. I would particularly like 
to cite the noble Lords, Lord Laming and Lord Aberdare. 

I am also grateful for the staff of the House who have helped me in very many ways. I have 
discovered one thing—that there is finally something for which there is no iPad app: that is, 
of course, navigation around your Lordships’ House. Like every other new Peer I have been 
lost frequently but, always with good humour and a smile, put back on the right road. I dare 
say that for some moons to come, they will be doing the same. 

I congratulate the noble Lord, Lord Krebs, and his committee on their report. Its clarity, its 
appealing logic and the good body of evidence it assembled in its recommendations were a 
cracking read. I would like to add a very few thoughts to it, because it was settled roughly a 
year ago. 

My first thought can be summarised in the proposition that British international business 
needs the international STEM student product. Here I declare an interest: I have worked for 
more than 25 years in British international business and for a very large number of years in 
senior levels at the Hiscox insurance group, in which I declare a financial interest, as I do in 
Schroders plc. International business naturally likes STEM graduates. They are numerate, 
flexible-minded and well trained. If we like them, we like the international STEM graduates 
even more, because they bring with them the two additional dimensions of knowledge of 
another culture and, one hopes, linguistic skills. When put together in a team trying to win 
business internationally, having a balance in the availability of all of those features is 
something which often, in my experience, makes the difference between success and lack of 
success. 

It has been marvellous for all the British international businesses to be able to participate in 
the annual milk rounds around the various universities to attract the best and the brightest and 
to try to sell our businesses and the excitement of doing things in our businesses to those 
students. Anything that reduces the availability of the pot of good students is something 
which is not in the interests of British international business. I put it to the Minister that, in 
consideration of the matters considered in this report, the interests of British international 
business should always be borne in mind. 



I decided to do a little private update to see what it was like in the front line; it was a very 
limited exercise. I contacted the department of chemistry at Oxford. I should declare another 
interest in that in the 1980s, for four very happy years, including a year in research, I studied 
chemistry there. The department was very helpful and sent me an enormous lot of comment 
and figures, most of which I have sent straight on to the secretary of the committee in the 
hope that, when the committee returns to the subject—as I very much hope it will—it will be 
of some help to it. 

I would like to bring to your Lordships’ attention three things that came out of that exercise. 
First, my own fiddling around with the statistics showed something pretty interesting to me 
about the chemistry department, which is that, roughly speaking, half the chemistry product 
at Oxford—both graduate and undergraduate—goes into business. The second thing I was not 
expecting at all, as it did not arise out of any of the questions I had asked. It came from an 
unsolicited email from Lucy Erickson, an international STEM graduate, who was my conduit 
at the department of chemistry. It was through her that I was contacting quite a large number 
of people. I think your Lordships should hear her words: 

“I am an international alumna (Canadian) and graduated from Oxford in 2011. I’ve been 
working in Oxford since then and have seen many contemporaries struggle with visas. 

I was lucky enough to get a Tier 1 Post-study Work Visa after my degree, which allowed me 
to stay and job hunt in the UK for two years. 

However, after I finished, the post-study work visa was abolished. This had a huge negative 
effect on my colleagues who graduated after 2012—it was a real struggle for people to find 
sponsored work in just 6 months. 

For example, two of my close friends were forced to leave the UK and move back to America 
when they were desperate to stay here. Those are just two examples but I know of many other 
people who were affected negatively by the change”. 

I must say—slipping back on the British international business hat—that I find it very 
disappointing that we were not able to get access at least to try to attract those obviously 
high-potential graduates into our world. 

British international business tends to operate on an annual recruitment basis. It is simply not 
practical to run induction and training programmes more than, say, once a year. If one is 
doing that, it takes several months to run a process from the opening of applications to the 
awarding of jobs. One is therefore looking, in the interests of British international business, 
for STEM students to be allowed to stay in the country for at least 15 months. I will come 
shortly to a practical suggestion about how that might be addressed. 

