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House of Commons

Tuesday 5 November 2024

The House met at half-past Eleven o’clock

PRAYERS

[MR SPEAKER in the Chair]

Oral Answers to Questions

JUSTICE

The Secretary of State was asked—

Crown Court Backlog

1. Sojan Joseph (Ashford) (Lab): What steps her
Department is taking to reduce the backlog of Crown
court cases. [901052]

10. Sir Ashley Fox (Bridgwater) (Con): What steps
she is taking to reduce the backlog of Crown court
cases. [901062]

11. Warinder Juss (Wolverhampton West) (Lab): What
steps her Department is taking to reduce the Crown
court backlog. [901063]

The Minister of State, Ministry of Justice (Heidi
Alexander): We are funding 106,500 Crown court sitting
days this financial year—500 days more than the previous
Government originally agreed. To reduce the number of
cases that end up at the Crown court, we are also
extending magistrates’sentencing powers to up to 12 months
for an individual offence.

Sojan Joseph: It is important that victims of crime
have the swift access to justice that they deserve, so I
welcome the extra funding from this Government that
will lead to more than 106,000 sitting days in Crown
courts this financial year. That includes nearly 3,000 in
the Crown courts in Kent. Does the Minister agree that
dealing with the court backlog left by the Conservatives
is essential to make sure that offenders are quickly
brought to justice and faith is restored in the criminal
justice system?

Heidi Alexander: I agree. This Government inherited
a record and rising Crown court backlog. We walked
into a criminal justice system on the brink of collapse,
with our prisons overflowing and our courts buckling
under the weight of demand. While we cannot fix this
mess overnight, we will do everything we can to ensure
swift justice for victims and to restore faith in the entire
system.

Sir Ashley Fox: I am sure the Minister will acknowledge
that the Crown court backlog is caused by a combination
of covid and strike action by barristers. Will she outline

the steps she will be taking to continue Nightingale
court sittings and to improve the quality and number of
Crown court judges sitting and able to hear cases?

HeidiAlexander:Wearecurrentlyoperating18Nightingale
courts in eight different locations, and we continue to
recruit to the judiciary. The Conservatives cannot wash
their hands of responsibility for the Crown court
backlog. It was rising before covid. They closed more
than 260 court buildings. They express concern now, but
there was scant evidence of that in the 14 years they
were in power.

Warinder Juss: Last week it was reported that the
Crown court backlog is 71,000 cases, which could hit
100,000 unless radical action is taken. Some cases have
not proceeded at all because of delays, includes those
involving victims of serious offences such as rape, reinforcing
that justice delayed is justice denied. I welcome the
Chancellor’s Budget, confirming the significant financial
investment in prison expansion and the Ministry of
Justice funding settlement, which will increase Crown
court sitting days. Does the Minister believe that the
measures will be sufficient to reduce the Crown court
backlog to an acceptable level, or does she envisage that
further action will be necessary, such as increases to
criminal legal aid?

Heidi Alexander: Legal aid is a vital part of the
justice system, and it underpins our plans to build a
justice system that works fairly for all parties. The
previous Government left the civil and criminal legal
aid markets in dire straits and facing significant challenges.
We intend to publish our response shortly to the “Crime
Lower” consultation, which relates to the fees paid to
duty solicitors in police stations among other things,
and we will follow up on that with our response to the
Law Society’s successful judicial review of the previous
Government’s decision on criminal legal aid fees.

Max Wilkinson (Cheltenham) (LD): The Minister
has referenced magistrates courts. Cheltenham magistrates
court, I regret to inform the House, has backlogs, but
also an inappropriate courthouse. It is failing victims,
the accused and justices of the peace, and it is not
accessible for disabled people. The roof is leaky, and it is
generally considered to be in a shocking state of affairs.
Will the Minister make a statement on whether there
will be investment in magistrates courthouses to ensure
that justice can be carried out at the local level?

Heidi Alexander: If the hon. Gentleman writes to me
with specific details of the issues in his local magistrates
court, I will raise those with His Majesty’s Courts and
Tribunals Service. We were successful in securing a
£177 million increase in capital spending for the Ministry
of Justice in last week’s Budget. That will cover expenditure
on prisons and courts.

Supporting Victims of Rape and Sexual Violence

2. Dan Aldridge (Weston-super-Mare) (Lab): What
steps her Department is taking to support victims of
rape and sexual violence through the criminal justice
system. [901054]
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The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Justice
(Alex Davies-Jones): We are committed to supporting
victims of those abhorrent crimes and have dedicated
£26 million to support services through the rape and
sexual abuse support fund. We have also announced our
plan to introduce free independent legal advocates for
the victims and survivors of adult rape and are committed
to working with the judiciary to fast-track rape cases
through the courts.

Dan Aldridge: Avon and Somerset police, who are
responsible for upholding the rule of law in my constituency,
pioneered a new, innovative way of investigating rape
and sexual violence called Project Bluestone. When
rolled out nationwide as Operation Soteria it led to a
110% increase in rape prosecutions, according to Home
Office data. While an increase in prosecutions is very
welcome, it also means that more victims, including
those in Weston-super-Mare, are reliving their harrowing
ordeal when going through a trial. Will the Minister
outline how her Department is working to provide
support to the increasing number of victims experiencing
the incredibly difficult trial process?

Alex Davies-Jones: I thank my hon. Friend for that
really important question; he raises some serious points.
The Ministry of Justice funds over 60 specialist support
services for victims of rape and sexual offending as well
as dedicated victim support through the witness service.
Court personnel provide support during and after hearings,
and we have invested in trauma-informed training to
improve the victim experience throughout court.

Rape and serious sexual offence victims can also
request transcripts of sentencing remarks for free during
a one-year pilot. I encourage all those who are eligible
please to apply to the pilot.

Dame Caroline Dinenage (Gosport) (Con): Will the
hon. Lady please confirm the number of criminals
convicted of rape, sexual abuse, domestic abuse and
domestic violence who are now back on our streets as a
result of her Department’s early release scheme?

Alex Davies-Jones: As the hon. Lady will know, the
Government took steps to exclude the most serious
domestic abuse offenders from SDS40, an exemption
that was not made under the previous Government’s
end-of-custody supervised licence scheme. That was
because we know that we need to protect women and
girls, and we have a landmark mission to protect women
and girls from violence. All the data on releases will be
published as usual—the Lord Chancellor has made that
clear—but we know that we need to do more.

Mr Speaker: We welcome the new shadow Secretary
of State.

Robert Jenrick (Newark) (Con): Thank you, Mr Speaker.
I belatedly congratulate the Government Front-Bench
team on their appointments—I have been a little busy
over the summer. The only group the Labour Government’s
popularity has increased during that time with is criminals.
How many domestic abusers and sex offenders released
under their early release scheme have gone on to reoffend?
Would the Minister like to apologise to the victims?

Alex Davies-Jones: Well, I was going to congratulate
the right hon. Gentleman on his new role, but he seems
to have a very short memory. It is he who should be
apologising to the country as a whole on behalf of
his Government for their woeful abuse of our justice
system and our prisons. Under the previous Government’s
ECSL scheme, there were zero exemptions to protect
the public. This Government put in serious exemptions
to prevent sex offenders and serious violent criminals
from being released on to our streets. Maybe he should
have a bit of humility.

Robert Jenrick: There were exemptions in the previous
Government’s scheme, but the key thing is that we need
to get on and build more prisons. Prison works, and we
need to see more prisons being built. The last Conservative
Government built more prison places than any prior
Labour Government in living memory, but we clearly
need to go further. What funding has the Lord Chancellor
secured to build prisons over and above those secured
by the previous Government? Does the Minister agree
with the other junior Minister that fewer people should
be sent to prison?

Alex Davies-Jones: Again, the right hon. Gentleman
forgets who was in power for the last 14 years and who
failed to build any prison places. Just 500 extra prison
places were built under his Government’s watch. The
Government have allocated a record £1.2 billion for
prison building in the Budget, and we will be going
further. We are the party of law and order. He needs to
look at his record.

Legal Aid

3. Abtisam Mohamed (Sheffield Central) (Lab): Whether
she plans to widen the scope of cases covered by legal
aid. [901055]

The Minister of State, Ministry of Justice (Heidi
Alexander): Legal aid is a vital part of the justice
system. It underpins our plans to build a justice system
that works for victims, supports access to justice and
upholds the rule of law. We are looking carefully at the
evidence gathered as part of the review of civil legal aid,
which covered issues such as demand, fee levels and the
geographic provision of services.

Abtisam Mohamed: Cuts to legal aid and the narrowing
of its scope by the Conservatives have meant that many
people are no longer able to resolve their problems
through access to early legal advice. That has resulted in
legal representation being available only to those who
can afford it. Will the Minister consider looking into
restoring legal aid to the level it was before the Legal
Aid, Sentencing and Punishment of Offenders Act 2012
for all areas of civil law, to ensure that justice is made
available to all people who can afford it? Will she
commit to reviewing the bureaucracy of the Legal Aid
Agency, which does not support the needs and capacity
of small firms?

Heidi Alexander: My hon. Friend has significant
experience of working in the legal aid sector, and she is
right to highlight the importance of good quality legal
advice to resolving a whole range of social welfare
problems. We are looking at how to improve access to
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early legal advice and support, but she will appreciate
the challenging financial outlook that we are grappling
with. I will raise the administrative issues in relation to
the Legal Aid Agency with its chief executive.

Jim Shannon (Strangford) (DUP): Every week I have
people coming to my office who are victims and have no
access to money. They deserve justice, and the only way
they can get it is with legal aid. What discussions has the
Minister had with the Policing and Justice Minister in
Northern Ireland to ensure that legal aid available here
can also be available in Northern Ireland?

Heidi Alexander: I am grateful to the hon. Gentleman
for his question. I have yet to have those conversations
with my counterparts in Northern Ireland, but I hope
to do so in the coming months.

Supporting Prison Officers

4. John Slinger (Rugby) (Lab): What steps her
Department is taking to support prison officers.

[901056]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Justice
(Sir Nicholas Dakin): By immediately reducing prison
overcrowding, we have made prisons safer to work in.
We have also accepted the 5% pay award recommended
for prison officers in full.

John Slinger: I have been made aware of the consequences
of 14 years of neglect of our Prison and Probation
Service by the Conservative party: the critical overcrowding
due to the lack of investment; staff at all levels feeling
exhausted, scared, demotivated, disenfranchised and
undervalued; officers facing unacceptably high levels of
violence and drug abuse; and bullying between prisoners.
What is the Department doing to rectify the consequences
of this litany of neglect by the so-called party of law
and order, to give our prison officers the support they
deserve?

Sir Nicholas Dakin: My hon. Friend tells it how it is.
The Conservative party left our Prison and Probation
Service in a mess. Our job, on behalf of the British
people, is to clean up that mess. That is what we are
doing.

Sir Gavin Williamson (Stone, Great Wyrley and
Penkridge) (Con): HMP Featherstone, HMP Oakwood
and HMP Brinsford, also a young offender institution,
in my constituency are brilliantly supported by amazing
staff, but one of the pressures on them is the number of
foreign national offenders in those prisons. What steps
is the Minister taking to ensure that those foreign
national offenders are returned to where they came
from?

Sir Nicholas Dakin: We are already on track to remove
more foreign national offenders than the Conservative
party ever did.

Single Justice Procedure

5. Lee Pitcher (Doncaster East and the Isle of Axholme)
(Lab): What steps her Department is taking to improve
the single justice procedure. [901057]

The Minister of State, Ministry of Justice (Heidi
Alexander): I have listened carefully to concerns raised
about the single justice procedure. As a first step, I have
asked the Courts and Tribunals Service to redesign the
SJP notice and make it clearer. I will also call in SJP
prosecutors to discuss ways in which we can ensure that
they consider the public interest in advance of making
prosecutions.

Lee Pitcher: Earlier this year, a decision by the chief
magistrate overturned the use of SJP for rail fines,
potentially nullifying and requiring the refunding of as
many as 74,000 fines. In the past few days it has been
reported that LNER has brought similar prosecutions
under SJP without supplying any evidence at all. I make
no assumption about the guilt or innocence of anyone
involved in those prosecutions, but justice must be
open, clear and fair. It is unfair to expect people to
engage with a process without it being clear what evidence
has been laid against them. Will the Minister confirm
that her Department will keep those principles at the
heart of all our justice practices, including SJPs?

Heidi Alexander: I will raise the evidential questions
that my hon. Friend raised with representatives of the
train operating companies when they and other SJP
prosecutors join me in discussions in the next few
weeks. I am clear that the single justice procedure is
vital for the efficient running of the magistrates court.
However, it must operate fairly and effectively. I will not
tolerate poor practice, and I will not hesitate to
fundamentally reform the system if that is required.

Supporting Young Offenders

6. Paul Davies (Colne Valley) (Lab): What steps her
Department is taking to support young offenders.

[901058]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Justice
(Sir Nicholas Dakin): The young futures programme
will be a prevention-first approach to crime reduction,
building on the Department’s successful turnaround
programme. I was very pleased to visit the first secure
school which will put education at its heart, ensuring
children in custody turn their lives around.

Paul Davies: Over the past decade, the quality and
quantity of education in young offenders institutions
has declined, as reported by Sir Martin Oliver, His Majesty’s
chief inspector of education, children’s services and skills,
and Charlie Taylor, His Majesty’s chief inspector of prisons.
These institutions are facing difficulties in managing
challenging behaviours, leading to an increase in children
being put into isolation. Children in these institutions
deserve a high-quality education that helps them to
turn their lives around. The current system is failing
them badly. Will the Minister outline what actions the
Government can take to ensure that young offenders
receive a high-quality education—

Mr Speaker: Order. We are in danger of not getting
anybody else in. These are becoming statements rather
than questions. I am sure the Minister has grasped it.

Sir Nicholas Dakin: Thank you, Mr Speaker. We
know there is more to be done, as my hon. Friend
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outlines. Keep-apart lists make it difficult for children
to access education in young offenders institutions, so
we need to find different and better ways of reducing
violence and delivering education in these settings.

Jamie Stone (Caithness, Sutherland and Easter Ross)
(LD): During the 12 years that I was a Member of the
Scottish Parliament, one of the most instructive and
rewarding parts of my role were my occasional visits,
with other MSPs, to HMP Porterfield in Inverness.
Does the Minister agree that encouraging MPs to do
the same would do a very great deal not just for young
offenders, but offenders of all ages?

Sir Nicholas Dakin: I commend the hon. Member for
his actions. He is right that visits to local prisons, or
prisons elsewhere, are a good thing to do. I have recently
visited Humber, Wakefield, and New Hall prisons, and
will be visiting Wetherby young offenders institution
tomorrow.

Mr Speaker: I call the Chair of the Justice Committee.

Andy Slaughter (Hammersmith and Chiswick) (Lab):
Is the Minister worried about the increasing criminalisation
of young people? I notice that the Ministry of Justice
published statistics last week that say one in four people
of working age in the UK had criminal convictions.
Should we not look at the current disclosure framework,
so that people with criminal records for minor offences
from years ago are not prevented from finding work,
moving on and contributing to society?

Sir Nicholas Dakin: My hon. Friend, the Chair of the
Justice Committee, identifies a subject that might well
be useful for his Committee to examine.

Tessa Munt (Wells and Mendip Hills) (LD): A young
person I know was involved in an incident at 16. Can
the Minister assure me that, because delays to going
through the youth justice system have meant that that
young person has not had the case adjudicated, that
young person will not be adjudged an adult if they pass
their 18th birthday when a conclusion is reached?

Sir Nicholas Dakin: The hon. Member draws attention
to an issue. If she would like to write to me about that
particular incident, I will write back to her.

Register of Judgments, Orders and Fines

7. Will Stone (Swindon North) (Lab): What steps she
is taking to ensure that the register of judgments, orders
and fines in England and Wales is an effective tool for
financially vulnerable claimants and debtors. [901059]

The Minister of State, Ministry of Justice (Heidi
Alexander): The register plays an important role in
helping lenders assess credit worthiness and enhancing
financial transparency. These objectives seek to support
vulnerable debtors by encouraging and enabling responsible
borrowing. A consultation on including claimant data
on the register closed recently. Responses to it were very
positive and I hope to announce a way forward imminently.

Will Stone: I am pleased to hear the Minister is
moving forward with the next steps following the

consultation. I would further like to congratulate the
Minister on moving swiftly on this matter, especially as
the consultation had been stalled since January. I hope
that with care and attention, data protection for claimants
will soon be able to be included in the register. Will the
Minister also consider other updates to the register,
such as recording partial settlements and shifting the
burden of proof on debt satisfaction? That would really
help my constituents in Swindon.

Heidi Alexander: My hon. Friend raises some interesting
points and, as he is, I am always very keen to help
people in Swindon. Our focus is on responding to the
consultation on including claimant data on the register,
which would improve financial inclusion by helping
people to resolve judgment debts. Once our response
has been published and any reforms regarding claimant
data are implemented, we will consider any wider reforms.

Domestic Abuse and Violence against Women

8. Victoria Collins (Harpenden and Berkhamsted) (LD):
What steps she is taking to support survivors of domestic
abuse and violence against women through the criminal
justice system. [901060]

15. Christine Jardine (Edinburgh West) (LD): What
steps she is taking to support survivors of domestic
abuse and violence against women through the criminal
justice system. [901067]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Justice
(Alex Davies-Jones): We are committed to supporting
victims and survivors of these abhorrent crimes, including
through the £26 million rape and sexual abuse support
fund and the funding of independent domestic and
sexual violence advocates. Furthermore, we will increase
the powers of the Victims’ Commissioner to improve
accountability when victims’ needs are not met.

Victoria Collins: Many of my constituents, including
members of our local Soroptomist International group,
will be taking part in the United Nations’ 16 days of
activism against gender-based violence, which includes
digital violence. What steps are being taken in the
prison system to rehabilitate individuals whose criminal
behaviour was the result of being radicalised online,
and will digital citizenship education play a part in their
rehabilitation?

