Richard Burgon responds to
Government’s publication of its
employment tribunal fees review

Richard
Burgon MP, Labour’s Shadow Justice Secretary, responding to the Government'’s
publication of its employment tribunal fees review, said:

“Whatever

ministers might say the reality is that the Employment Tribunal fees which
they

introduced in 2013 were intended to weaken workers’ rights and safeguard
unscrupulous bosses.

“The

Tories’ intransigence in relation to sticking with the Employment Tribunal
fees

is bad news for working people and bad news for employers who play by the
rules. Labour’'s policy is clear: a Labour Government will abolish Employment
Tribunal fees which have seen a fall of around 70 per cent in cases being
brought.”

Keir Starmer speech — EU (Notice of
Withdrawal) Bill

—CHECK AGAINST DELIVERY-
Keir Starmer, Shadow Secretary of State for Exiting the EU today said:

We have before us a short and relatively simple Bill, but, for the Labour
party, this is a very difficult Bill.

We are a fiercely internationalist party. We are a pro-European party. We
believe that through our alliances we achieve more together than we do alone.
We believe in international co-operation and collaboration. We believe in the
international rule of law. These beliefs will never change.

That is why we campaigned to stay in the EU. We recognise that the EU is our
major trading partner and that the single market and customs union have
benefited UK businesses and our economy for many years.

We recognise more widely the benefits of collaborative working across the EU
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in fields of research, medicine, technology, education, arts and farming. We
also recognise the role that the EU plays in tackling common threats, such as
climate change and serious organised crime. We share values and identity with
the EU.

But we failed to persuade. We lost the referendum.

Yes, the result was close. Yes, there were lies and half-truths—none worse
than the false promise of an extra £350 million a week for the NHS. Yes,
technically the referendum is not legally binding. But the result was not
technical; it was deeply political, and politically the notion that the
referendum was merely a consultation exercise to inform Parliament holds no
water.

When I was imploring people up and down the country to vote in the referendum
and to vote to remain, I told them that their vote really mattered and that a
decision was going to be made. I was not inviting them to express a view.

Although we are fiercely internationalist and fiercely pro-European, we in
the Labour party are, above all, democrats.

Had the outcome been to remain, we would have expected the result to be
honoured, and that cuts both ways. A decision was made on 23 June last year
to leave the EU.

Two thirds of Labour MPs represent constituencies that voted to leave; one
third represent constituencies that voted to remain. This is obviously a
difficult decision. I wish the result had gone the other way-I campaigned
passionately for that-but as democrats we in the Labour party have to accept
the result. It follows that the Prime Minister should not be blocked from
starting the article 50 negotiations.

That does not mean, however, that the Prime Minister can do as she likes
without restraint from the House—quite the opposite: she is accountable to
the House, and that accountability will be vital on the uncertain journey
that lies ahead.

She fought to prevent the House from having a vote on the Bill until she was
forced to do so by the Supreme Court last week. She resisted Labour’s calls
for a plan and then a wider White Paper until it became clear that she would
lose any battle to force her to do so. Just before Christmas, she was
resisting giving the House a vote on the final deal-a position that she has
had to adjust.

That is why the amendments tabled by the Labour party are so important.

They are intended to establish a number of key principles that the Government
must seek to negotiate during the process, including securing full tariff and
impediment-free access to the single market.

They are intended to ensure that there is robust and regular parliamentary
scrutiny by requiring the Secretary of State to report to the House at least
every two months on progress being made in the negotiations and to provide



documents that are being given to the European Parliament.

The amendments would also require the Government to consult regularly the
Governments of Wales, Northern Ireland and Scotland throughout the Brexit
negotiations. I have recognised on numerous occasions the specific issues and
concerns of those living in Scotland, Northern Ireland and Wales, and I
support the proposition that they should be absolutely consulted throughout
the process and that their interests should be borne in mind.

The amendments would also ensure that this House has the first say, not the
last say, on the deal proposed at the end of the article 50 negotiations.