I suppose that, net, that is slightly bad news. However, something that is, net, very good news 
came out of my mini-survey—and this is the third and final point on that. It was an email 
from the careers service team at Oxford University which states: 

“While the lack of post study work opportunities has caused concern, the new ‘Tier 1 
Graduate Entrepreneurship Visa (GEV)’ has enabled Oxford to endorse 40 international 
graduate students to stay in the UK with their new business ideas and the scheme has been 
very positive”. 



I was not really aware of that scheme, but I am now. In further questioning, it turned out that 
more than half those 40 students were STEM students. When I looked at the high-level 
summaries of the business ideas, I was most impressed. However, there was a mild warning 
gong. It turned out that Oxford had the impression that only 135 GEVs have been issued so 
far. If that is the case, Oxford has a market share—if that is the right expression—of rather 
more than 25%, which suggests that the GEV is possibly not well enough understood or not 
well enough known about by a large number of other higher education institutions in the 
United Kingdom. I am coming on to a practical suggestion about how that should be looked 
into as a matter of urgency. 

I realise that touching on anything to do with immigration at the moment is, at the very least, 
a warm potato, but I put it to the Minister that she would be able to instruct officials during 
the election break to look at the two issues I have raised and to see whether it would be 
possible to raise the post-study work time allowed to international STEM students from four 
months to the minimum of 15 months that I suggested, and how to do it; and to look at the 
GEV point I have made to see whether there is anything in that. Officials could be asked to 
report back by mid-June so that the report arrives absolutely fresh on the desk of the new 
government Minister, who would then be able to consider the findings and act accordingly 
and rapidly. 

 
 
Questions for Written Answer 
 
CONTENTS  
Asked  by  Sir  Bob  Russell  (Colchester)  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Health,  pursuant  to  the  
Answer  of  15  December  2014  to  Question  217331,  what  steps  his  Department  is  taking  to  support  
NICE  and  other  stakeholders  disseminate  and  implement  NICE  guidance  for  multiple  pregnancies  
within  the  NHS;  and  if  he  will  make  a  statement.    

Dr  Daniel  Poulter  Answered  on:  17  March  2015    

The  National  Institute  for  Health  and  Care  Excellence  (NICE),  who  are  an  independent  body,  
publishes  a  range  of  support  tools  and  advice  to  help  the  National  Health  Service  locally  to  
implement  its  guidance.  Further  information  can  be  found  at:    

https://www.nice.org.uk/about/what-we-do/into-practice/help-implement-nice-guidance    

The  implementation  or  communication  of  clinical  guidance  for  women  with  multiple  pregnancies  is  a  
matter  for  NICE  and  local  trusts.    

A  range  of  research  relating  to  causes,  risk  factors  and  prevention  of  stillbirth  and  neonatal  death  is  
funded  by  the  National  Institute  for  Health  Research  (NIHR)  and  the  Department’s  Policy  Research  
Programme  (PRP).    

The  NIHR  Health  Technology  Assessment  programme  is  currently  funding  a  £6  million  trial  of  an  
intelligent  system  to  support  decision  making  in  the  management  of  labour  using  the  cardiotocogram.  
The  study  started  in  2009  and  is  led  by  University  College  London.  It  will  test  whether  an  intelligent  
computer  program  can  help  midwives  and  doctors  improve  the  care  they  give  in  response  to  



abnormalities  of  the  baby'ʹs  heart  rate  and  whether  this  will  lead  to  fewer  babies  being  harmed  
because  of  a  lack  of  oxygen.    

The  NIHR  is  funding  a  £1.1  million  clinician  scientist  award  looking  at  preventing  adverse  pregnancy  
outcome  in  women  at  increased  risk  of  stillbirth  by  detecting  placental  dysfunction.    

The  NIHR  Cambridge  Biomedical  Research  Centre  and  the  NIHR  Imperial  Biomedical  Research  
Centre  both  have  ongoing  programmes  of  research  on  women'ʹs  health,  including  research  relevant  to  
the  prevention  of  stillbirth  and  neonatal  death.    

The  PRP  is  funding  the  Policy  Research  Unit  in  Maternal  Health  and  Care  based  in  the  National  
Perinatal  Epidemiology  Unit,  University  of  Oxford.    

 
 
 
 
 
 
 