Alex Davies-Jones: I thank the hon. Lady for that
really important question, and I urge everyone in the
House to get involved in the 16 days of activism—this
year’s theme is “It starts with me”, which I think is a
lesson that we should all take on board. The Prison
Service assesses the impact of online influences and
the need for rehabilitation for convicted terrorists in the
first year after their sentencing, but digital citizenship
education forms just one part of that rehabilitation.
Once we get our prison population under suitable
control—following what happened under the previous
Government—we will be able to do more of this
important work. Offenders convicted of violence
against women and girls are also eligible for accredited
programmes, although that will depend on their assessed
risk and need.
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Christine Jardine: The Scottish Government recently
decided against including misogyny in their Hate Crime
and Public Order (Scotland) Act 2021, but we know
how pernicious and widespread misogyny is, especially
in the context of domestic abuse. Just 6% of all offences
are reported, and there are even lower rates for rape and
sexual assault convictions. Is the Lord Chancellor planning
to review aggravated offences, and misogyny in particular,
to ensure that women and girls get the protection that
we deserve?

Alex Davies-Jones: As the hon. Lady will know, this
Government were elected with a landmark mission to
halve violence against women and girls over the course
of a decade. Every single Department, including the
Department for Education, will look at how we tackle
misogyny in our schools, streets, homes and workplaces,
online, and indeed everywhere. The Opposition have
just elected a leader who has made rape jokes previously,
but this is about leadership and taking things seriously,
and that is exactly what this Government and I are
doing. I urge the hon. Lady to write to the Home Office
about the specific point that she has made.

Apsana Begum (Poplar and Limehouse) (Ind): As a
survivor of domestic abuse—indeed, having endured
the experience of my ex-husband standing against me in
the recent general election—I have personal and direct
experience of the systemic bias against us. Does the
Minister agree that we need a comprehensive approach
that provides support and consideration at every stage
of the criminal justice system; does she agree that that
requires funding, not least for specialist support services;
and does she agree that we need to address the legal aid
crisis as well?

Alex Davies-Jones: I thank my hon. Friend for her
bravery and for speaking out about her experiences as a
victim-survivor, which has undoubtedly helped countless
others. She is right that this will take every single
Department across Government looking into how we
stamp out violence against women and girls in our
communities and society. She is also right about funding.
We are currently looking through the funding we received
at the Budget, and in due course I will be able to outline
how we will support services. If she would like me to meet
her to discuss this further, I shall be happy to do so.

Emily Darlington (Milton Keynes Central) (Lab):
Under the last Government, only 2% of reported rape
cases made it to trial, because women did not feel safe
about reporting rapes or did not think they would be
taken seriously. How are the Government ensuring that
more brave women who report their rapes are seen
quickly and effectively in the court service and get the
justice that they deserve?

Alex Davies-Jones: My hon. Friend has outlined the
stark reality of what rape victims and survivors face in
our criminal justice system. Not only are far too few
cases getting to court, but 60% of rape victims are
pulling out of the system, which is why we are committed
to introducing independent legal advocates for adult
rape victims. We will be working with the judiciary to
fast-track RASSO cases through our courts, and support
victim-survivors through every step of the criminal
justice journey.

Mr Speaker: I call the Liberal Democrat spokesperson.

Josh Babarinde (Eastbourne) (LD): I welcome the
new shadow Justice Secretary to his place. As he has
campaigned to withdraw from the European convention
on human rights, I am sure we can rely on him to
champion international law for all of us across the
world.

I want to ask about domestic abuse. For too long,
domestic abusers have been able to exploit a loophole in
our legal system, whereby the domestic abuse that they
perpetrate is masked by the ambiguous conviction of
common assault. This has meant that, under this
Government and the previous one, domestic abusers
have qualified for early release schemes. When I pushed
the Secretary of State on this issue the other day, she
admitted that her measures to exclude domestic abusers
from early release were

“not of course fully comprehensive.”—[Official Report, 22 October
2024; Vol. 755, c. 206.]

The Liberal Democrats believe that things need to go
further. Will the Minister meet me and domestic abuse
charities to discuss some of our proposals for closing
the loopholes so that victims and survivors get the
justice they deserve?

Alex Davies-Jones: I thank the Liberal Democrat
spokesperson for his question. He will know that certain
offences are excluded from the SDS40 early release
scheme, not the offender. This Government put in strict
protections to protect the public, unlike the previous
Government, who introduced an end-of-custody supervised
licence scheme. Those who are released from sentences
for common assault are flagged for domestic abuse
markers, and they are given priority for electronic
monitoring and risk assessments. I meet the sector
regularly to look at what else we can do. We are learning
lessons from SDS40, but this Government are committed
to halving violence against women and girls.

Code of Practice for Victims of Crime

9. Ashley Dalton (West Lancashire) (Lab): What steps
her Department is taking to improve the enforcement of
the code of practice for victims of crime in England and
Wales. [901061]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Justice
(Alex Davies-Jones): We will implement the Victims and
Prisoners Act 2024, which lays a good foundation for
ensuring that victims know the rights they should receive
under the code and that agencies are held accountable
for delivering them. We will consult on the revised
victims code early next year, and we will go further by
increasing the Victims’ Commissioner’s powers so that
there is more accountability for delivering the code.

Ashley Dalton: My constituent Dr Marie Gerval was
a victim of stalking by a man with whom she had had a
brief relationship. He even put a tracker on her car
without her knowledge. There were needless delays in
her case, and she felt that she was not taken seriously.
So bad was the stress that her hair fell out. Later, it
transpired that the investigating officer on her case was
himself convicted of stalking a woman. Will the Minister
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meet me and Dr Gerval to discuss how the code of
practice for victims can make sure that this does not
happen to other women like her?

Alex Davies-Jones: What Dr Marie Gerval experienced
is totally abhorrent, but sadly she is not alone in experiencing
these crimes. The Government are committed to treating
stalking with the seriousness it deserves by enhancing
stalking protection orders, implementing automatic
suspensions for officers under investigation for domestic
abuse and sexual offences, and introducing mandatory
professional standards for individual officers. The Home
Office is also looking at the police response to stalking
as a part of our work to better protect victims of
violence against women and girls. I encourage my hon.
Friend to reach out to the Home Office Minister responsible
for safeguarding, my hon. Friend the Member for
Birmingham Yardley (Jess Phillips), but I will happily
meet her.

Support for Victims of Commercial Sexual Exploitation

12. Joani Reid (East Kilbride and Strathaven) (Lab):
What steps her Department is taking to support victims
of commercial sexual exploitation through the criminal
justice system. [901064]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Justice
(Alex Davies-Jones): The Ministry of Justice provides
funding for vital victim support services to help victims
recover from the impact of crime. His Majesty’s Prison
and Probation Service has developed guidance to support
and identify victims of modern slavery and human
trafficking, including those who have been sexually
exploited.

Joani Reid: Scottish organisations such as TARA and
Routes Out provide exemplary support to women who
are exploited through prostitution and sex trafficking.
However, these organisations are faced with an endless
stream of women, in part because the law in Scotland,
England and Wales provides impunity to pimping websites.
Does the Minister agree that the UK Government
should lead the way by outlawing pimping websites and
offering support, not sanctions, to victims of commercial
sexual exploitation?

Alex Davies-Jones: This Government are leading the
way with our mission to halve violence against women
and girls—all women and girls. The Victims and Prisoners
Act 2024 will require local commissioners to develop
joint needs assessments for victims of sexual abuse in
order to identify and address the current gaps, and to
support these women.

On outlawing pimping websites specifically, I would
encourage my hon. Friend to speak to the Minister for
Safeguarding, but as I have previously mentioned, this
Government are working holistically across all Government
Departments, including the Department for Science,
Innovation and Technology and the Home Office, to
tackle violence against women and girls.

Reducing Reoffending

13. Jack Abbott (Ipswich) (Lab/Co-op): What steps
her Department is taking to help reduce reoffending.

[901065]

23. Gill German (Clwyd North) (Lab): What steps her
Department is taking to help reduce reoffending.

[901076]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Justice
(Sir Nicholas Dakin): Good reducing reoffending activity
cannot happen in overcrowded prisons, which is why we
took immediate action to relieve the pressure. This will
allow for better access to purposeful activity, which we
all know reduces reoffending.

Jack Abbott: It was a former Prisons Minister who
identified that short custodial sentences have a higher
reoffending rate than sentences served outside prison.
Does the Minister agree that we need to look at using
technology to curtail offenders’ freedoms outside prison
and ensure that we cut the cycle of crime?

Sir Nicholas Dakin: Yes. Electronic monitoring is
already an important part of safely managing offenders
in the community, and one of the principles of the
sentencing review is to look at the punishment that
offenders receive outside prison, considering how we
can best use electronic monitoring and other technologies
to safely manage offenders outside the prison walls.

Gill German: As a former member of a youth justice
board, I know that young people who are drawn into
offending often lead narrow lives with little opportunity
for personal development. Has the Minister made an
assessment of the provision of youth services, such as
the Duke of Edinburgh’s award scheme, to engage with
these young people and prevent reoffending?

Sir Nicholas Dakin: We value youth services, such as
the Duke of Edinburgh’s award scheme, that enable
young people to develop new skills to turn their lives
around. In fact, the D of E scheme is available in all five
of our young offender institutions, and 36 people in
YOIs were enrolled in the scheme in August.

James Wild (North West Norfolk) (Con): Last week I
met former prisoners who had taken part in Greene
King’s Releasing Potential scheme, which is now being
expanded with two further training kitchens going into
prisons to help people turn their lives around. What are
the Government doing to boost such programmes, and
the employment advisory boards that we set up, to
ensure that while prisoners are rightly punished they are
also rehabilitated?

Sir Nicholas Dakin: Such schemes and initiatives are
exactly the sort of thing that this Government want to
celebrate as best practice and replicate in other settings.

Mr Richard Holden (Basildon and Billericay) (Con):
Answers to my recent written parliamentary questions
have talked of the positive impact that relations with
families can have on prisoner resettlement. However, in
a number of cases, particularly those involving sexual
violence, the prisoner has no contact with the family
and their release is usually a traumatic moment for
those families and children. That is why I welcomed
Labour’s manifesto pledge to introduce a national
identification system for the children of prisoners as a
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vitally important measure. What are the Government
doing to meet that pledge and break the offending cycle
across generations?

Sir Nicholas Dakin: Identifying children with a parent
in prison is important for ensuring that they receive the
support they need. Strengthening family ties remains an
integral aspect of our work, which is why our family
support workers help to re-establish appropriate family
ties and facilitate visits from prisoners’ children. My
officials are working closely with the Department for
Education to determine how much more we can do in
this space.

Incarcerated Pregnant Women and Mothers

14. Liz Saville Roberts (Dwyfor Meirionnydd) (PC):
What steps her Department is taking to support incarcerated
pregnant women and mothers. [901066]

The Lord Chancellor and Secretary of State for Justice
(Shabana Mahmood): We are sending too many women
to prison, two thirds of whom are non-violent and over
half of whom have dependent children, and 75% of the
time the child leaves home after the mother is incarcerated.
That is why we have launched the women’s justice
board, which will set out its strategy in the spring. Its
goal is to reduce the number of women in prison and,
ultimately, the number of women’s prisons.

Liz Saville Roberts: All Welsh women in prison are
held in England, and being far from home adds to the
emotional torture of separation from children, but we
cannot assess the extent of the separation without
public access to Wales-specific disaggregated data. Will
the Secretary of State commit to making this information
public so that we can ensure that pregnant women and
mothers and children have the proper support they
need?

Shabana Mahmood: The data on how we track the
experiences of women across England and Wales will be
work that the women’s justice board—once it is up
and running—will be able to look into and make
recommendations on, which we will pick up in the
spring.

Early Release Scheme

16. Susan Murray (Mid Dunbartonshire) (LD): What
recent assessment she has made of the effectiveness of
the early release scheme. [901068]

The Lord Chancellor and Secretary of State for Justice
(Shabana Mahmood): The immediate purpose of the
emergency release scheme was to stop us running out of
prison places and to avert a total breakdown of law and
order. If we look at the prison population today, it is
clear that we have managed to avert the immediate crisis,
but this was only a short-term measure; we have also set
out a long-term plan to build the prison places that the
last Conservative Government failed to build. I have
also launched a landmark sentencing review so that we
are never forced to look into emergency releases again.

Susan Murray: In my Mid Dunbartonshire constituency,
the community justice team are having success in preventing
reoffending by working with offenders in a trauma-informed

way. It is recognised that short sentences, as has already
been mentioned, do not prevent reoffending. Does the
Minister agree that the prevention of reoffending is
central to reducing costs, job losses, family breakdowns
and homelessness?

Shabana Mahmood: It is clear that we have to do
better on reducing reoffending, given that 80% of offenders
are reoffenders. Cutting reoffending is a strategy for
cutting crime, keeping the public safe and helping
ex-prisoners to turn their lives around. I am sure that
the sentencing review will look carefully at short sentences.

Mr Speaker: I call the shadow Minister.

Dr Kieran Mullan (Bexhill and Battle) (Con): Wanting
to see justice delivered more consistently for victims is
the key reason I sought election to this place, so it is an
enormous privilege to take up this role today.

In response to concerns raised last month about
offenders who have been released early not being promptly
tagged, the Secretary of State assured the House that
she will monitor performance daily. Can the Government
now provide concrete assurance to the House and the
public that all offenders are being tagged as they should
on release?

Shabana Mahmood: I welcome the shadow Minister
to his place. I have always enjoyed his contributions to
justice debates, so I look forward to working with him
where appropriate.

After the Department’s daily monitoring—indeed,
monitoring many times a day—I can confirm that the
performance of Serco on tagging has improved significantly.
As of 28 October, 98% of all tranche 2 SDS40 release
visits to install tags had been completed, with a small
number of prearranged alternative fittings also scheduled.
They are now all covered.

Dr Mullan: Of course, tagging will protect the public
only if curfew breaches are addressed swiftly. Can the
Secretary of State tell us whether there have been any
breaches of tag-monitored curfews? On average, how
quickly are those who commit a breach brought back
into custody?

Shabana Mahmood: The hon. Gentleman’s question
is really about rates of recall, which is what happens
when licence conditions are breached, including breaches
of curfew. Recall rates for SDS40 releases are tracking
similarly to recall rates for other offenders. We will
publish those statistics once they have been assured in
the usual way, which I believe will be immediately after
Christmas.

Early Release Scheme: Housing Demand

17. Rebecca Smith (South West Devon) (Con): What
assessment she has made of the potential impact of
recent changes to the early release scheme on the demand
for housing provided by local authorities. [901069]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Justice
(Sir Nicholas Dakin): With this Government’s scheme,
unlike the previous Government’s rushed scheme, we
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are giving our excellent staff time to work with national
and local housing partners to minimise any impact on
local authorities.

Rebecca Smith: Given that secure housing on release
has a proven positive impact on the recidivism rate of
ex-offenders, which is something we all welcome, how
many prisoners released early by this Government are
being housed in hotels?

Sir Nicholas Dakin: Fewer than 20.

Education and Training for Prisoners

18. Lincoln Jopp (Spelthorne) (Con): What assessment
she has made of the effectiveness of education and
training provided to prisoners. [901070]

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Justice
(Sir Nicholas Dakin): We have reduced overcrowding to
ensure that prisons have the capacity to focus on education
and training. For example, HMP Highpoint’s state-of-
the-art rail centre of excellence gives prisoners industry-
standard training and guaranteed employment on release.

Lincoln Jopp: A couple of weeks ago, I visited the
Bronzefield category A women’s prison in my Spelthorne
constituency. I saw that prisoners doing work were
rewarded with small amounts of money, but the weighting
of their pay preferred people who take part in numeracy
and literacy over skills, such as working in the bicycle
repair shop or the hair salon. Is that a national approach,
or is it something the governor has done pragmatically
to fit his personal circumstances?

Sir Nicholas Dakin: It sounds like an interesting
approach. I would be grateful if the hon. Gentleman
wrote to me so that I can look into it and write back to
him. It is certainly the sort of thing we need to be
looking at.

Jake Richards (Rother Valley) (Lab): I join the right
hon. Member for Basildon and Billericay (Mr Holden)
in calling for the Government to consider the children
of prisoners. I met the children’s Minister, my hon.
Friend the Member for Lewisham East (Janet Daby),
just last week, and I know it is very much on her radar.
However, this is an urgent issue. This week, I have been
told about a child who had been living alone for months
because the authorities simply did not know that their
parent was in prison—

Mr Speaker: Order. That is not relevant to the question.
Minister, would you like to respond? No. In which case,
we will leave it there.

Foreign National Offenders

19. Wendy Morton (Aldridge-Brownhills) (Con): What
steps she is taking through the criminal justice system to
facilitate the removal of foreign national offenders from
the UK. [901071]

21. Sir Edward Leigh (Gainsborough) (Con): How
many foreign national offenders were removed from the
UK through a prison transfer agreement in each year
since 2010. [901073]

The Lord Chancellor and Secretary of State for Justice
(Shabana Mahmood): I share the public’s view that there
are far too many foreign national offenders in our
prisons. Since coming into office, we have returned
more than 1,500 foreign offenders and, I am pleased to
say, we are on track to remove more foreign offenders
this year than at any time in recent years.

Wendy Morton: Some 12% of the prison population
in England and Wales are foreign national offenders, so
what specific action is the Justice Secretary taking to
remove FNOs from our prisons and return them to
their countries, including through the use of the prisoner
transfer agreements that were put in place by the previous
Government?

Shabana Mahmood: As I say, we are on track to
remove more foreign offenders this year than in previous
years. In fact, over the period when the shadow Justice
Secretary was the Immigration Minister in the previous
Government, the number returned was around 1,300.
We have already returned more than 1,500 foreign offenders,
utilising all the prisoner transfer agreements at our
disposal. We are actively trying to negotiate more such
agreements, so that we can continue to speed up removals
from this country.