We also support amendments in relation to workplace rights and environmental
rights, and we will be making the case that the legal state of EU nationals
should be resolved before negotiations take place.

I recognise the Government’s position on EU nationals and the work done to
try to ensure that there is a reciprocal arrangement, but that has not
worked, and now the Prime Minister should act unilaterally to give assurance
to EU nationals living in this country. I am sure that all hon. Members will
have had, in their surgeries, EU nationals in tears over the uncertainty of
their situation. I have seen it at every public meeting I have attended on
the topic and at every surgery. I understand the constraints, but we must now
act unilaterally to secure their position.

Taken together, the amendments would put real grip and accountability into
the process, and the Government should welcome them, not reject them out of
hand.

It is important to remember what the Bill does and does not do.

It empowers the Prime Minister to trigger article 50-no more, no less. It is
the start of the negotiating process, not the end.

It does not give the Prime Minister a blank cheque—and here I want to make a
wider point that has not been made clearly enough so far in any of our
debates: no Prime Minister, under article 50 or any other provision, can
change domestic law through international negotiations.

That can only be done in this Parliament. If she seeks to change our
immigration laws, she will have to do so in this Parliament in primary
legislation. If she seeks to change our tax laws, she will have to do so in
this Parliament in primary legislation. If she seeks to change our employment
laws, our consumer protection laws or our environmental laws, she will have
to do so in this Parliament in primary legislation. If she seeks to change
our current arrangements in Northern Ireland, Scotland or Wales, she will
have to do so in Parliament in primary legislation.

When the Secretary of State last week said there would be many votes on many
pieces of legislation in the next few years, he was not wrong. In each of
those votes, at every twist and turn, Labour will argue that jobs, the
economy and living standards must come first. We will argue that all the
workers’ rights, consumer rights and environmental protections derived from



EU law should be fully protected-no qualifications, limitations or sunset
clauses.

More broadly, Labour will be arguing for a strong, collaborative future
relationship with the EU. In her Lancaster House speech, the Prime Minister
said that she does not

“seek to hold on to bits of membership as we leave”.

That is short-sighted, as we are now finding in relation to Euratom. Why
would we want to be outside the European Aviation Safety Agency, which
certifies aircraft before they are allowed to fly?

Why would we want to be outside the European Medicines Agency, which ensures
that all medicines in the EU market are safe and effective? Why would we want
to be outside Europol and Eurojust, which are agencies that work closely
together in the prevention and detection of serious crime and terrorism? The
same goes for the European Environment Agency and Euratom.

We challenge the Prime Minister on these fronts and ask that consideration be
given to finding ways to ensure that we stay where we can within those
agencies, for the obvious benefits that they bring, and we will absolutely
challenge any suggestion that the Prime Minister has any authority whatsoever
to rip up our economic and social model and turn the UK into a tax-haven
economy.

I come back to the vote on this Bill.

It is a limited vote: a vote to allow the Prime Minister to start the article
50 process. It is not a vote on the outcome, nor is it a vote on wider
issues, which will fall to be voted on separately, but it is a vote to start
the process.

I know that there are some colleagues on the Benches behind me who do not
feel able to support the Bill. I respect their views, just as I respect the
views of constituents who feel the same way.

I also understand and recognise the anxiety of so many in the 48% who voted
to remain about their future, their values and their identity. They did not
vote themselves out of their own future, and their views matter as much now
as they did on 23 June last year.

I hope that the respectful approach that I have tried to adopt to colleagues
and to the anxiety among the 48% is reflected across the House and that we
will see a good deal less of the gloating from those who campaigned to leave
than we have seen in the past.

It is our duty to accept and respect the outcome of the referendum, but we
remain a European country, with a shared history and shared values.

It is also our duty to fight for a new relationship with our EU partners that
reflects our values, our commitment to internationalism and our commitment to
an open and tolerant society.