Sir Edward Leigh: The previous Government negotiated
a scheme by which we can deport Albanian prisoners
back to Albania. It is an excellent scheme; Albania is a
completely safe country, of course. Given that those
crossing the channel are committing an illegal offence,
is there anything legally to stop us arresting them and
putting them on a flight straight to Albania? We do not
even need to lock them up in Albania; they can just
start their journey all over again—what a good deterrent.

Shabana Mahmood: As the right hon. Gentleman
well knows, we have legal obligations to those who
arrive in this country that have to play out. However,
PTAs relate to those who have committed an offence,
have been convicted and are being held in the prison
estate. They can therefore be removed from this country
under a prisoner transfer agreement. We are working
with the Albanians to ensure that the PTA with Albania
is as effective as possible.

Shaun Davies (Telford) (Lab): Will my right hon.
Friend consider a stand-alone deportation order as part
of the sentencing review, so that rather than taxpayers
having to pay to imprison foreign offenders for years on
end, those offenders are deported back to their country
of origin?

Shabana Mahmood: Personally, I am of the view that
deportation for somebody who has been convicted and
is due to be imprisoned in our country is as good a
punishment as serving time in a prison in this country.
We are looking actively at what more we can do to make
the early removal scheme as effective as possible, including
potential options to bring forward the point of early
removal from this country. I will be working with colleagues
in the Home Office as we develop our plans in this area.

Topical Questions

Mr Richard Holden (Basildon and Billericay) (Con):
One of my constituents—
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Mr Speaker: Order. This is the first topical question.

T1. [901078] Mr Holden: If she will make a statement
on her departmental responsibilities.

The Lord Chancellor and Secretary of State for Justice
(Shabana Mahmood): I think Members from all parties
need a reminder about the form in this House for oral
questions, Mr Speaker.

Since the last Justice questions, I have launched an
independent review of sentencing. It will ensure that
there is always space for dangerous offenders in our
prisons and that we expand the use of punishment
outside prisons, so that no Government are ever forced
to release prisoners early again. The Government have
also introduced their first Budget and we have seen an
additional £850 million of funding for the Ministry of
Justice.

I note the arrival of the new shadow Justice Secretary,
the right hon. Member for Newark (Robert Jenrick).
While rumour has it that this job was not his first choice
and he may have been asked to do it on more than one
occasion by his new boss, I warmly welcome him to his
new position.

Mr Holden: One of my constituents has been attending
court to resolve a matter around divorce and periodical
payments since 2015. Although she has achieved positive
results at all the court hearings, with many court orders,
sadly there have always been errors and incompetence
in the system. Will the Minister meet me to discuss these
matters so that I can get a final resolution, after almost
a decade, for my constituent?

Shabana Mahmood: I am shocked to hear about the
extent of the delay in the case of the right hon. Gentleman’s
constituent. He is welcome to write to me with the
specific details and I will ensure he gets a meeting with
the relevant Minister.

T3. [901081] Jack Abbott (Ipswich) (Lab/Co-op): Earlier
this year, it was reported that over 1,000 cases at Ipswich
Crown court are outstanding. At the last count, each
case was taking an average of 249 days to be dealt with,
with 144 cases unresolved for two years or more. What
can the Minister do to reassure my constituents, as we
look to clear the terrible backlog left by the previous
Government?

The Minister of State, Ministry of Justice (Heidi
Alexander): The Government have made it clear that we
are fully committed to bearing down on the Crown
court caseload. To relieve pressure on Ipswich Crown
court in particular, the south-east region has begun
sending appropriate cases to Cambridge Crown court
for hearing. Nationally, we have increased the number
of Crown court sitting days to 106,500, which is 500
more than agreed by the previous Lord Chancellor.

Mr Speaker: I call the shadow Secretary of State.

Robert Jenrick (Newark) (Con): Police firearms officer
Sergeant Blake was a hero and we all want to see
individuals like him, who put themselves in the line of
fire, respected. What work is the Lord Chancellor doing,
alongside the Home Secretary, to review the threshold

for prosecution for individuals such as Sergeant Blake,
so that they never find themselves in the invidious
position that he did?

Shabana Mahmood: I thank the shadow Secretary of
State for his question. He will be aware that charging
decisions are a matter for the independent Crown
Prosecution Service. What the Home Secretary has
announced, and what I have been working with her on,
is the introduction of a presumption of anonymity for
all firearms officers if they find themselves being charged
by the CPS. We believe that such a measure could have
made a difference in this case. The Home Secretary has
also announced measures that resulted from the police
accountability review work undertaken by the previous
Government, and we are taking those forward.

Robert Jenrick: I thank the Lord Chancellor for her
answer. Jonathan Hall KC, the reviewer of terrorist
laws, has said that the authorities should put as much
information as they can in the public domain to maintain
public trust in terrorist cases, which have the highest
public interest. In the void, misinformation takes hold
and that diminishes public trust. While of course respecting
the judicial process and not commenting on the individual
facts of the case, can the Secretary of State explain the
reported two-week delay between the CPS making a
charging decision with respect to the alleged Southport
attacker and it being announced to the general public?

Shabana Mahmood: As the right hon. Member is now
the shadow Lord Chancellor, may I remind him that we
do not comment on cases that are sub judice? That
includes commentary that everyone is aware relates to
cases currently going through our legal processes. What
I will say is that those are independent decisions for the
Crown Prosecution Service, which ultimately decides
what charges to bring. In live police investigations into
complex cases, it is appropriate that those investigations,
the charging decisions and, ultimately, the cases are
done by the independent parts of the process and that
there is no interference from Government.

Mr Speaker: May I also say that we will be returning
to this matter straight after the case, as Members right
around the House, including me, have great concerns? I
assure the House that we will come back to this subject,
but, in the meantime, the trial must go ahead.

T4. [901082] Gareth Snell (Stoke-on-Trent Central) (Lab/
Co-op): In Stoke-on-Trent, survivors of rape and sexual
assault are supported by the local charity, Savana,
which is dependent on rape and sexual abuse funding
and funding that it receives from the police and crime
commissioner to provide its counselling and independent
sexual violence advocate service. Will the Minister help
it with its budget setting by confirming today when it
will receive its settlement figures, and give an indication
as to whether those figures will be similar to last year’s
allocations? May I also invite her to come to Stoke-on-Trent
to see the amazing work that it does?

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Justice
(Alex Davies-Jones): I thank my hon. Friend for highlighting
the brilliant work of Savana. The charity does tremendous
work in supporting victims and survivors of these abhorrent
crimes. This financial year, the Government are providing
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£41 million of ringfenced funding for ISVAs and
independent domestic violence advisers. Now that the
departmental budgets for 2025-26 have been announced,
the internal departmental allocations process is taking
place. I have written to police and crime commissioners
to assure them that they will be told of the settlement by
the beginning of December, and I would love to visit
Savana in Stoke-on-Trent.

Mr Speaker: I call the Liberal Democrat spokesperson.

Josh Babarinde (Eastbourne) (LD): An estimated
80,000 disabled young people are unable to benefit from
their child trust fund savings, because their families are
being thwarted by a complex legal process before they
can access them. The previous Government let these
families down by tolerating that, so this Government
need to act. Will the Minister commit to simplifying
this agonising process to ensure that these disabled
young people get the cash that they deserve?

Heidi Alexander: This Government recognise the
difficulties that parents and guardians of young people
who lack mental capacity can face in accessing their
child trust fund. I recently met the hon. Member’s
colleague, the hon. Member for Horsham (John Milne),
and his constituent about this issue. The Government
will consider what can be done in a way that safeguards
those who lack capacity.

T6. [901085] James Naish (Rushcliffe) (Lab): Several
constituents have contacted me about the sentences
being handed down to climate protesters, with some
seeing these sentences as too long given the pressure on
our prison system. Will my hon. Friend confirm whether
there are any plans to look afresh at sentencing for these
types of offences in the context of crowded prisons?

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Justice
(Sir Nicholas Dakin): The right to protest is an important
part of our democracy, but it has to be exercised within
the law. Sentencing in individual cases is, of course, a
matter for independent courts.

T2. [901079] Mr Gregory Campbell (East Londonderry)
(DUP): In the past week alone, there have been four
reported sexual assaults or attempted sexual assaults
against women in Londonderry. I know that justice is a
devolved matter, but on average 140 women have been
killed every year during the past 15 years. It is an issue
that we cannot ignore. Will the Minister consider asking
her counterparts in the devolved regions to bring a
determined focus and unity of purpose to tackling
violence against women and girls, to ensure that they all
feel safe, no matter where they live in the country?

Alex Davies-Jones: I thank the hon. Gentleman for
that very important question. He is right: all parts of
this country—all our nations—are experiencing an epidemic
of violence against women and girls. We have already
spoken about the 16 days of action, which will highlight
what we can all do to stand against this abhorrent
crime. I am working with my counterparts across all the
devolved nations on how we tackle violence against
women and girls. I will bring forward more information
in due course.

T7. [901086] Andrew Cooper (Mid Cheshire) (Lab): As
has been said today, justice delayed is justice denied. I
am sure that the Minister will agree that victims of
domestic violence are being forced to wait years for
their cases to be heard in court. A constituent of mine
has told me that the delays in her case have left her
feeling trapped, scared and let down by the criminal
justice system, while, she feels, her abuser is free to move
on with his life. What steps can my hon. Friend take to
expedite domestic violence cases, so that victims are not
left waiting for years?

Alex Davies-Jones: The Government inherited a record
and rising court backlog, which has seen far too many
victims and survivors waiting too long for justice. Decisions
on case listing are a matter for the independent judiciary,
who, when possible, look to prioritise cases involving
vulnerable victims and witnesses. We are committed to
bearing down on the caseload to speed up the delivery
of justice for all victims.

T5. [901083] Wendy Morton (Aldridge-Brownhills) (Con):
Over the years, I have met a number of constituents
who have endured the pain of a loved one being killed
or seriously injured in a road traffic collision. Last
week, I met representatives of RoadPeace West Midlands
again. Ahead of the world day of remembrance for
road traffic victims on Sunday 17 November, will the
Justice Secretary commit to personally look at the “Remain
and Report”campaign and to bring forward the promised
consultation?

Shabana Mahmood: I have been lobbied by the same
group in the west midlands. I will certainly look at the
representations that have been made.

Mr James Frith (Bury North) (Lab): Thomas White
was sentenced to three years for theft of a mobile phone
in 2012. He remains in a category A prison 12 years
later, having received an imprisonment for public protection
sentence. Two medical reports this year have confirmed
his deteriorating mental health. He recently attempted
to set himself on fire and has since stopped taking his
medication. Will the Secretary of State meet me and his
sister, Clara White, to discuss his case?

Shabana Mahmood: I am very sorry to hear about the
circumstances facing my hon. Friend’s constituent’s sibling
in prison. We are determined to make more progress
with IPP prisoners, but never in a way that compromises
public protection. If my hon. Friend writes to the
Department with the specifics of the case, I will ensure
that he receives a response.

Mr Peter Bedford (Mid Leicestershire) (Con): A lady
from Northampton was recently given a 31-month sentence
for a tweet, whereas an individual who incited physical
violence on the streets of Birmingham as part of a
pro-Palestinian protest received a far lesser sentence.
Does the Secretary of State agree that such inconsistencies
create the perception, at least, that we have a two-tier
justice system?

ShabanaMahmood:It is incumbentonMemberstoensure
that such a perception does not take hold and not to
inappropriately compare sentences handed out in different
types of cases. As the hon. Gentleman well knows and
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every Member of this House should know, sentences in
individual cases are a matter for the independent judges
who hear those cases; the trials unfold in front of them.

Jayne Kirkham (Truro and Falmouth) (Lab/Co-op): I
welcome the commitment in the Budget to our courts
after 14 years of neglect. Truro Crown court is facing a
temporary cut to Crown court sitting days until the end
of the year. I have previously asked about delayed rape
and sexual offences cases at Truro Crown court. Can
measures be considered to assist?

Heidi Alexander: As my hon. Friend will know, we
are doing everything we can to bear down on the Crown
court caseload, including extending magistrates’ sentencing
powers. The Budget also confirmed 106,500 sitting days
for this year.

Sarah Olney (Richmond Park) (LD): Earlier this
year, I spoke with the now Minister for safeguarding
and violence against women and girls, the hon. Member
for Birmingham Yardley (Jess Phillips), about my campaign
to make court transcripts free. She was supportive, but
was not sure that Labour could commit to spending the
£2.2 million that it would cost. The Justice Committee
has urged the courts to consider whether artificial
intelligence-powered transcription could reduce the cost
of producing court transcripts. Will the Minister commit
to carrying out the Committee’s recommendations before
the end of this parliamentary Session?

Heidi Alexander: I understand why the hon. Lady
raises that issue, but transcripts must be 100% accurate.
They are legal documents, so “good enough” simply
does not cut it. I will review what technology is available,
and I am happy to keep her updated.

Ben Goldsborough (South Norfolk) (Lab): A report
from May 2022 showed that only nine of the 32 prison
education institutions inspected were judged “good” or
“outstanding” by Ofsted; additionally, less than 40% of
prisoners took courses up to GCSE level. Does my hon.
Friend agree that if we are to tackle rehabilitation, we
must improve prison education across the estate?

Sir Nicholas Dakin: My hon. Friend is right: the
quality of prison education must continually improve if
we are to achieve the best possible rehabilitation outcomes.

Sir John Hayes (South Holland and The Deepings)
(Con): Will the Secretary of State make available—perhaps
through a note in the Library—the number and type of
foreign national offenders who, aided by deluded interest
groups and dodgy lawyers, are resisting deportation by
means of appeal, either to domestic courts or to
European—foreign—judges?

ShabanaMahmood:Icanassuretherighthon.Gentleman
that all the data that was published under the previous
Government will continue to be published by ours.

Noah Law (St Austell and Newquay) (Lab): As my
hon. Friend the Member for Sheffield Central (Abtisam
Mohamed) pointed out, legal aid is currently restricted
to those on the lowest incomes. I have received
correspondence from a constituent who, despite being a
domestic abuse survivor, cannot access legal aid because
her income is above the threshold. Will the Minister
consider widening legal aid eligibility to all victims of
domestic violence?

Heidi Alexander: Some cases are eligible for legal aid
under exceptional case funding. If my hon. Friend
writes to me with the details of the case, I will come
back to him with any advice that I can offer.

Alison Bennett (Mid Sussex) (LD): As Ministers are
doubtless aware, domestic abuse includes financial abuse
and coercive control. I have a constituent whose ex-partner
is using the family courts to perpetrate his controlling
and abusive behaviour against her. What can be done to
prevent the legal system from being used as a vehicle for
extending domestic abuse by former partners?

Alex Davies-Jones: The hon. Lady is right: sadly,
family courts are far too often used to re-traumatise
victims of domestic abuse. The Government are alive to
that fact, and we are rolling out our pathfinder pilot to
focus on a more child-centred approach. I am meeting
Surviving Economic Abuse this afternoon—we have a
great relationship with that organisation—to see how
best we can do more and support victims.

Mr Mark Sewards (Leeds South West and Morley)
(Lab): I wonder if Ministers are as astounded as I am
that Conservative Members are still attacking us, as the
shadow Justice Secretary did at the start of this question
time, for clearing up their mess in the criminal justice
system. Will the Government commit to increasing
capacity in our prison system, so that we can deal with
the crisis that the Conservatives ran away from?

Shabana Mahmood: The shadow Secretary of State
has not necessarily been in position long enough to have
acquainted himself with all aspects of his Government’s
performance in this area. We will spend more this year
on building the prison places that the last Government
failed to deliver, and we have launched our landmark
sentencing review to ensure that we never again have to
make emergency releases.

James Wild (North West Norfolk) (Con): HMP Garth
has been likened to an airport because of the number of
drones that illegally fly drugs into that prison. What
urgent action is the Lord Chancellor taking to end that
unacceptable situation?

Shabana Mahmood: Drugs getting into prison is a
huge issue, and I am very aware of the issues at Garth.
The Minister with responsibility for prisons will meet
the governors and think about how to deal with those
problems in the medium and long term.

Andy Slaughter (Hammersmith and Chiswick) (Lab):
There was welcome news for the Ministry of Justice in
the Budget last week, but I did not hear any mention of
legal aid funding. When will the criminal legal aid
advisory board recommendations and the civil legal aid
review be published, and when can we expect to see
some reversal of the catastrophic cuts made to legal aid
and advice since 2010?

Heidi Alexander: We will publish our response to the
“Crime Lower” consultation in a matter of weeks. I
anticipate being able to publish the CLAAB report at
that stage, and some of the documents relating to the
review of civil legal aid before the end of this year.

163 1645 NOVEMBER 2024Oral Answers Oral Answers



Flight Cancellations

12.34 pm

Jim Shannon (Strangford) (DUP) (Urgent Question):
To ask the Secretary of State for Transport if she will
make a statement on the ongoing connectivity issues
caused by belatedly announced cancellations of flights,
such as those between Belfast and London.

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Transport
(Mike Kane): I thank the hon. Gentleman for
an opportunity to talk about these important issues. It
is unusual that we are doing so in an urgent question,
not in an Adjournment debate, which is the debate in
which he normally intervenes.

Mr Speaker: I have gone soft.

Mike Kane: I know that the issue of connectivity
across the UK is of great interest to the hon. Gentleman
and many of his constituents, as connectivity strengthens
the bond between our communities. Cancellations affect
passengers and businesses, who rely on punctual services
and connections, and have an impact on confidence. It
is the responsibility of airlines and airports to work
together to minimise delays and cancellations. Connectivity
across our country is vital; the Government jointly fund
three public service obligation routes to London, including
from Derry/Londonderry.

However, the UK aviation market operates
predominantly in the private sector, and it is for airports
to invest in their infrastructure and for airlines to determine
the routes that they operate. I recognise the importance
of Belfast City and Belfast International airports for
local communities and businesses. The Department for
Transport is actively engaging with regional airports,
including those in Northern Ireland, to understand how
the Government can support and unlock opportunities
for growth.

Jim Shannon: I thank the Minister for that answer.
Northern Ireland is an integral part of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. We
would not have a United Kingdom without her, and
Members in this Chamber would be a lot poorer for the
lack of Northern Ireland. We are thankful to be a part
of these British isles, and have fought hard to remain so.
However, being a part constitutionally and being a part
practically are very different things, and the fact is that
people need to take a plane or a boat to come across to
the mainland. Three million passengers travelled on
scheduled domestic flights in the UK between July and
September 2021, and the third and fourth most popular
routes were between Belfast and London. We have
a huge share of domestic routes, and the reason is clear:
people in these parts of the United Kingdom have such
strong links, and such a strong need to go between them.

Yesterday, a cancellation text was sent to passengers
booked on a flight from Belfast City airport to London
City airport. The passengers on that flight were not
simply frustrated businessmen and women; they included
a disabled person who had arranged special assistance,
a person on their way to a health appointment in London,
and a family getting a connecting flight to their holiday
destination. We understand that bad weather can affect
flight patterns, and sometimes these things are unavoidable,

but my understanding is that yesterday’s flight was
cancelled back in September. It is the flight that never
was. They took our money, took our boarding passes
and let us through security, but the plane was not there.
It is quite unbelievable.

The person going to the London hospital was booked
on a flight seven hours later, completely missing their
appointment. For the business people, their day was
gone. The holidaymakers’ connection had flown. Those
attending Great Ormond Street children’s hospital or
other hospitals missed appointments, as did businessmen
and businesswomen—the whole thing was unbelievable.
There were no announcements in Belfast City airport,
although we were all waiting for the flight that never
was—100 people from across Northern Ireland.

I could understand if this were an anomaly, but it is
fast becoming a norm—one that will affect business
investment and tourism in Northern Ireland. Procedures
need to be urgently reviewed. There is to be additional
air passenger duty; I hope that some of the additional
money raised from people travelling within the UK can
be used to ensure that airlines live up to their responsibilities
and maintain connectivity as a priority. Thank you for
granting this urgent question, Mr Speaker, and I thank
the Minister as well.

Mr Speaker: The limit is normally two minutes. I
know you are making up for that flight yesterday, and
of course the House missed you—that is why you got
the UQ.

Mike Kane: Business and tourism are vital for growth,
as the hon. Gentleman said. We did have some connectivity
problems and cancellations due to Storm Ashley recently,
and I am sorry to hear about his constituents missing
appointments, particularly his disabled constituents. The
Secretary of State will lead work in this space, because
accessibility on flights is vital. Belfast is still served
by 22 to 35 flights a day, and I suggest that the hon.
Gentleman takes the issue up with airlines and the
airport.

Mr Speaker: I call the Chair of the Select Committee.

Ruth Cadbury (Brentford and Isleworth) (Lab): Last
month, 18 flights between Belfast City and Heathrow
were cancelled, and I can only imagine how difficult
that must be for Members from Northern Ireland and
their constituents. The previous Transport Committee,
in its aviation reform inquiry, recommended that the
Government revise the public service obligation routes
and the subsidies to improve domestic air connectivity.
Does the Minister agree that that is important to connecting
Northern Ireland with the rest of the UK, and will he
bring forward work on that?

Mike Kane: I thank the Chair of the Transport
Committee for the excellent work that she does in this
field. Cancellations are bad for business, tourism and
passengers. The public service obligation arrangements
come up for renewal regularly, and I think that flight
prices, connectivity and cancellations should be looked
at in the round when we come to renew them.

Gareth Bacon (Orpington) (Con): Flight cancellations
are a significant issue that we took seriously in government,
and worked across the sector to tackle. I am proud that
in government we published the aviation passenger
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charter, which included clearer advice on how passengers
can resolve issues to do with cancelled and delayed
flights, as well as missing baggage and the rights of
disabled passengers. In 2023, we halved air passenger
duty for domestic flights. We also made a commitment
to strengthen the powers of the Civil Aviation Authority.
Does the Minister intend to take that forward? When in
government, we also published “Flight path to the
future”, which included a substantial framework for
increasing the efficiency of the aviation system and
supporting passengers as we move further towards the
goal of sustainable aviation. What further steps will the
Minister take to ensure that the measures that we set
out to improve the aviation sector and the passenger
experience are taken forward?

Frankly, this Government have failed the public so
far. Last week’s Budget was, in large part, an attack on
workers, businesses, farmers and the aviation sector.
The Government’s decision to increase air passenger
duty has led to a worried response from the passenger
aviation sector, and Ryanair has already announced its
intention of cutting flights to and from UK airports by
10%. The Government have so far shown themselves to
be deeply uninterested in the consequences of their
actions for workers, farmers and now air passengers.
More in hope than expectation, I ask the Minister: what
steps will the Government take to improve the relationship
with the passenger aviation sector and ensure that passengers
are well served?

Mike Kane: I say with all candour to the hon. Gentleman
that I remember that during covid—I shadowed this
brief at the time—there was no specific package for
airlines, airports or airport handlers. That meant that
we came out of covid in a much worse position than we
would have if the Government had implemented their
own Treasury’s proposals. We will take no lectures about
our support for aviation. On his question about rights
for passengers, we will look at strengthening those going
forward. APD went up by less than inflation—it had
not been increased in a number of years—but I refer him
to the Treasury for more detailed answers on tax matters.

Colum Eastwood (Foyle) (SDLP): I think we have
finally figured out why the shadow Secretary of State
for Northern Ireland has not yet been able to make it to
Northern Ireland.

I thank the Government and the Northern Ireland
Executive for their recent commitment to the City of Derry
airport. The public service obligation on the Heathrow
route is very important for connectivity to the north-west
of Ireland. When the Minister reviews the PSO for the
next tranche of funding we hope to get, will he do some
work with the airlines to bring fares down? They are out
of reach for many people in the area.

Mike Kane: I thank the hon. Gentleman for all he
does in this space. I join him in encouraging the shadow
Secretary of State to go to Northern Ireland, which is a
fine country. The hon. Gentleman knows that I visit
regularly, coming through Belfast and Derry/Londonderry.
It is a great place to live, visit, work and do business. On
the specific points about prices, I think there are 19 flights
or more a week in summer from Derry/Londonderry,
which is well connected. I suggest that the hon. Member
gets involved with the airlines and the airport owners
but, yes, we can look at that when we come up to review
the public sector obligation.

Mr Speaker: I call the Liberal Democrat spokesperson.

Christine Jardine (Edinburgh West) (LD): Thank you
very much, Mr Speaker. I can sympathise with the hon.
Member for Strangford (Jim Shannon), and I thank
him for tabling the urgent question, because we consistently
have the same problem at Edinburgh and other Scottish
airports, with a lack of connectivity and the disruption
that that causes. I understand that the weather was a
key reason for the delays this weekend, but another was
delays at air traffic control, which is under pressure
because of staff shortages and rising traffic. Eurocontrol,
the main organisation supporting European airspace,
has warned that to keep passengers safe and stop disruption
better co-ordination is required between aircraft operators,
airports and others across the continent.

Will the Minister tell me what conversations the
Secretary of State has had with European partners on
building resilience in air traffic control? Do the Government
have confidence in the robustness of air traffic control
in the UK to serve our connectivity properly?

Mike Kane: Officials engage regularly with their
counterparts across Europe and the European Union. The
Government have committed to airspace modernisation,
which will improve resilience. I look forward to support
from Liberal Democrat Members in the near future as
we progress towards modernising airspace right across
our great nation and nations.

Dr Scott Arthur (Edinburgh South West) (Lab): I
thank the Minister for his response and for reiterating
the importance of getting regional air connections right,
as that can help to underpin economic growth. I hope
he agrees that we should not allow ourselves to be
distracted. Does he agree that large parts of our country
could be better served by better regional rail connections,
which would hopefully reduce some of the congestion
at our airports?

Mike Kane: Public transport penetration within an
hour of an airport is vital and is a key performance
indicator for how airports can grow and serve people
better. Better rail, better bus, better road links and
better active travel to our airports are critical for this
industry.

Harriet Cross (Gordon and Buchan) (Con): Aberdeen
airport is another that struggles with cancelled flights.
Over 4% of flights were cancelled last year, which
makes it one of the airports with the highest cancellation
rates in the country. Does the Minister agree that we
must make sure that all our regions in the UK, including
Scotland, have a reliable connection, especially to London,
for things such as business travel? Linking our rural
communities to urban centres is really important, so
what can his Government do to make sure that those
things improve?

Mike Kane: I thank the hon. Member for standing up
for her local airport in Aberdeen. As someone who
recently caught a connecting flight in Manchester from
Newquay, going on to Aberdeen, I can say that Loganair
provided an excellent service. It was a great honour to
visit Aberdeen airport recently to see its helicopter base
for North sea oil and its importance to the transition
that we will begin with our clean energy mission. I
suggest that the hon. Member takes that up with Andy,
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[Mike Kane]

the chief executive there, and perhaps the new director
of corporate affairs, Gavin Newlands, the former MP
for Paisley.

Liz Saville Roberts (Dwyfor Meirionnydd) (PC): There
are no public flights from north Wales to London, so we
depend on trains. Travellers on Avanti West Coast’s
north Wales service endure chronic overcrowding, reduced
direct services to London since covid, rolling stock
breakdowns and on-the-day cancellations three to four
times higher than the rest of the Avanti network. That
franchise runs to 2026. What are the Government doing
to make sure that Avanti offers the people of north
Wales and their economy a decent—

Mr Speaker: Order. Come on, that is not even linked
to flights. It is about trains. [Interruption.] No, let us
not kid each other—there is no point wasting time. Let’s
have someone else who will ask the right question. I call
Wendy Morton.

Wendy Morton (Aldridge-Brownhills) (Con): As the
hon. Member for Strangford (Jim Shannon) highlighted,
reliable regional connectivity matters. When the Minister
is looking at public service obligation routes, will he
consider also looking at the transparency of the data
coming out of those routes, at reliability, and at penalties
for failure? It cannot be right that somebody gets the
additional stress of a cancelled flight when they are
trying to get to a hospital appointment.

Mike Kane: People should not be missing hospital
appointments because of cancelled planes in the aviation
sector. Yes, I agree with the right hon. Member: it is a
considered question, and when contracts come up for
renewal we must consider them in the round to see how
best they can serve the needs of the travelling public.

Sammy Wilson (East Antrim) (DUP): Thank you for
granting this urgent question, Mr Speaker, which as has
been outlined is important to many of our constituents.
When we sit in the airport lounge and talk to people
who have had flights delayed, we see their frustration. I
suspect, however, that you wish you had cancelled this
urgent question—my hon. Friend the Member for
Strangford (Jim Shannon) delayed landing it and took
so long that I saw you getting increasingly uneasy as
you were listening to him.

Increasingly we are finding flights delayed by one
company in particular—British Airways—which has a
monopoly on these flights. There is an economic lesson
to be learned, which is that monopolies are abused. One
has only to look at the price charged on some occasions,
when someone could fly to Australia cheaper than they
can fly to London with British Airways. Sometimes BA
gives technical reasons or weather reasons for delaying
a flight, but often it is because planes are not full and it
amalgamates flights. Will the Minister commit to
investigating with BA why the Belfast route is—

Mr Speaker: Order. I think you are Jim Shannon in
disguise. Come on, Minister.

Mike Kane: We were struggling to get the question
landed; we have been taxiing for a bit, and now we are
ready for take-off.

I do not want to pick on particular airlines, but I am
discussing regional connectivity in the UK with airline
CEOs, which I think is vital—that is the point the right
hon. Member makes. I point out gently that Belfast
International is a great airport to fly through, and it is
well served, not just by a single operator. It has multiple
operators serving multiple airports, particularly in the
south-east.

Dr Luke Evans (Hinckley and Bosworth) (Con): In
his earlier answer the Minister spoke about growth and
connectivity being important. How does the £2 increase—
the holiday tax being added to airport duty—make a
difference, especially when Ryanair has announced that
it is going to cut 5 million seats? That will have a
dramatic impact on anyone wanting to travel within the
UK and across Europe. What impact assessment will
the Government carry out to ensure connectivity?

Mike Kane: I remind the hon. Member that as a tax,
air passenger duty is a matter for His Majesty’s Treasury.
In the Budget we announced APD rates from 2026 to
2027, to account for the previous extraordinarily high
inflation under the Conservative party, and to ensure
that the aviation industry continues to contribute a fair
share to the public finances.

Richard Tice (Boston and Skegness) (Reform): Given
the dissatisfaction we are hearing about connectivity in
Northern Ireland, which is a critical part of the UK, it
seems to me that in the next review of the public service
obligation, the Minister must commit to include Belfast
City airport and a review of the operators. Will he
do so?

Mike Kane: That is a good question, but I would do
that automatically, and I extend that to the other parts
of our great nation where the public service obligation
applies. Let us not forget City of Derry airport, which is
vital for the economy of the north-west in that fantastic
part of our nation.

Mr Gregory Campbell (East Londonderry) (DUP):
Everyone understands that there are cancellations due
to weather and other issues beyond the control of
airlines, but will the Minister meet the likes of BA to
ensure that it understands the need for reliability, and
for information to be given to customers as quickly and
promptly as possible, so that they can take steps to
make alternative arrangements if possible?

Mike Kane: I thank the hon. Member for his question.
I recently met the chief executive of British Airways
and raised regional connectivity.

Alex Easton (North Down) (Ind): Does the Minister
agree that good transport links between the rest of the
United Kingdom and Northern Ireland are vital for
business and tourism, and that delays and cancellations
look extremely bad in the eye of the public? Will he
commit to contacting BA to try to resolve these issues?

Mike Kane: I refer the hon. Member to my previous
answer: I have already raised regional connectivity with
BA and other airlines. Odhran Dunne, chief executive
officer of Visit Derry, has said there is a “fantastic buzz”
around that airport at the moment, and around what is
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happening in the north-west. It is great to see the work
going on with the Northern Ireland Executive in supporting
that airport, which is a driver of the regional economy.

Robin Swann (South Antrim) (UUP): What support
will the Government provide to Northern Ireland airports
to ensure our continued and improved connectivity?
The previous Government promised £2.3 million to
Belfast International airport in my constituency, under
round 2 of the levelling-up fund, which would create
jobs, reduce air and noise pollution, and improve the
passenger experience. Will the Minister provide an update
on that?

Mike Kane: It is great that the Northern Ireland
Executive are up and running. In the devolution settlement
they will be getting more money, and it is a matter for
them how they spend it. On Northern Ireland and
particularly Belfast, only this week easyJet—the biggest
airline operating out of there, providing 3.8 million
seats—has introduced new routes to Prague and Marrakech,
and new aircraft. The future is bright for aviation in the
Province.

Jim Allister (North Antrim) (TUV): What conclusion
does the Minister draw from the fact that dubious
cancellations such as those we saw yesterday are far
more prevalent where there is a commercial monopoly
on the route, such as there is between Belfast City and
London City airports, which was the route affected
yesterday? If he draws the conclusion that connectivity
is not helped by a monopoly, what action do the
Government intend to take to encourage competition
on such routes?

Mike Kane: The hon. and learned Member states that
case, but there is a very open market in connectivity,
with a number of airlines flying from Northern Ireland,
and Belfast in particular, to the south-east and other
UK destinations. I refer him to my previous answer:
when public service obligations come to be reviewed we
will look at the matter in the round. Rest assured that I
am keen on connectivity between our great nations.

BILL PRESENTED

TOBACCO AND VAPES BILL

Presentation and First Reading (Standing Order No. 57)

Secretary Wes Streeting, supported by the Chancellor
of the Exchequer, Secretary Yvette Cooper, Secretary
Shabana Mahmood, Secretary Jonathan Reynolds,
Secretary Hilary Benn, Secretary Ian Murray, Secretary
Bridget Phillipson, Secretary Jo Stevens, Secretary
Steve Reed, and Andrew Gwynne presented a Bill to
make provision about the supply of tobacco, vapes and
other products, including provision prohibiting the sale
of tobacco to people born on or after 1 January 2009
and provision about the licensing of retail sales and the
registration of retailers; to enable product and information
requirements to be imposed in connection with tobacco,
vapes and other products; to control the advertising and
promotion of tobacco, vapes and other products; and
to make provision about smoke-free places, vape-free
places and heated tobacco-free places.

Bill read the First time; to be read a Second time
tomorrow, and to be printed (Bill 121) with explanatory
notes (Bill 121-EN).
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Poly and Perfluorinated Alkyl Substances
(Guidance)

Motion for leave to bring in a Bill (Standing Order
No. 23)

12.57 pm

Munira Wilson (Twickenham) (LD): I beg to move,

That leave be given to bring in a Bill to require the Chief
Inspector of Drinking Water to issue guidance to water companies
on poly and perfluorinated alkyl substances in drinking water;
and for connected purposes.

Decreased fertility, thyroid disease, miscarriage, reduced
sperm quality, cancer. What do all those conditions have
in common? They have all been linked to the pervasive
presence of PFAS—perfluoroalkyl and polyfluoroalkyl
substances, better known as “forever chemicals”. PFAS
are used to make materials heat, water, flame, or stain
resistant. They are found in thousands of everyday
products, from Teflon frying plans to raincoats to our
toiletries. Their bond is one of the strongest in nature,
able to stay intact for decades. In fact, those chemicals
are so long-lasting that scientists have not yet been able
reliably to identify how long it might take to break them
down. Because they are so difficult to break down, once
they get into our environment and our drinking water,
PFAS can easily build up in our bodies. They can enter
our bloodstream, and even be passed on to our children
through breast milk. That has severe implications for
intergenerational health. Studies have found that children
exposed to PFAS build up are at increased risk of lower
birth weight, weaker bones, and immune resistance to
vaccinations.

PFAS chemicals are forever, and they are everywhere.
These chemicals are in the water we drink, the clothes
we wear, the food we eat and even in the rain that falls
from our skies. PFAS affect every single one of us,
young and old. PFAS are all-pervasive, which makes the
scale of the challenge incredibly daunting, but we must
start somewhere, and that is why I am calling for the
Government to start with our drinking water. Despite
all the alarming health risks I have just outlined, there is
currently no statutory regulation of PFAS chemicals in
England and Wales and no legal limit on the amount of
PFAS present in our drinking water. There is only
guidance that water is “wholesome” and a limit of
0.1 micrograms for only 47 out of the thousands of
existing PFAS chemicals. It is fair to say that the presence
of carcinogenic, non-degradable forever chemicals makes
our water far from wholesome, and instead akin to a
chemical cocktail that desperately needs regulation.