Above all, it is our duty to ensure an outcome that is not just for the 52%
or for the 48%, but for the 100%.

That we will do.

Managing national borders ‘cannot be
based on any form of discrimination’ —
UN chief Guterres

31 January 2017 — Refugees fleeing conflict and persecution are entitled to
protection, United Nations Secretary-General Anténio Guterres said today,
expressing concern at decisions around the world that have undermined the
integrity of the international refugee protection regime.

“Refugees fleeing conflict and persecution are finding more and more borders
closed and increasingly restricted access to the protection they need and are
entitled to receive, according to international refugee law,” Mr. Guterres
said in a statement.

The UN chief made a particular mention of Ethiopia, the largest refugee-
hosting country in Africa, that, he noted “for decades has been keeping its
borders open to hundreds of thousands of refugees from its neighbours, many
times in dramatic security situations.”

Further stating that countries have the right and the obligation, to
responsibly manage their borders to avoid infiltration by members of
terrorist organizations, Mr. Guterres cautioned that this cannot be based on
any form of discrimination related to religion, ethnicity or nationality,
noting that doing so “is against the fundamental principles and values on
which our societies are based.”

He also warned that it could “trigger widespread anxiety and anger that may
facilitate the propaganda of the very terrorist organizations we all want to
fight against” and that “blind measures, not based on solid intelligence,
tend to be ineffective as they risk being bypassed by what are today
sophisticated global terrorist movements.”

At the start of the regular noon-briefing at UN Headquarters, Spokesperson
Stéphane Dujarric said Mr. Guterres is currently on his way back to New York
from the African Union Summit in the Ethiopian capital, Addis Ababa, and he
had had the opportunity to express his disagreement with the United States
Executive Order on refugees.

The statement follows President Donald Trump’s signing last Friday of an
Executive Order that, among things, suspends the US refugee programme for 120
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days and, according to the media, bars entry of refugees from several mostly
Muslim countries, including Syria, until further notice.

Ruth attacks SNP’'s ‘bully pulpit’ on
Brexit

e Home
e ALL News
e Ruth attacks SNP’'s ‘bully pulpit’ on Brexit

31 Jan 2017
[x]

The SNP will be attacked over its “bully pulpit” approach to Brexit in a
keynote speech tonight.

Addressing the David Hume Institute in Edinburgh, Scottish Conservative
leader Ruth Davidson will say the nationalists’ behaviour “doesn’t speak of a
party confident of its case”.

She will point to polls showing plunging support for a second independence
referendum, and reports suggesting the SNP may be poised to ditch its long-
term stance of keeping a separate Scotland in the EU.

Ahead of the Holyrood budget debate later this week, she will also stress
that the Scottish Conservatives will not support any budget that makes
Scotland the highest-taxed part of the UK.

Scottish Conservative leader Ruth Davidson will say:

“In recent weeks, the SNP appears to have decided to double-down on its
attempt to push for a second referendum.

“Now it’'s not just about Brexit. Now, Mike Russell takes to the airwaves to
declare that we need a referendum to escape what he describes as an ‘insular’
and ‘inward-looking’ Britain.

“Indeed, if reports this week are to be believed, for the SNP hierarchy it is
no longer about staying within the EU at all.

“Instead, SNP sources are now proposing that an independent Scotland should
exist in a no-man’s land, half-way between the UK and the EU, but part of
neither.

“It’s a position concocted purely to try and win back the many thousands of
SNP supporters who voted to leave the EU.
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“And now, with support for a referendum falling off a cliff, the SNP is no
longer saying the people should have the right to decide.

“Nicola Sturgeon says a referendum is something we all ‘must confront’.

“In other words, having failed to persuade people of the necessity of another
referendum, the SNP is now hoping to soften us up by telling us we’ll just
have to accept it.

“It is the language of the bully pulpit. The attacks on the UK are grave
distortions.

“It doesn’t speak of a party confident of its case. It smacks if desperation
— and I urge the SNP to take a different path.