I should stress that these chemicals are synthetic, not
natural. Before their manufacture started in the late
1940s, no PFAS were present in our environment. It is
an injustice to future generations that they should have
to suffer the consequences of exposure to these chemicals
before they are even born. People may ask, “Are PFAS a
threat to us here in the UK?” Yes, they are, and I have
only to look at my constituency to see it.

The River Thames is at the beating heart of our
community, where kayakers, paddle boarders and swimmers
enjoy the river every day, yet the busy stretch of the
River Thames in Teddington in my constituency had
the sixth greatest concentration of PFAS in the UK
between 2019 and 2022. It was 11 times above the safe
level set out by the EU, whose standards I will come to
later.

The Thames is a notoriously polluted river, but concerns
about our local water quality increased following proposals
by Thames Water to construct the Teddington direct
river abstraction scheme, which would pump treated
effluent into our precious waterway. It has been promised
that the treated effluent would be the same quality
as the river itself, yet there has been no assurance that
compounds and chemicals such as PFAS would be
filtered out.

When it comes to raw sewage spills, the Marine
Conservation Society notes that there is no legal requirement
for water companies to monitor for PFAS in sewer
overflows. A study conducted by the University of
Portsmouth found that following sewage discharges in
Langstone harbour, the amount of one particular PFAS—
perfluorobutanoic acid, or PFBA—in seaweed was more
than 6,000 times higher than in the surrounding water.

Can we therefore rely on mere guidance to make
water companies take steps to filter out these dangerous
PFAS chemicals from our water? Sadly, I do not think
so. Trust in water companies is at an all-time low,
thanks to eye-watering bills, the billions of litres of
water lost through leaks, sky-high bonuses and illegal
sewage dumping. Against that backdrop, it is no surprise
that people do not trust water companies to safeguard
our water quality. It is my belief that these water companies
will only take steps if we make them do so, with binding
limits set in law.

Existing guidance has failed to restrict the presence
of PFAS. According to the Wildlife and Countryside
Link, not a single English river is in good chemical
health. Analysis by the Royal Society of Chemistry has
revealed that more than a third of watercourses in
England and Wales contain medium or high-risk levels
of PFAS, and just more than a third also contain two
highly toxic PFAS that have been banned internationally.
However, official monitoring data covers only a handful
of PFAS chemicals and not all rivers are tested, so
actual pollution levels could be even worse.

Although I welcome the new Government’s move to
ban PFAS chemicals present in firefighting foams, which
are a significant source of PFAS, further action is
needed. The previous Government sat on their hands
and ignored this emerging health threat, but as we
discover more and more health risks from PFAS chemicals
every day, it is clear that they must be regulated more
tightly as a chemical group, not as and when the threat
is slowly identified. We all deserve access to clean water
that does not put our health at risk.

This is not radical action, as both the EU and US
have taken significant strides to tackle PFAS pollution
in recognition of the multitude of health concerns
linked to the chemicals. The US has introduced a limit
of 4 nanograms per litre for perfluorooctane sulfonic
acid, or PFOS, and perfluorooctanoic acid, or PFOA,
while from January 2026, EU member states will have
to ensure that the sum of all PFAS in drinking water
does not go above a limit of 0.5 micrograms per litre.

Sadly, Brexit has meant that in the three and a half
years since the UK left the EU Registration, Evaluation,
Authorisation and Restriction of Chemicals regulation—the
EU system of regulating chemicals—our response to
the growing threat of PFAS has moved at a snail’s pace
and we have fallen behind. Other than one internationally
banned substance, not a single restriction on a harmful
substance has been adopted since the UK left EU
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REACH in 2021. That is in part due to the UK no
longer having access to the world’s most comprehensive
chemical registration database held by the European
Chemicals Agency; we must now go through duplicate
processes for regulatory decision making.

There is a clear need for European alignment, and I
sincerely hope that the Government will keep their
manifesto promise to see that through. It is also worth
noting that Scotland adheres to EU guidelines, so it will
be English and Welsh citizens who are left without the
protections our neighbours enjoy, which is a bizarre
misalignment. If we do not regulate PFAS as a chemical
group, we risk equally toxic new pollutants replacing
the ones we regulate. We risk becoming a dumping
ground for products with banned PFAS. We risk becoming
the dirty man of Europe.

In 2023, the Health and Safety Executive identified
PFAS chemicals as a risk for consumer exposure and
recommended legislation to limit the presence of these
chemicals in our drinking water. Sadly, the previous
Government did nothing, but my cross-party Bill provides
a golden opportunity for the new Government to act to
stem the untold harm being unleashed on our land,
water and people, and to answer the call of the hundreds
of groups and hundreds of thousands of citizens who
are demanding action. Only last month, 59 of the
world’s leading scientists wrote to the Government urging
them to adopt a more ambitious approach to the regulation
of PFAS by regulating it as a group. Surely it is time to
listen.

Finally, I want to thank the organisations who have
supported me with this Bill and have long championed
the cause well before I became aware of it, including the
Royal Society of Chemistry, UK CHEM Trust, Wildlife
and Countryside Link and the Marine Conservation
Society. They and many others are dedicated to ensuring
that we have a country where we can safely enjoy nature
and preserve people’s health for generations to come.
Ultimately, this is not only about us, but about our
children and our children’s children. There is no better
legacy we can pass on to them than to safeguard their
health as best we can. This Bill would be a significant
step towards achieving that.

Question put and agreed to.

Ordered,

That Munira Wilson, Tim Farron, Alex Sobel, James
MacCleary, Alberto Costa, Edward Morello, Ellie Chowns,
Sarah Olney, Ruth Cadbury, David Chadwick, Cameron
Thomas and Mr Joshua Reynolds present the Bill.

Munira Wilson accordingly presented the Bill.

Bill read the First time; to be read a Second time on
Friday 24 January 2025, and to be printed (Bill 120).

Ways and Means

Budget Resolutions

INCOME TAX (CHARGE)

Debate resumed (Order, 4 November).

Question again proposed,

That income tax is charged for the tax year 2025-26.

And it is declared that it is expedient in the public interest that
this Resolution should have statutory effect under the provisions
of the Provisional Collection of Taxes Act 1968.

1.8 pm

The Secretary of State for Health and Social Care
(Wes Streeting): This Budget is the moment we turn the
page on 14 years of Tory neglect of our NHS, when we
begin to fix the foundations of our public finances and
public services, when we wipe the slate clean after
14 years of stagnant growth and under-investment, and
when we start to rebuild Britain. This Government were
elected to deliver change: from economic chaos to stability,
from crumbling schools and hospitals to first-class public
services, and from short-term sticking plasters to a
decade of national renewal.

On Wednesday, the Chancellor took the tough decisions
to set our country on a better path to a brighter future.
Labour’s manifesto promised to protect the payslips of
working people while asking the wealthy to pay more,
and the Chancellor delivered. We promised economic
stability through new fiscal rules, and the Chancellor
delivered. We promised more teachers in our state schools
paid for by ending tax breaks on private schools, and
the Chancellor delivered. We promised to end the non-dom
tax status to fund 40,000 extra NHS appointments a
week, and the Chancellor delivered.

Our country, our economy and our NHS were crying
out for change, and the Chancellor delivered. She did so
against the backdrop of the most appalling inheritance
faced by any Government since the second world war—and
not just the £22 billion black hole in the public finances.
Let me set out for the House exactly what I was greeted
with in my Department alone when I walked through
the door on 5 July.

The Conservatives had told the country that they
were on track to build 40 new hospitals by 2030. The
former Health Secretary told the House that the funding
had been provided. Putting aside the fact that there
were never actually 40 new hospitals planned, I was
informed in July not only that the programme was years
behind schedule but that the funding was to run out in
March. The only place those hospitals existed was in
Boris Johnson’s imagination.

The Conservatives promised to cap social care costs
by October 2025, just 15 months after the general election,
but there was not a single penny set aside to pay for it;
the cupboard was completely bare. Within weeks of the
general election, councils were warning that it would be
impossible to implement the cap by next October because
the preparations had not been made. Those were fantasy
pledges that the Conservatives never intended on keeping.

James Wild (North West Norfolk) (Con) rose—
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Wes Streeting: I am happy to give way to the hon.
Gentleman to tell us why.

James Wild: On the new hospital programme, the
Government committed in the Budget to move swiftly
to rebuild reinforced autoclaved aerated concrete hospitals.
The Queen Elizabeth hospital in King’s Lynn is keen to
make progress with its plans. Will he meet me and the
trust so that we can unlock the funding and get that
hospital ready by 2030?

Wes Streeting: That is a commitment that we have
made and a commitment that we will keep. I am happy
to ensure that the hon. Member can meet the relevant
Minister and project team as we get under way on
delivering that project.

I did actually go back to check the pledges made by
the Conservative party in its 2024 manifesto just to see
how extensive the work of fiction was, only to find that
the manifesto page on its website now reads “page not
found”. The truth is, had the Conservatives won the
election, it would have been deleted just as quickly.

That was not all I was told when I became Secretary
of State in July. Despite 18 months of strikes in the
NHS, there was no funding put aside to end the junior
doctors’ dispute. What is more, the previous Health
Secretary had not met the resident doctors since March—
the Conservatives had given up even attempting to end
the strikes. People should remember that this winter.
For all the challenges that the NHS will face, this will
be the first winter in three years when NHS staff will be
on the frontline, not the picket line. That is the difference
that a Labour Budget makes.

I was told that GPs would be qualifying this year
with no jobs to go into. The Government found the
funding and we are hiring an extra 1,000 GPs this year.
That is the difference that a Labour Budget makes.

Dr Luke Evans (Hinckley and Bosworth) (Con): On
the Budget, GPs, hospices and care homes have been
found to be either exempt or not exempt from the
national insurance contributions. Will he clarify whether
hospices, care homes and primary care are exempt or
not? That really matters to their costs.

Wes Streeting: I am grateful for that intervention for
two reasons. First, it gives me an opportunity to say to
GPs, hospices and other parts of the health and care
system that will be affected by employers’ national
insurance contribution changes that I am well aware of
the pressures, we have not made allocations for the year
ahead, and I will take those representations seriously.

Secondly, it gives me a chance to ask the hon. Member
and the Opposition: do they support the investment or
not? Are they choosing to invest in the NHS or not? They
are now confronted with the hard reality of opposition.
Just as when we were in opposition we had to set out how
much every single one of our policies would cost and
how those would be funded, they have to do that now. If
they oppose the investment, they have to tell us where
they would make the cuts in the NHS. If they oppose
the investment, they have to tell us where they would
make the cuts in school budgets. Those are the choices
that we have made, and we stand by those choices. The
Opposition will have to set out their choices, too.

I was told that because the Conservatives had run up
huge deficits in NHS finances, I would not be able to
deliver the 40,000 extra appointments a week that we
had promised. In fact, I was told that we would have to
cut 20,000 appointments a week instead. The Chancellor
and I were not prepared to see waiting lists rise further.
She put the funding in, and an extra 40,000 patients will
be treated by the NHS each week. That is the difference
that a Labour Budget makes.

Jim Shannon (Strangford) (DUP): It would be churlish
of anybody in the House not to welcome the £22 billion
that has been allocated to the NHS. Everyone across
this great United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland will benefit from that.

A number of my GP surgeries have contacted me
about their national insurance contributions, which they
see as a catalyst to perhaps not being able to deliver
what they want to do for their patients. I understand
that the Labour party and Government are looking at
that in a consensual way. Can the Secretary of State
please give me the latest position so that I can go back
to my GPs and tell them, “This has been looked at and
there will be something coming”?

Wes Streeting: I am grateful for that intervention. It
is of course for the devolved Administrations to decide
how to use the Barnett consequentials that the generous
uplift in funding provided by the Chancellor will provide.
We make no bones about it: we had to make some
difficult choices in the Budget to plug the £22 billion
black hole that we inherited, to deliver on our promises
and to ensure that we are fixing the foundations of our
economy and our public services. We have asked businesses
and some of the wealthiest to make a contribution. I
say to people right across the House that they cannot
welcome the investment at the same time as opposing
the means to raise it. If they do, they have to explain
how they would find the money.

Mr Toby Perkins (Chesterfield) (Lab): I congratulate
my right hon. Friend on his success in getting this extra
money for our national health service, which is incredibly
needed. He spoke about the extra GPs that he is taking
on. The doctors’ surgery in Staveley in my constituency
has told me that surgeries in the most deprived communities
see patients two or three times a year more than those in
wealthier areas. Will he say something about how we
ensure that the extra GPs we get look in particular at
those more deprived communities that have greater
health inequalities and need more appointments?

Wes Streeting: My hon. Friend is absolutely right
about equity and fairness of access. The Government
are determined to close the gap in healthy life expectancy
and health inequalities that blight our nation. GPs and
primary care are an important part of doing that. Unless
we fix the front door to the NHS in primary care, we
will not solve our NHS crisis. Unless we address the
crisis in social care, we will not fix the NHS crisis. We
will be able to do that only if we do so right across the
country.

Jeremy Corbyn (Islington North) (Ind): I fully understand
the crisis that the Secretary of State inherited. He will
be aware that most hospitals are running at a deficit,
many have substantial debts and many are spending up
to 15% of their income on servicing private finance
initiatives. Is his Department prepared to make some
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kind of intervention to reduce that burden, perhaps by
taking over the PFIs directly in order for our hospitals
to be able to spend more on what they are there for,
which is, of course, patient care?

Wes Streeting: I am grateful for that intervention.
The right hon. Gentleman is absolutely right that we
walked into a position of enormous deficits in the NHS,
and an enormous black hole in the public finances was
left by the last Government. That is why we have had to
make some difficult choices. That is why we have to
learn from the mistakes of the past and not repeat them
in future. We are doing as much as we can as fast as we
can. That is why it was important that the Chancellor
made the bold choices she did in her Budget, so that, as
well as plugging the black hole, we are fixing the foundations.
Thanks to the fiscal rules adopted by the Chancellor, we
will ensure that the Government do not repeat the
waste, the profligacy and the irresponsible spending of
our Conservative predecessors.

Andrew George (St Ives) (LD): Will the Secretary of
State give way?

Wes Streeting: I will make some more progress.

Speaking of the Conservative party, I welcome the right
hon. Member for Melton and Syston (Edward Argar)
to his new position as the shadow Health and Social
Care Secretary—the best job in the Opposition. In the
two and a half years that I did his job, I faced five
Health Secretaries. I am determined to make sure he
faces only one. I had differing relationships with each of
my predecessors. At best, we went hammer and tongs in
this place, thrashing out our disagreements, but we
would also get on the phone and work together in the
national interest, particularly during covid when I had a
particularly constructive working relationship with Sir Sajid
Javid. I hope we can work together in that spirit. If he
has any ideas to fix our broken NHS I am all ears—he
just needs to go to change.nhs.uk, as hundreds of thousands
of people across the country have already done. I must
disappoint him, however: I will not be fired out of a
cannon.

Choosing to serve is not always easy, especially in a
job as thankless as being a member of His Majesty’s
loyal Opposition. Let me applaud the right hon. Gentleman
for stepping up to the plate. Having done his job until
recently, I have some advice: first, it is easy to oppose
for opposition’s sake, but the public will rightly expect
him to have an alternative. The Leader of the Opposition
refused to say at the weekend how Conservative Members
will vote on the Budget. Apparently, whether they support
or oppose £26 billion of investment in our NHS is, to
quote her, “inside baseball”.

If the Conservatives finally decide to oppose the
Chancellor’s measures, they will need to say what they
would do instead. Would they keep our investment in
the NHS? If so, how would they pay for it? Would they
cancel our investment and the extra appointments, send
doctors and nurses back out on strike or cause waiting
lists to soar even higher? The Conservative party has to
choose. At the moment, our only clue about the future
of the party is the Leader of the Opposition’s comments
about charging patients to use the NHS. She gave an
interview to The Times just weeks ago in which, on the
principle that the NHS should be free at the point of
use, she said:
“we need to have a serious cross-party, national conversation.”

I am happy for the Conservative party to start that
conversation any time. As far as I am concerned, it will
be a short debate, and we will win: the answer is no. The
Labour party will never surrender on the principle of
the NHS being a public service, publicly funded and
free at the point of use. It is time that the Leader of the
Opposition made her position clear—although she has
taken to opposition with such vigour, she tends to
oppose things she said herself only days before.

I welcome the Leader of the Opposition’s call for
honesty. The public have lost trust in politics, and we all
have a responsibility to rebuild it. If we are not honest
about the scale of the challenge and its causes, we have
no hope of fixing them. Would it not be a welcome start
to the role if the new shadow Secretary of State admitted
what a mess his party made of our national health service
and said sorry? It is not all the right hon. Gentleman’s
fault; in fact, he and I have something in common.
When he walked into the Department in 2019, he also
inherited waiting lists already at record levels. It is true
that waiting lists soared even further during the pandemic,
but they were already at record levels before, and they
continued to rise afterwards because of the damage that
the Conservative party did to our NHS.

The Darzi investigation was clear about what is to blame:
the top-down reorganisation, the chronic under-investment
and the undoing of the last Labour Government’s
reforms that saw NHS productivity fall off a cliff. Can
the shadow Health and Social Care Secretary do what
his predecessor could not, and accept the doctor’s
diagnosis? Does this new Conservative leadership
finally accept Lord Darzi’s findings? If the right hon.
Gentleman cannot accept the work of an eminent cancer
surgeon who has served both Labour and Conservative
Governments, I wonder if he might agree with this
damning assessment of his party’s record, made by one
of his former colleagues:

“British citizens have the worst rate of life expectancy in
western Europe. We have higher avoidable mortality rates than
our neighbours. Survival rates for breast, cervical, rectal, lung,
stomach and colon cancer are lower in the UK than in comparable
jurisdictions. NHS patients who suffer heart attacks or strokes are
more likely to die than in France, Spain, the Netherlands, Canada,
Italy and New Zealand.

More than seven million people are on waiting lists...Every
month, tens of thousands wait more than 12 hours for treatment
after being admitted to accident and emergency wards. It is then
no surprise that the number of (wealthier) patients opting to pay
to be treated privately is at a record level...so we have a two-tier
health system in this country in which the rich secure the best
care, those in pain wait in agony and those with life-threatening
conditions know their treatment would be better in Marseille or
Madrid than in Manchester or Middlesbrough.”

The author of that quote was Michael Gove. If he can
be honest about the mess the Conservatives made of the
NHS, I hope the right hon. Gentleman can, too.

While the Conservatives work out what they stand
for, we are getting on with cleaning up their mess,
rebuilding our public services and reforming our NHS.
As I said before the election, there is no point pouring
more money into a broken system. Next week I will set
out a package of reforms to make sure that every penny
going into the NHS is well spent and benefits patients.
Unless I am convinced that the money going in will
deliver results, it will not get out the door.
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[Wes Streeting]

Every bit of investment announced by the Chancellor
last week will be linked to reform. The Budget will fund
40,000 extra appointments a week, and the appointments
will be delivered through reformed ways of working.
They are already being used in hospital across the river
from here, where operating theatres are run like Formula 1
pit-stops. We will get hospitals motoring right across
the country using that reformed way of working. We are
investing not just in new scanners but AI-enabled scanners
that diagnose faster and more accurately, increasing
productivity and busting the backlog of 1.5 million
patients waiting for tests and scans.

The investments in the Budget have fired the starting
pistol on the three shifts that our 10-year plan will deliver.
It increased the disabled facilities grant, to help people
stay well, independent and out of hospital, funding an
extra 8,000 adaptations to people’s homes. We are raising
the carer’s allowance, worth an extra £2,300 to family
carers so that they can stay in work while looking after
their loved ones. That is the biggest expansion of carer’s
allowance since the 1970s. We are expanding NHS
talking therapies to treat an extra 380,000 mental health
patients. We are investing in bricks and mortar outside
of hospitals, opening new mental health crisis centres
and upgrading 200 GP surgeries.

Paul Holmes (Hamble Valley) (Con): I congratulate
the Secretary of State on the extra investment that he
has secured for the national health service, in spite of
the Chancellor. Does he agree that primary care needs
to be diversified? Could he outline whether that includes
walk-in centres? If it does, could I have a meeting to
discuss a new walk-in centre at Fareham community
hospital in my constituency?

Wes Streeting: I am not sure whether this is within
the rules of the House—you will tell me if not, Madam
Deputy Speaker—but I will do the hon. Member a deal:
if he votes for the investment, he can have the meeting.

Turning to the second of the big shifts that we need,
from analogue to digital, the Darzi investigation found
that the Conservatives left the NHS 15 years behind the
private sector on technology. This Budget invests £2 billion
to arm the NHS with modern technology so that staff
spend less time pushing paper and more time on the
frontline. In 2024, that the NHS is still using paper records
to store patients’ medical history is absurd and jeopardises
patient safety. The investment in this Budget will provide
every trust with electronic patient records, and upgrade
the NHS app so that patients can access care with a few
taps on their phone. We are backing British scientists
and researchers to develop the treatments of the future,
with record investment in the National Institute for
Health and Care Research, support for life sciences
innovation and strengthening the UK clinical trial network.

We are also shifting from sickness to prevention.
Today, we have announced the biggest public sector
health reform in a generation. We are raising the legal
age at which people can buy tobacco by one year, every
year, protecting children and people from the harmful
effects of second-hand smoke outdoors as well as indoors.
We are cracking down on the marketing and targeting
of vapes at children, so that we can create the first ever
smokefree generation. Unless we act on public health

reform and public service reform, the demands and
costs on the NHS will spiral and the service will become
unsustainable. If we want the health service to survive,
and we do not want to pay ever higher taxes to fund it,
we have to help people stay healthy. Prevention is better
than cure—that is why we are introducing the Bill. I
hope it will continue to command cross-party support.

It is not just smoking; obesity costs the NHS almost
£12 billion a year. That is why we have already introduced
the motion to ban the targeting of junk food ads at kids.
We are strengthening councils’ powers to stop fast-food
shops setting up outside schools. In the Budget the
Chancellor increased the soft drinks industry levy so
that manufacturers continue to reduce their sugar content
while we review the exemption for milk-based drinks.

Madam Deputy Speaker, as you know, it was a
Conservative Chancellor who introduced the sugar tax
and a Conservative Prime Minister who introduced the
first Tobacco and Vapes Bill. Because he is sensible, I
know the shadow Health and Social Care Secretary will
support those measures, but I cannot say the same for
the Leader of the Opposition, so trapped in the prison
of ideological dogma is she, so scared is she of the
Reform dog that is barking over their shoulders. I hope
the shadow Health Secretary will continue to hold the
torch for one nation conservatism, even as its light dims
in his party. If we want to know when the Conservative
party has changed, maybe we will know when they have
learned once again to love George Osborne.

Fixing the foundations of the NHS starts with fixing
its little foundations. Lord Darzi pointed to how the
Conservatives raided capital budgets time and again to
plug the gaps in day-to-day spending. Indeed, that is the
position we found ourselves walking into this year.
Lord Darzi called it a

“combination of austerity and capital starvation”.

The Budget will begin to rebuild our NHS with the
biggest capital investment since Labour was last in
office, including £1 billion to tackle dangerous RAAC—
reinforced autoclaved aerated concrete—and the backlog
of critical maintenance and repairs across the NHS estate,
keeping staff and patients safe and boosting productivity.

In conclusion, we cannot fix 14 years of mismanagement
and neglect in one go, but the Budget marked an historic
turning point for our country. For years the Conservatives
pretended that the problems facing Britain did not
exist, leaving them to grow. This week, the Chancellor
ran head first into those challenges, taking the tough,
difficult decisions on tax, spending and welfare because
the choice was stark: we could stick to the status quo of
14 years of underinvestment that has knee-capped our
economy and crippled our NHS, or we could begin to
fix the foundations, kick-start the economy and rebuild
our health service. The choices the Chancellor made
will give the NHS the investment and reform it desperately
needs to cut waiting times, rebuild crumbling buildings,
arm NHS staff with modern technology, get more out
of the NHS for what we put in, and fix the foundations
and rebuild Britain. That is the change the country
voted for; that is the change this Labour Budget delivers.

1.32 pm

Edward Argar (Melton and Syston) (Con): It is a
pleasure and a privilege to be working once again in
health and social care, although a disappointment to be
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doing it from the Opposition Benches. It is a privilege
because, like the Secretary of State for Health and
Social Care now, I had the privilege in government of
working with the amazing and dedicated people who
work in our NHS and in social care up and down the
country. It is a pleasure to be back. It is a pleasure to be
opposite the Secretary of State, as he now is. I remember
our tussles back in the day, when I was sitting over there
and he was sitting here.

I am sufficiently fond of the right hon. Gentleman to
encourage him not to get himself fired out of a cannon,
as he alluded to. Although I will say one thing for it: it
would not only draw attention to his day job, but
possibly even aid him in his ambitions to secure his
boss’s job in due course. In respect of his comments
about the Leader of the Opposition, my right hon.
Friend the Member for North West Essex (Mrs Badenoch),
I would only say very gently that she should probably
take that as a compliment. When the right hon. Gentleman
attacks someone in that way, it probably means that
they are somewhat frit of her. I think he will see in the
coming weeks and months why that is so.

We have already seen and heard over the previous
days of debate that this is unequivocally a Budget of
broken promises. Despite the pledges made over the
course of the election and the commitments given to the
British people, in reality those words meant nothing to
the Labour party once it secured the keys to No. 10.
Instead, we have seen taxes hiked on working people:
the people who provide food security and food every
day, our farmers, hit hard by the changes that have been
made. We see living standards set to fall and mortgage
rates likely to rise. We see taxes up, we see borrowing up,
we see debt up, and we see that growth will be down on
where it could and should be. Unfortunately, I fear, that
pattern of broken promises also applies to the NHS and
our social care sector.

Mr Perkins: I am grateful to the right hon. Gentleman
for giving way and congratulate him on his new
appointment. He is obviously very critical of the
Government’s attempt to alleviate the appalling financial
legacy that his party bequeathed to the nation. Does he
support the extra investment for the health service, and
is it just the ways of paying for it that he is against? Or is
he actually opposed to it?

Edward Argar: I am very grateful to the hon. Gentleman.
In his allusion to the Labour party’s inheritance, he
missed the fact that the Office for Budget Responsibility
singularly failed to back up the assertions made about
the quantum of challenge the incoming Government
faced.

Time and again, the right hon. Member for Ilford
North (Wes Streeting), both in opposition and now as
Secretary of State, has promised that any more money
for the NHS has to be linked to reform. He has done
that again today. The week before the Budget, he said that

“extra investment in the NHS must be linked to reform”.

In September, the Prime Minister himself said:

“No more money without reform”.

They are right on that. The Opposition support that
condition, because it is only with reform that the NHS
can sustainably continue to look after us for years to come.
Yet I fear that this risks being another broken promise.

I say to him now that where he is bold and provides
genuine reform to benefit patients, he will have our
support. Equally, if he bows to internal pressure and
backs away from the radical reform that is needed, we
will hold him to account.

Joe Powell (Kensington and Bayswater) (Lab): Will
the right hon. Gentleman give way?

Edward Argar: I will make a little progress before
giving way to the hon. Gentleman.

I congratulate the Health Secretary on winning round
1 with the Treasury—I look across the Chamber and see
the Chief Secretary to the Treasury on the Government
Front Bench—in securing extra investment. He has
secured more than £22 billion announced for the NHS,
but without, as yet, any detailed indication of where
that funding will go. I look forward to him returning to
the House to set out the detail—I think he said that
would be next week. What it must do is genuinely
improve outcomes for patients and our NHS, rather
than simply be focused on the headline figure of the
inputs to it. There are, as yet, no clues as to whether it
will be spent on wages, recruiting more staff, medicines
or equipment; no clues as to how it will deliver the
40,000 additional appointments that have been promised;
and no conditions linking the funding, as yet, to productivity
improvements, modernisation or better outcomes for
patients.

What we need to hear next week from the Secretary
of State is an actual plan. As he mentioned, the right
hon. Gentleman became shadow Health Secretary three
years ago. I hope that in that time he has had an
opportunity to think about what he wants to do and
that he will actually set that out to the House next week.

Joe Powell: I welcome the right hon. Gentleman to
his new position. On the theme of broken promises and
capital investment, and in the spirit of a fresh start, I
wonder whether he will extend an apology to my
constituents who were promised a new hospital under
the new hospital programme, which was never funded
in any forward-looking Budget document?

Edward Argar: I am grateful to the hon. Gentleman.
If he pauses for just a moment, I will turn to capital
investment and seek to address his point.

Paul Holmes: Will the shadow Secretary of State give
way on that point?

Edward Argar: I will make a little progress, but then I
will happily give way to my hon. Friend.

Apart from the press releases and the reviews, where
is the action? We need to see where the £22 billion will
be spent. What plans does the Secretary of State have
for additional investment for the NHS this winter? He
knows, as I knew when I was a Minister, that winter in
the NHS is always challenging. I look forward to him
setting out what additional investment he plans.

Wes Streeting: On that point.

Edward Argar: I will give way to my hon. Friend the
Member for Hamble Valley (Paul Holmes) in a second.
Nice try, Secretary of State.
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[Edward Argar]

Is the right hon. Gentleman directing where that
NHS funding goes himself, or will it be for his officials
or NHS England to set the priorities for that, and who
will be held accountable for ensuring that it is prioritised
in the right places?

Paul Holmes: I thank my right hon. Friend for giving
way and congratulate him on his appointment as shadow
Secretary of State. Does he share my concern that,
although the extra investment in the NHS is welcome,
the lack of clarity from a Budget in which growth has
actually been revised down means that in future years
we could see additional investment in the NHS actually
being cut back, because the Budget does not deliver the
growth for public service investment?

Edward Argar: My hon. Friend is absolutely right.
You cannot tax your way to growth and you cannot invest
in public services without that growth. If the predictions
we are seeing about growth are borne out, there is a real
risk to our public services’ sustainability in future.

The Chancellor said that the funding would help to
deliver 40,000 more NHS appointments a week, but again
we see no reference to specific actions by which that will
be achieved. The Government seem not to know the
difference between a target and a plan, and simply
restating their ambition while throwing money at the
challenge will not be enough to deliver on that commitment.

As I have said, elements of the Budget relating to the
Department of Health and Social Care were welcome,
one of them being the Secretary of State’s one-nil win
over the Chief Secretary in respect of funding. An
additional £2 billion to drive productivity is important.
I fear that it is a slimmed-down version of the £3.4 billion
NHS productivity plans that we announced and funded,
but I will study it closely, and, similarly, the Secretary of
State’s plan for mental health is deserving of serious
study. On both sides of this Chamber, we recognise the
importance in mental health investment of not only
parity of esteem but parity of services, and it is therefore
right for us to scrutinise very carefully how the right
hon. Gentleman intends to build further on the success
that we had in driving that agenda forward.

Let me now turn to the subject of capital investment,
which was touched on by the hon. Member for Kensington
and Bayswater (Joe Powell). It concerns me that, as far
as I am aware, the Secretary of State has still not told us
exactly when his review of the new hospital programme
will report and set out the future for each and every one
of the hospitals that he committed himself to delivering
during the election campaign—the programme to which
the previous Chancellor had committed funding, building
on the original £3.7 billion allocated in 2019. The question
for the Government, and the question for the Chief
Secretary to answer when he winds up the debate, is:
“When will that review report, and when will each and
every one of those colleagues and communities who are
looking forward to a new hospital know whether it will
be delivered in line with the Secretary of State’s pledge,
or whether the programme will be cut?”

Nearly a week after the Budget, Members will be
familiar with the verdict of the Office for Budget
Responsibility: namely, that the £25 billion assault on
businesses risks lower wages, lower living standards and

lower growth. And let us not forget what this tax hike
will mean for those providing essential services across
primary, secondary and social care—the general practices,
care homes, adult social care providers, community
pharmacists on our high streets, hospices and charities
such as Marie Curie and Macmillan which provide
additional care for patients alongside the NHS.

I was deeply disappointed that the Secretary of State
did not take the opportunity offered by my hon. Friend
the Member for Hinckley and Bosworth (Dr Evans) to
state clearly that all those groups would be exempt and
would not be hit by this hike, and I hope that when the
Chief Secretary winds up the debate he will be able to
give that reassurance. The Royal College of General
Practitioners has warned that the extra costs of the
employer’s national insurance hike could force GP surgeries
to make redundancies or close altogether, and the
Independent Pharmacies Association has warned that
community pharmacies will have to find an extra £12,000
a year, on average, to pay for the hike.

Pete Wishart (Perth and Kinross-shire) (SNP): I welcome
the right hon. Gentleman to his place. I was waiting for
the Health Secretary to turn to devolution issues, but he
never quite did. We have a particular issue in Scotland:
up to £500 million of extra costs will be forced on to the
NHS there because of that national insurance hike. We
have heard no commitment from the Secretary of State
that he will meet those costs in full, and we look forward
to hearing such a commitment. I am sure the right hon.
Gentleman will share my concern about what this is
doing to devolved services across the United Kingdom.

Edward Argar: The hon. Gentleman is right to highlight
the ill-thought-out consequences of this hike for hospices
and general practices, both in Scotland and elsewhere. I
would dearly love to be able to respond to his question.
Sadly, however, I am on this the side of the House and
not the other side, but I am sure that the Chief Secretary
will attempt to do so.

The Nuffield Trust has said that without additional
financial support, the tax raid is likely to force social
care providers to pass higher costs on to people who
pay for their own care, or potentially collapse financially.
Charities are not exempt either. As a result of the
increases in the national living wage and employer’s
national insurance contributions, one of the UK’s largest
social care charities says it is facing an unfunded increased
wage bill of £12 million a year, and Marie Curie has
warned that the rises in employer’s NI contributions
will only serve to put the services that it delivers on
behalf of the NHS under further pressure. Those charities
will be looking to the Chief Secretary to say what
succour he can offer them in the form of an assurance
that they will not be hit.

Ms Polly Billington (East Thanet) (Lab): I welcome
the right hon. Gentleman to his place, but before throwing
stones, will he just remind the House that under his
Government’s plans, there would have been £15 billion
less for the NHS, leaving it broken?

Edward Argar: I welcome the hon. Lady to her place
as well. I think this is the first opportunity I have had to
respond to a intervention or question from her.
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In fact, we put record funding into the NHS—
£164.9 billion per year—and on top of that we recruited
more doctors and more nurses. We did not do that by
piling tax hikes on hospices and general practices, among
others. I am not sure how hitting primary care, social
care or charities supporting NHS services will help the
Secretary of State to deliver his aim of cutting waiting
lists. I hope that the Chief Secretary will tell the House
what steps the Treasury is taking to ensure that those
organisations are not hit by these changes.

Let me take a moment to consider what was not
included in the Budget.

Josh Fenton-Glynn (Calder Valley) (Lab): Will the
right hon. Gentleman give way?

Edward Argar: I will make a bit of progress, if I may.

There were no plans for social care reform after the
Chancellor broke Labour’s promise to deliver the cap
on social care costs. I hear what the Secretary of State
says about a willingness to work on what is a challenge
facing our whole country and society: with an ageing
population, how do we address the challenge of social
care? There were no further detailed plans for NHS
dentistry, despite the election pledge to deliver more
dental appointments. There was no support for pharmacies
or for the day-to-day running of general practice, and
there were still no additional resources for the NHS this
winter—or, indeed, the details of reform to go with them.

Lizzi Collinge (Morecambe and Lunesdale) (Lab):
The right hon. Gentleman speaks about the investment
that the last Conservative Government put into the
NHS. Can he tell me what the outcome of that investment
was? From my point of view, the outcome was longer
waiting lists, poorer health and bad patient care.