“Or to put it another way — when you’re in a hole, stop digging.”
And on the Scottish Government’s budget, Ruth will add:

“We will have no choice but to oppose this week’s budget, unless the SNP
agrees to examine its tax proposals once again.

“We will do so because we believe that taxes here should not be higher than
in the rest of the UK — and, where affordable, should be lower.

“That would boost growth and add to the Scottish Government’s coffers.”

You can read the full text of Ruth’s speech here.

News story: Opening statement on
Second Reading of EU (Notification of
Withdrawal) Bill

Mr Speaker, I beg to move that the Bill be read a second time.

This Bill responds directly to the Supreme Court Judgment of 24 January and
seeks to honour the commitment the Government gave to respect the outcome of
the referendum held on 23 June last year.

It is not a Bill about whether the UK should leave the EU, or indeed how it
should do so. It is simply about Parliament empowering the Government to
implement a decision already made, a point of no return already passed. We
asked the people of the UK if they wanted to leave the European Union; they
decided they did.
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So at the core of this Bill lies a very simple question: do we trust the
people or not?

The democratic mandate is clear: the electorate voted for a Government to
give them a referendum; Parliament then voted to hold that referendum; the
people voted in that referendum and we are now honouring the result of that
referendum, as we said we would.

So this is the most straightforward possible Bill necessary to enact the
referendum result and respect the Supreme Court’s judgment. Indeed, the House
of Commons has already overwhelmingly passed a motion to support the
triggering of Article 50 by 31 March. We will respect the will of the people
and implement their decision by 31 March.

Sub-section 1 of clause 1 simply confers on the Prime Minister the power to
notify, under Article 50 of the Treaty on European Union, the United
Kingdom’s intention to withdraw from the European Union.

Sub-section 2 of clause 1 is included to make it clear that the power to
trigger Article 50 may be conferred on the Prime Minister regardless of any
restrictions in other legislation, including in particular the European
Communities Act of 1972.

Together these clear and succinct powers will allow the Prime Minister to
begin the process of withdrawal from the European Union, respecting the
decision of the Supreme Court. And this is just the beginning, the beginning
of a process to ensure that the decision made by the people last June is
honoured.

I would like to draw Hon. Members’ attention to the Explanatory Notes of the
Bill, which set out the application of the Bill to Euratom. The Bill also
gives the Prime Minister the power to start the process to leave Euratom.

The Bill also makes clear that in invoking Article 50, we will be leaving
Euratom, the agency established by treaty to ensure cooperation on nuclear
matters, as well as leaving the European Union. This is because, although
Euratom was established in a treaty separate to European Union agreements and
treaties, it uses the same institutions as the European Union including the
Court of Justice. That is why the 2008 EU Amendment Act makes clear that, in
UK law, membership of the European Union includes Euratom. And it is why
Article 50 applies to both the European Union and Euratom.

Our aims are clear — we will maintain the closest possible nuclear
cooperation with the European Union. That relationship could take a number of
different forms and will be of course subject to negotiation, which will
start after we have notified.

The Prime Minister has set out a bold and ambitious vision for the UK,
outlining our key negotiating objectives as we move to establish a
comprehensive new partnership with the European Union. This will be a
partnership that is in the best interests of the whole of the United Kingdom,
and we will continue to work with the Devolved Administrations to make sure



that the voices of Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland continue to be heard
throughout the negotiation process.

I made a statement to this House on the 17 January about the negotiations
ahead of us, and I do not propose to repeat it, save to say that our aim is
to take this opportunity for the United Kingdom to emerge from this period of
change stronger, fairer, more united and more outward-looking than ever
before.