Edward Argar: We increased investment significantly,
not only to tackle the inevitable consequence of a
global covid pandemic—which, as we all know, hit our
NHS hard—but to build back better subsequently, which
is the task that we began to perform. We have always
said that investment in the NHS must be married to
reform in order to deliver better patient outcomes and
value for money, building on the reforms that we introduced
in the Health and Care Act 2022 and ensuring that the
NHS will be there to look after us for decades to come.
The Secretary of State has worked with me before, and
we will work with any party, including his.

Mr Perkins: Will the right hon. Gentleman give way?

Edward Argar: I gave way to the hon. Gentleman
earlier. I am afraid I want to conclude my remarks,
because I am keen for others to have a chance to speak.

That offer to the Secretary of State stands. I am
always happy to work constructively with him when he
is willing to work constructively with me. He knows that
we have done that before, not least as we emerged from
the pandemic, when I was still a Minister in the Department.

Unfortunately, despite the rhetoric, I fear that the
Budget was a missed opportunity that will not achieve
the ambitions the Government have set out. As I have
said, we cannot tax our way to growth, and without
growth we cannot sustainably fund public services. I
urge the right hon. Gentleman to be brave, to stand up

to those in his party who would have him back down or
water down reform, and to deliver a genuinely radical
plan for the future of our NHS and for social care that
works for those who work in it, but also, crucially, for
all the people who rely on it. Our constituents deserve
nothing less from him.

Madam Deputy Speaker (Caroline Nokes): I call Kate
Osamor.

1.48 pm

Kate Osamor (Edmonton and Winchmore Hill) (Lab/
Co-op): Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker, for calling
me so early in the debate. I was not expecting that.

I very much welcome the investment in our NHS, and
our renewed focus on public services. The Budget marks
a break from the approach of the last Government, who
presided over the decline of our health system. With
this renewed investment, the biggest since 2010, there is
now some hope that we can turn a dire situation around.
We must improve patient outcomes, reduce waiting
times and support the hard-working staff who form the
backbone of our health system. However, I want to
stress to the Secretary of State—my constituency neighbour
—that investment must focus not only on delivering
numbers, but on quality of care, with a human touch
and equal access for all. That requires us to reject the
creeping privatisation of our health service, which has
proven costly, inefficient and bad for patients.

Before coming to this House, I worked in the NHS as
a practice manager in the London borough of Enfield. I
also worked in an out-of-hours GP co-operative, which
covered north and east London. I know from first-hand
experience that GP surgeries and core NHS services
must remain publicly owned and accountable to their
patients and staff, the public and stakeholders. Furthermore,
I have deep reservations about the current plan to grant
the NHS data platform contract to Palantir, which
raises serious questions about privacy, security and the
future of our NHS data infrastructure.

Christine Jardine (Edinburgh West) (LD): I was listening
very carefully to what the hon. Lady said about her
experience as a practice manager. Over this past weekend
and the last two days, I have been contacted by local
practices in my constituency that are concerned about
the impact of the national insurance changes on their
ability to provide patient care and the vital first step
towards getting people into the hospital and through
the waiting lists. Does the hon. Lady agree that we have
to address that as a fundamental problem that is potentially
created by this Budget?

Kate Osamor: I thank the hon. Member for her
intervention. I would add that it is important that
patients, doctors and everyone else are listened to. I am
assured that the Secretary of State will be listening to all
voices.

NHS data is a public asset. Its management should
be rooted firmly within the NHS, not placed in the
hands of private interests, especially those controlled by
an individual who is so hostile to the principles of
public healthcare. Our NHS thrives due to the work of
everyone in the system, from nurses to administrative
staff and healthcare assistants, who each play a critical
role in patient care. We must listen to all NHS staff, not
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just those in the highest-ranking medical roles, as everyone
brings valuable frontline perspectives on improving
efficiency, patient experience and accessibility.

I especially draw attention to the hard-working staff
who provide out-of-hours services for our communities,
often doing so on top of their normal hours. The
Government must ensure that those professionals receive
not only recognition, but the resources and support
they need to continue serving our communities in this
vital way. Staff in out-of-hours services often only work
in such settings part time. However, they are often the
last resort for people who are unable to get appointments
with their GP or access the care they need.

We must also address the postcode lottery in healthcare.
For various conditions, disparities persist in access to
specialists, waiting times and outcomes in relation to
area, ethnicity and gender.

The stark reality is that mental health services remain
woefully inadequate. We face a mental health crisis,
especially among young people, and this impacts on
personal wellbeing and ruins life chances. We urgently
need targeted investment in mental health services, and
I look forward to supporting the Government in ensuring
that the crisis in mental health support is treated with
the seriousness it demands.

This Budget is a strong step in the right direction, but
we must go further to ensure that the NHS remains
public, that mental health is prioritised and that all
NHS staff have a voice in shaping the future of our
health system. I ask the Secretary of State to focus on
all those areas, because I believe that if we have consistent
investment throughout this Parliament, we can ensure
that we make progress towards an NHS that works and
in which everyone is able to access the quality and
timely care that they justly deserve.

Madam Deputy Speaker: I call the Liberal Democrat
spokesperson.

1.54 pm

Helen Morgan (North Shropshire) (LD): I declare an
interest as a vice-president of the Local Government
Association. I welcome the shadow Secretary of State
to his place. He responded to my first Adjournment
debate on a Thursday before Easter, and I was very
grateful, but he will be disappointed to hear that we
have not seen the improvements in ambulance response
times that we would have liked to see in Shropshire.

Last week’s Budget brought £22 billion of investment
for the NHS. By anybody’s standards, that is a big
number, so the Liberal Democrats welcome the investment.
The NHS was left in a dire state by the Conservatives,
and it is clear that something radical must be done.
What is the Conservatives’ legacy? Well, we all know:
crumbling hospitals, 7 million people on NHS waiting
lists for secondary operations, our constituents struggling
to access a GP when they need one, dental deserts such
as the one in North Shropshire, appalling ambulance
waiting times with horrifying outcomes, and a tsunami
of a mental health crisis waiting to overwhelm us. It is
clear that investment is needed, which is why the Liberal
Democrats put the NHS at the front of our election
manifesto and our campaigning since.

It is very important that the £22 billion is spent wisely
to keep people healthy and to save money in the future,
so I look forward to hearing how the Budget will affect
the public health grant and mental health services in
particular. Those are two really important areas where
we can invest to save taxpayers’ money, and to get better
health outcomes for people and avoid their suffering in
the future.

It is also really important that the £22 billion of
investment is not undermined by a decision made by the
same Government on the very same day. It is hard to
believe that the decision to increase employer’s national
insurance contributions and to lower the threshold—at
a cost of £566 per person—was properly thought through
before the Budget was delivered last Wednesday. That
decision is going to hit GP practices, hospices, social
care providers and the charities that provide so much
additional care outside the formal NHS structure. A
local GP got in touch with me over the weekend to say
that the decision will

“serve to directly undermine access and patient care at a time
when practices are already under strain due to years of neglect.”

Another said it will “kill the family doctor”.

Why will it kill the family doctor? Because GP practices
are not eligible for employment allowance. They cannot
put up their prices, and their only option is to cut staff
and services, which would be a disaster. The Conservative
Government proved that if we cut the number of GPs,
we end up with a really big problem in the NHS—one
that we are fighting now. Labour’s plan to increase the
number of GPs, which is welcome, is surely in jeopardy
because of the increase to employer’s NICs. The Liberal
Democrats are calling on the Government to exempt
GPs from the NIC hike or ensure that they are funded
to cover it. Otherwise, no one is going to see their GP
within seven days—a right that the Liberal Democrats
think people should have.

I want to touch on social care, which feels a bit like
the elephant in the room and is likely to be significantly
affected by the change in thresholds and rates of employer’s
national insurance contributions. We all know that the
sector is in crisis, and the Budget took note of this but
did not really go far enough to address it. I think we can
all agree that we cannot fix the NHS without fixing
social care. We know that there are thousands of patients
in hospital who are medically fit to be discharged and
who would recover better in their own bed at home, but
who are stuck in a hospital because the social care
packages are not available to allow them to return
home.

That bed blocking, which is a horrible term,
causes patients to be unable to flow through a hospital
when they are admitted. It causes the queues of 12,
13 or 14 ambulances that we see outside hospitals in
Shropshire on a regular basis, and it means that those
ambulances do not arrive when somebody is in a life-
threatening position in their community. Social care is
so important in dealing with this urgent problem.

Stuart Anderson (South Shropshire) (Con): As the
MP for South Shropshire, I have been in the same
meetings as the hon. Lady, who represents North
Shropshire. In Shropshire, about 80% of council funding
goes to social care. Does the hon. Member believe that
we need a fairer system to support funding for social
care in Shropshire?
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Helen Morgan: Fair funding for rural authorities,
and indeed all local authorities, is something I have
talked about many times in this House, and I absolutely
agree with the hon. Gentleman on that.

We saw £600 million allocated to social care in the
Budget and an increase in the national living wage, both
of which are obviously welcome, but the huge pressure
on private providers as a result of the national insurance
contributions increase will be really problematic, unless
councils are funded to pay those additional costs. It is
not clear that the funding announced in the Budget will
even touch the sides of the crisis in local government
funding or in social care. We all know that this is a
thorny problem, and that funding social care is extremely
expensive and difficult; that is why cross-party talks are
so urgent. I urge the Secretary of State to instigate those
as soon as possible, so that we can work towards a
permanent fix for social care. Liberal Democrats believe
that free personal care on the Scotland model would be
the best way of achieving that, and the Institute for
Public Policy Research says that we could save £3.3 billion
by 2031 by implementing that model. That would be a
good investment, because it would save taxpayer money
and it would keep people in their homes—where they
want to be—with dignity.

The debate today covers other public services, and I
want to touch on a couple; education is an important
one, and we welcome the investment in it, but I want to
talk a bit about SEND budgets and local authorities.
Schools are under enormous pressure to provide
SEND measures for the children they look after, and
local authorities are under huge pressure to provide
transport and specialist places. The £1 billion for local
government will be insufficient to deal with social care,
the SEND crisis and SEND transport. As the hon.
Member for South Shropshire (Stuart Anderson)
mentioned, Shropshire council is spending about 80%
of its budget on social care, so without adequate measures
for social care, it seems unlikely that this Budget will
address all the problems that local authorities need to
deal with.

We are therefore concerned about the decision to put
VAT on private school fees. Schools such as Oswestry
school in my constituency take a relatively large number
of pupils who have failed to thrive in a larger setting.
They have special educational needs but no education,
health and care plan, and they might even have refused
school altogether. There is a risk that those children,
whose parents are saving hard to put them into that
alternative place, will end up back in the state sector,
where their needs are not met. They might refuse to go
to school, and the school would struggle to cope with
those additional children. The capital expenditure is
welcome, and I hope that the demountable buildings at
the Corbet school in Baschurch will benefit from that
announcement, but I urge the Government to reconsider
some of those measures.

On transport, it was disappointing to see the bus fare
cap increased, although in Shropshire it will not make
any difference, because it is almost impossible to catch a
bus anywhere. We would really like to see some of the
detail behind the public transport plans announced by
the Chancellor, particularly the bus service improvement
plan that Shropshire council has put forward, and railway
schemes such as the Oswestry to Berwyn line.

Finally—it may be stretching it to call this a point
about public services—I believe that farmers provide an
essential public service in feeding us, looking after the
countryside and protecting the rural environment, and
it is disappointing to see that there is confusion between
the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs
and the Treasury about how many farms will be affected.
My sense from talking to local farmers in Shropshire is
that the DEFRA numbers are more accurate.

Peter Swallow (Bracknell) (Lab): Does the hon. Lady
not see that by opposing every measure in the Budget to
raise money while supporting every measure to spend
more money on our vital public services, she is creating
a bigger problem than the one we inherited from the last
Government?

Helen Morgan: I thank the hon. Gentleman for his
intervention. The point that we are trying to make is
that some of the Budget measures will cost extra money.
If we look at the detail on the national insurance
contributions hike, for example, we see that changes in
behaviour and exemptions for the NHS will reduce the
amount of money raised to about £10 billion. We have
absolutely put forward alternative measures to raise
£10 billion. Whether by reversing the Tories’ cuts to the
banking taxes or by putting taxes on online media
giants, we would find alternative ways to raise those
funds. The point about private school fees is the same. If
we overburden the state sector with children who have
special educational needs, difficulties and disabilities,
those children will not have their needs met, and that
will cost us more in the future. This is all about making
sensible choices to save taxpayer money in the future
and, most importantly, delivering public services to the
people who need them most, whether they are trying to
access NHS care or whether they need help to get
through their school career in order to thrive and achieve
their potential.

Laurence Turner (Birmingham Northfield) (Lab): Will
the hon. Lady give way?

Helen Morgan: I am just about to conclude, so I will
carry on.

I was about to talk about farmers and the concerning
differences between DEFRA and the Treasury on the
number of farms that will be affected. My sense from
talking to farmers locally is that the DEFRA numbers
are more likely to be accurate, and I therefore think
there may have been a serious misstep in the plan to
raise what will be a relatively small amount of money.

Liberal Democrats welcome investment in the NHS.
We welcome the ambition to undo the damage wrought
on this vital service by the previous Government, but
we are concerned that, in social care in particular, we
are in danger of kicking a thorny problem down the
road. We urge the Government to consider immediate
cross-party talks on funding social care and providing a
long-term solution. We are also really worried about the
impact of increased national insurance contributions
on key providers outside hospitals. We cannot have
GPS going out of business because of a Government
measure that was intended to improve and expand their
services.
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My constituents were fed up with being taken for
granted by the Conservatives and they voted emphatically
to change that situation, but I am sure that they are very
worried that they are about to be ignored by Labour. I
urge the Government to rethink their damaging policies
on national insurance contributions and the care sector,
to have another look at the impact of the Budget on
family farms, which I think may have been underestimated,
and to back the infrastructure that rural areas need.

Several hon. Members rose—

Madam Deputy Speaker (Caroline Nokes): Members
will be aware that this is a very heavily subscribed
debate, so a time limit will be coming, but not until after
we have heard some maiden speeches. I call Juliet Campbell.

2.6 pm

Juliet Campbell (Broxtowe) (Lab): It is an honour
and a privilege to be making my maiden speech in this
Budget debate. Our plans for the NHS and public
services give me hope, and a sense of pride that they will
once again be here, ready for all of us. I make my maiden
speech today with a sense of gratitude and humility,
and I thank my Broxtowe constituents for putting their
trust in me to represent them here in this esteemed
place. I pay tribute to my predecessor, Darren Henry,
for all he has done for the residents in Broxtowe. Darren
worked hard to establish banking hubs and continued
the efforts of Anna Soubry in working with local groups
to fight for our railway services. Their work in securing
step-free access to Beeston station will give everyone the
opportunity to visit our brilliant constituency.

I look forward to expanding upon Labour’s legacy in
Broxtowe, where Labour last made its mark under the
tireless efforts of Nick Palmer. Nick represented Broxtowe
from 1997 to 2010, bringing about reform through
many successful Bills. I would like to thank my family
for their support and encouragement, particularly my
son, my daughter-in-law and my brothers. I would also
like to thank all the members in Broxtowe who have
been a tremendous help to me. To those who have gone
above and beyond: you know who you are, and I will
never forget your kindness and generosity.

I began my career as a civil servant before moving
into the NHS, where I worked my way up to become a
senior manager, but it was education that brought me
into politics. In 2011, I set up a not-for-profit organisation
that focused on dyslexia, and I sincerely hope that what
I advocated for—reform of the teacher training curriculum
with regard to SEND provision for dyslexic students—can
make it into the education reforms soon. I was elected
as a councillor in 2018 and my cabinet brief was quite
varied. It included public health and wellbeing, equalities,
refugees, violence against women and girls, and community
safety. I wanted to be part of the change that this
country so desperately needed after almost a decade of
austerity and decline that hit every single community in
this country.

Broxtowe is a wonderful, thriving constituency of
two halves. In the north, I have a particular soft spot for
Eastwood, as it borders Bilborough, where I was raised.
Eastwood, of course, is the birthplace of one of the
most popular English novelists of the 20th century,

D. H. Lawrence, who showed a much more clandestine
side of British society. As well as risqué classic novels,
Broxtowe has a beautiful and diverse landscape that
hosts the brilliant Attenborough nature reserve. Located
in the southernmost part of the constituency, it spans
540 acres of conserved land, wetland, woodland and
lakes. Visitors may spot 250 species of bird, including
several nationally rare species of heron and rail that
have been spotted there over the years.

Broxtowe is also home to businesses, from the small
and independently run to the headquarters of large
international companies such as Boots, Worldline and
the UK arm of Raleigh. I have had the pleasure of
visiting Caunton Engineering, a steelwork company
with an excellent apprenticeship scheme that offers
brilliant opportunities to young professionals.

Broxtowe also hosts Forever Stars, a baby loss charity
that supports families who lose their children during
pregnancy or shortly after birth. Its sensitive and innovative
work with hospitals is truly inspiring.

At the heart of my constituency is Chilwell, home to
the impressive Chetwynd barracks, which has resisted
closure three times in the past 10 years. Chetwynd is
home to a reserves training and mobilisation centre that
specialises in engineering. My dad is an engineer who
received his training in Nottingham through the Territorial
Army, and I am committed to ensuring that the voice of
our armed forces is heard here in Parliament.

I stand here today as the youngest of five children,
born to parents who migrated to the UK from Jamaica
in the 1960s. My parents brought me up to believe that I
could do anything I wanted, and that the only barriers
in front of me were those that I chose to notice. I took
notice of none of them. Too often, factors such as class,
race, gender and disability can be perceived as hurdles
in the pursuit of ambition. They should not be, and I
have dedicated much of my career to challenging and
advocating for the removal of barriers, so that all have
the opportunity to reach their potential.

Reflecting on my journey, I must say that I have
thoroughly enjoyed my varied career, but today, as I
give my maiden speech in this great House as the
Member of Parliament for Broxtowe, I think this is my
best role yet.