I also set out our 12 objectives for those negotiations. They are:

e to deliver certainty and clarity where we can

e to take control of our own laws

e to protect and strengthen the Union

e to maintain the Common Travel Area with the Republic of Ireland

e to control immigration

e to protect the rights of EU nationals in the UK and UK nationals in the
European Union

e to protect workers’ rights

e to allow free trade with European markets

e to forge new trade deals with other countries

e to boost science and innovation

e to protect and enhance cooperation over crime, terrorism and security
and to make our exit smooth and orderly

In due course, the Government will be publishing our plan for exit in a White
Paper in this House and the other place.

On 17 January, the Prime Minister also made it clear that this House and the
other place will have a vote on the deal the Government negotiates with the
EU before it comes into force. Ahead of that, Parliament will have a key role
in scrutinising and shaping the decisions made, through debate in both
Houses, plus the work of select committees, including the Brexit Select
Committee whose chairman is actually in the chamber today.

Government ministers will continue to provide regular updates to Parliament.
Further, since our proposal is to shift the ‘acquis’ — the body of EU law —
into UK law at the point this country leaves the EU, it will be for
Parliament to determine any changes to our domestic legislation in the
national interest.

But as the Prime Minister said, to disclose all the details as we negotiate
is not in the best interests of this country. Indeed, I have said all along
that we will lay out as much detail of our strategy as possible subject to

the caveat that it does not damage our negotiating position. This approach

has been endorsed by this House a number of times.

I turn now to the reasoned amendment tabled by the Member for Moray (Angus
Robertson).

As I have already said, this Bill simply seeks to deliver the outcome of the
Referendum, a decision that the people of the UK have already made. They will



view any attempt to halt its progress dimly.

The Supreme Court’s judgment last week made clear that foreign affairs are

reserved to the UK Government. The devolved legislatures do not have a veto
on the UK’s decision to withdraw from the European Union. But that doesn’t

mean we haven’t paid a great deal of attention to them.

We have consistently engaged with the Devolved Administrations through the
Joint Ministerial Committee (EU Negotiation) and the Joint Ministerial
Committee (Plenary), the second of which met yesterday in Cardiff and was
attended by the First Ministers of all of the Devolved Administrations.

As well as that there have been bilateral meetings with those Devolved
Administrations independent to those hearings, and 79 official level meetings
to discuss the interests of each of the Devolved Administrations.

The Prime Minister has committed to bring forward a White Paper setting out
the Government’s plan, and I confirm this will be published in the near
future.

Guaranteeing UK citizens’ rights in the EU, and EU citizens’ rights in the
UK, is one of the objectives set out by the Prime Minister. We have been and
remain ready to reach such a deal now if other countries agree.

Finally, there has been continual parliamentary scrutiny of the Government on
this process. I have made five oral statements in the House of Commons and
there have been more than 10 debates — including four in Government time —
and over 30 Select Committee inquiries. We will of course continue to support
Parliament in its scrutiny role as we reach the negotiating stage.

We have been clear that there must be no attempts to remain inside the
European Union, no attempts to rejoin it through the back door, and no second
referendum. The country voted to leave the European Union, and it is the duty
of the Government to make sure we do just that.

Finally, we remain committed to the timetable the Prime Minister has set to
trigger Article 50 by no later than the 31 March. While we will provide
plenty of time for debate and scrutiny of this Bill, it is equally vital that
Honourable and Rt Honourable Members move swiftly to adopt this legislation
in keeping with the Prime Minister’s timetable for triggering Article 50 by
the end of March — a timetable that this House voted in favour of in December
and that is providing certainty both at home and in the Europe Union.

I conclude by saying this: the eyes of the nation are on this chamber as we
consider this Bill. For many years, there has been a creeping sense in the
country — and not just this country — that politicians say one thing, and do
another.

We voted to give the people the chance to determine our future in a
referendum, now we must honour our side of the agreement: to vote to deliver
on the result.

So really we are considering that very simple question: do we trust the



people or not? For generations, my party has done so. Now that question is
before every member of this House.

This Bill provides the power for the Prime Minister to begin that process and
honour the decision made by the people of the United Kingdom on 23 June last
year, and I commend it to the House. Trust the people.