2.12 pm

Esther McVey (Tatton) (Con): I congratulate the hon.
Member for Broxtowe (Juliet Campbell) on her maiden
speech and her personal story. I thank you, Madam
Deputy Speaker, for calling me to speak in today’s
Budget debate on fixing the NHS and reforming public
services. However, the truth is that this Budget’s smash
and grab on the UK’s businesses means that the money
will not be there to pay for the excellent public services
this country requires.

Labour has never understood the concept of private
enterprise and businesses paying for public services, and
that it is only with a thriving private sector that the
country can have the public services it wants and needs.
Make no mistake: this Budget will be catastrophic for
the economic health of this country. It is the biggest
tax-raising Budget in British history, and it will turn out
to be the longest suicide note in Labour’s political
history, too.
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The Budget is socialism at its worst: high taxes, high
spending and massive debt. [Interruption.] Labour
Members are laughing, but this is massive debt for
future generations. This Budget is anti-business, anti-farmer,
anti-aspiration, anti-wealth creation and anti-worker.
Yes, anti-worker. Despite all of Labour’s promises before
the general election, the Government are taxing workers
as they raise national insurance contributions for employers.

This begs the question: do the Chancellor and the
Prime Minister not know how the economy works?
They certainly do not know how business works. Not
one of the current bunch of Cabinet Ministers has ever
set up a business. No wonder they do not have a clue
about national insurance contributions.

For clarity, both the independent Office for Budget
Responsibility and the Institute for Fiscal Studies have
said that 80% of the employer national insurance rises
will be paid for by the workers through lower wages and
reduced employment levels. No wonder Labour Members
have now gone silent.

The Chancellor’s raid on the unfairest tax of all,
inheritance tax, will double the number of estates that
have to pay it and, disgracefully, will make it virtually
impossible for family farmers to pass on their business
to the next generation. Farmers are most definitely
working people, just in case Labour Members do not
know. This Budget will be disastrous for our rural areas
and for the country’s food security, and all because of
good old-fashioned socialist envy.

Dan Aldridge (Weston-super-Mare) (Lab): Will the
right hon. Lady give way?

Esther McVey: No, I will carry on, thank you very much.

In addition to huge tax rises, this Budget will have an
eye-watering impact on the country’s debt. Debt interest
payments will be more than £100 billion a year, every
year, and will reach an astonishing £120 billion by the
end of the decade. To put that into context—

Several hon. Members rose—

Esther McVey: I will carry on for a little longer.

To put that into context, it dwarfs the UK’s annual
defence spend, which stands at £55 billion. This is money
being wasted instead of being spent on public services.

And if all that was not bad enough, the Office for
Budget Responsibility has downgraded its growth forecast
to a measly 1.5% for the years running up to the next
general election. So much for Labour saying this would
be a Budget for growth. This Labour Budget has taken
our country back to the 1970s, with crippling taxation,
unsustainable levels of borrowing and the trade unions
in control. The Budget has also broken virtually every
economic promise Labour made during the election. In
fact, even worse than the economic misery this Budget
will bring might be the further mistrust in politicians it
will cause.

Labour ruled out tax hikes on working people more
than 50 times, and it ruled out changing the fiscal rules
to fiddle the figures. Mark my words, on top of the
betrayal of pensioners with the scrapping of the winter
fuel allowance, this Budget will be a nail in this
Government’s coffin, only four months after they secured
a huge majority.

At the weekend, the Chancellor eventually came round
to admitting that Labour will be taxing workers, but I
am afraid that saying it now, having denied it at the
general election, does not wash. It is way too late to be
admitting it. All it has done is expose the fact that this
Labour Government were elected on a false premise
and therefore do not have a mandate for this Budget.
[Laughter.] Laughing after not telling the public what
they were going to do is why I certainly will not be
supporting this Budget.

Madam Deputy Speaker (Caroline Nokes): I call Lewis
Atkinson to make his maiden speech.

2.19 pm

Lewis Atkinson (Sunderland Central) (Lab): It is pleasure
to follow my hon. Friend the Member for Broxtowe
(Juliet Campbell), who spoke movingly about her experience
in the NHS, as well as the barriers she has ignored and,
indeed, knocked down.

I start by paying tribute to my predecessor, Julie Elliott,
who not only worked with commitment for Sunderland
Central, but provided political leadership and mentorship
across the north-east. Julie understood that organising
and advocating on a regional basis is often the best way
to deliver for our communities. I hope to follow her
example. It is the honour of my life to be in the House
of Commons representing the city by the sea that I love.

I am pleased that my first debate contribution is
about the budget and the NHS, for what is our purpose
here if not to improve the economic conditions of our
constituents and the care available to those we serve?
Health and wealth have always been linked—twin assets—as
families like mine, forged in the Durham coalfield,
know well. My grandparents were only able to toil at
the pit, in the munition factory or in the home for as
long as they were healthy. Working-class communities
have always feared illness and injury, not just in its own
right but because the resulting inability to work was
disastrous for family finances. The introduction of the
NHS and national insurance by the Attlee Government
was intended to protect against such calamities. We
have important work to do to repair and renew those
civilising protections today.

The link between inequalities of health, wealth and
power has been impressed upon me by the privilege of
working for two decades in NHS North East. Whether
managing dentistry, mental health or cancer services, I
saw at first hand how the poorest generally experience
the poorest health outcomes. I intend to spend some of
my time in this place working to right that situation.

The qualities of innovation and hard work have
always been the building blocks of Sunderland’s economy.
From the introduction of glassmaking in Britain at
Bede’s monastery of St Peter’s, through the education
of lightbulb inventor Joseph Swan, to becoming the
UK’s leading digital smart city, Sunderland has always
been a home of innovation. We have always made
things. For 600 years, that meant ships. At our peak, the
people of Sunderland were hard at work “macking” a
quarter of all ships produced globally each year, and we
were likely dubbed “Mackems” as a result. Wealth from
shipyards and pits built Sunderland, but such work
often caused a thirst, so it was handy that the most
popular stout in the country was produced in the centre
of town, at the Vaux brewery, until the second world
war interrupted production.
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In that war, as in others before and since, the patriotic
people of Sunderland answered their country’s call.
This weekend, I will be honoured to play a small part in
what is thought to be one of the largest Remembrance
services outside London, reflecting the high number of
veterans in our city and the sacrifices made by so many,
including my constituents who served in Iraq and
Afghanistan.

While the bravery and fortitude of Sunderland’s people
has never been lacking, too often they have faced the
headwinds of economic change without a Government
on their side. By the end of my childhood, the pits, the
shipyards and even Vaux had all gone. But the people’s
spirit and an understated determination remained, and
it is thanks to them that our city is now on the up.

I am not just referring to top-of-the-Championship
Sunderland AFC, a football club that has provided me
with more agony and ecstasy than even the Labour party
has managed. Our Stadium of Light stands on the site
of the Monkwearmouth colliery, but now instead of
coal we produce a rich seam of talented players, such as
Jill Scott, Jordan Pickford, Lucy Bronze and Chris Rigg.

I also celebrate the workers at the most productive
car plant in Europe, Nissan, which although not in my
constituency is the modern cornerstone of our city’s
economy, continuing our advanced manufacturing heritage
and skills.

Elsewhere around the city, where there was previously
decline we now see new beginnings. On the banks of the
Wear, we no longer have shipyards, but we do have the
Crown Works studio site, ready to be transformed into
a landmark film studio. Where the brewery once stood,
we have cranes in the sky for Riverside Sunderland, the
most ambitious city centre regeneration project in the
UK. We have our excellent university, with particular
strengths in media and healthcare, and we have a city
that loves a good time, where growing hospitality and
cultural businesses provide plenty of decent days and
nights. It might be a show at the Sunderland Empire, a
meal at one of our many excellent British-Bangladeshi
restaurants, or a gig at one of our independent venues.

Where passion and identity are strong, there is music—
and Sunderland is a music city. Having produced talent
from Dave Stewart to the gone-too-soon Faye Fantarrow,
our city’s artists reflect who we are, honour our proud
heritage and point towards our bright future as an
inclusive city.

Nowadays, we celebrate that Mackems are found in
mosques and churches, our community centres, our
gurdwara and our social clubs, and now there are even
two Mackems in the Cabinet. All my constituents, no
matter what their background, deserve a strong economy
and quality public services. Because Sunderland was
built on hard work, its people rightly expect nothing
less from their politicians. It is in that spirit that I
recognise the privilege of being in the House on behalf
of our entire community. I will do what I can to serve
them and repay the trust they have placed in me.

Madam Deputy Speaker (Caroline Nokes): I call
Adam Dance to make his maiden speech.

2.26 pm

Adam Dance (Yeovil) (LD): I congratulate the hon.
Members for Broxtowe (Juliet Campbell) and for
Sunderland Central (Lewis Atkinson) on their fantastic
maiden speeches.

On this of all days, I thank you, Madam Deputy
Speaker, and your team, as well as all those who make
Parliament work for the people and keep us safe. I hope
our friends in the United States of America appreciate
the task they have before them today, not only for
America but for the rest of the world, to provide leadership
in promoting opportunity and fairness for all, a theme
to which I will return.

I thank my predecessor, Marcus Fysh, for his nine
years of service to our community. While we certainly
had our differences, I know we share a deep appreciation
for the privilege of representing the place we proudly
call home. When I arrived at Parliament, a member of
staff greeted me with, “You’re the new Member for
Yeovil, aren’t you?”. “Yes,” I nervously replied, and was
promptly told, “You’ve got big boots to fill!” It was a
proud moment, and one that I will strive to live up to.

My maiden speech would not be complete without
acknowledging the influence of one person in particular:
the right honourable Paddy Ashdown, who inspired me,
and so many others across the country and the world.
He, alongside David Laws, encouraged me to campaign
to save South Petherton youth club when cuts threatened
to close it. From there, my journey into public service
began, first on the parish council, where I became chair
at the age of 20, followed by the district council then
Somerset county council.

I say to young people everywhere, “Don’t let the
system put you down.” They should not let anyone tell
them that if they have attention deficit hyperactivity
disorder or dyslexia—I have both—they need to find
suitable work, as they will not make anything of their
lives otherwise. With good teachers—I had several excellent
ones, including one who is in the Gallery—I have made
it up through the political system, to the top representative
role for around 100,000 people in my constituency. If I
can make it, so can everyone else.

As lead member for public health, equality and diversity
at Somerset council, I campaigned for our local health
services, fighting to resolve the crisis caused by Conservative
mismanagement. I am glad to see the new Government
have used this Budget to begin reinvestment in our NHS,
starting to reform our national and local health services,
which is desperately needed, but that is just the tip of
the iceberg.

The constituency of Yeovil is rich in history and
ambition, and comprises the towns of Yeovil, Chard,
Crewkerne, South Petherton, Ilminster and many
surrounding parishes. Built on agriculture and the gloving
industry, the area has evolved into a hub of engineering
excellence, with Petters engines, which created Westland
and now Leonardo, at its engineering heart. I am pleased
to have received written confirmation from the Minister
for Defence Procurement and Industry, the right hon.
Member for Liverpool Garston (Maria Eagle), that
Leonardo UK, as the sole remaining bidder, will be put
forward to the next stage in the procurement process for
the New Medium Helicopter. The previous Government
delayed this project for decades.
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Last month, I had the privilege of opening the single
site logistics hub in Yeovil, a joint investment of £30 million
by Kuehne + Nagel and Leonardo with much more to
come. Government backing for this fantastic product
could see export orders flow, which this country desperately
needs. Last week, the Chancellor’s announcement of a
£1 billion package for Ministry of Defence procurement—
some of which is for the south-west— puts in place the
necessary funding to make that a reality.

The Yeovil constituency is not just about helicopters.
Chard is home to Numatic, the birthplace of Henry—
everyone’s favourite vacuum cleaner—and his friends.
John Stringfellow flew the first powered aircraft over
Chard in 1848. In 1979, the Woodscrew Supply Company
started in Yeovil, which became Screwfix in 1992, the
year in which I was born. Last Friday, I visited the
headquarters of Screwfix, which now has more than
900 stores nationally.

In 1986, a Lynx aircraft set a helicopter air-speed
record of just over 250 mph, which remains unbeaten
today. HMS Victory proudly went into battle with sails
made in Crewkerne and ropes crafted in West Coker.

Finally, I wish to honour Miss Marion Wright, a less-
known daughter of Yeovil, who set sail for a new life in
America in 1912. Daughter of Thomas Wright, a farmer,
she was carer for her three stepsisters. On 10 April 1912,
she stepped aboard the Titanic as a second-class passenger.
Just days earlier, the great liner had set out on her sea
trials, which were designed to test the ship’s capacity in
readiness for her journey ahead. Those trials confirmed
her strengths, but did not prepare her for the real
challenges and unseen dangers ahead. The trials could
not account for the class disparity aboard, where first-class
passengers were guaranteed life boats, but those in third
class, below deck, fought for survival. Marion Wright
was one of the lucky ones, surviving and making that
new life in America. She went on to marry Arthur
Woolacott, who was likely to have been a draftsman for
Petter engines when he lived in the UK. The couple
enjoyed a long marriage of 53 years, raising three sons
and welcoming eight grandchildren.

Today, the United Kingdom faces its own sea trials.
The icebergs on the horizon are clear: desperate inequality;
the housing crisis; and, ironically, climate change. The
class disparity, which doomed so many on that most
famous ship in history, continues to manifest itself in
our society today. Access to opportunity is still often
determined not by talent or hard work, but by wealth
and privilege. Too many are left behind, clawing for
their chance to succeed.

Our nation is built on a rich history of achievement,
resilience, ambition and hope, but, for too many, that is
not enough. At the time, the Titanic was a marvel of
engineering, the height of ambition, and, as some would
say, a ticket to a new life. Today, she is a powerful
reminder that, if not prepared, even the greatest and
most advanced of ideas do not serve the needs of the
most vulnerable. We must learn the lessons from history.
We must unlock the gates of division and ensure that
everyone, regardless of their background, has a fair
shot at success. Failure risks allowing our nation to sail
blindly towards disaster, missing the repeated warnings
of inequality and division. We can instead act with the
foresight that was lacking all those years ago and ensure

that our great country, as well as our friends in America
today, can chart a course towards opportunity and
fairness for all.

Luke Myer (Middlesbrough South and East Cleveland)
(Lab): On a point of order, Madam Deputy Speaker.

Madam Deputy Speaker (Caroline Nokes): It is not
the time to make a point of order.

I call Cat Eccles to make her maiden speech.

2.33 pm

Cat Eccles (Stourbridge) (Lab): Thank you, Madam
Deputy Speaker. May I congratulate my hon. Friends
the Members for Broxtowe (Juliet Campbell), and for
Sunderland Central (Lewis Atkinson), and the hon.
Member for Yeovil (Adam Dance) on their excellent
maiden speeches?

To be here in this place representing my home town and
the community that I hold dear is an honour beyond
words. Stourbridge has a history of electing female MPs
and I am proud to be part of this latest cohort—we are
the largest number of women in Parliament ever. I wish
to pay tribute to my predecessor, Suzanne Webb, who
represented the constituency from 2019. She was a
vehement supporter of the Justice for Ryan campaign,
as was Margot James before her. I will continue to work
with the Passey family to get justice for Ryan. I hope that
the stricter laws around knife crime that this Government
will introduce will ensure that no family has to go
through the same ordeal. Before 2010, Stourbridge was
represented by Lynda Waltho and formerly Debra Shipley.
They are two fantastic Labour women, who were a
great support to me during my campaign.

I am Black Country through and through, growing
up in Halesowen and later moving to Stourbridge. The
town itself was first mentioned in 1255, named after the
bridge that crosses over the River Stour. Legend has it
that King Charles II hid there from the Roundheads
after being defeated in Worcester in 1651.

Since the 1600s, Stourbridge has given its name to
glass production; the rich local resources of coal and
fire-clay made it the perfect location for the industry.
This summer, Stourbridge hosted its last international
glass festival, which featured contemporary work by
glass makers from all over the world. Stourbridge has
long produced sporting, musical and artistic talent, from
England football star Jude Bellingham, to Ned’s Atomic
Dustbin, Pop Will Eat Itself and Robert Plant. One of
my priorities during this Parliament is to promote and
protect our varied history, heritage, music and arts, and
I am already working towards keeping our own glass
festival at home in Stourbridge, and celebrating home-grown
music with a local festival.

Across the constituency, there is a rich industrial
history to discover, with the sky once black by day and
red by night from the many factories. Wollaston produced
the Stourbridge Lion—the first locomotive to run on a
commercial line in the USA. Round Oak Steelworks in
Brierley Hill provided employment for thousands of
local people and was a world centre for iron making
during the industrial revolution. Netherton was the
home of Hingley and Sons whose most famous product
was the anchor of the RMS Titanic. Lye was famous
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for the manufacture of nails, anvils, crucibles and fire
bricks— the Stourbridge name can still be found embossed
in many old bricks.

Linking all these places are the many miles of canal
waterways. Once the highway for transporting goods,
now it is a tranquil place to enjoy a walk in nature. The
Black Country is no longer the heavy industrial power
that it once was, but, with the right investment and
opportunities provided by this Government, it can thrive
once more with modern technology and green industries.

In last week’s Budget, Brierley Hill got a mention, as
the Chancellor confirmed funding for the stalled West
Midlands Metro extension. This is welcome news as we
work towards a joined-up transport system along with
West Midlands Mayor, Richard Parker. The constituency
is also home to the Stourbridge shuttle—the shortest
railway line in Europe—running between Stourbridge
town and Stourbridge junction. This is where we can
also find our most famous resident, George the station
cat! George was the perfect mascot for the Save the
Ticket Office campaign, which I ran with a local resident
last year. More than 5,000 flyers were handed out at the
station and Stourbridge had over 3,000 signatures for
the Parliament petition—the highest constituency number
in the country. I am honoured to be here to see the
Passenger Railway Services (Public Ownership) Bill
go through the House, which will not only improve
reliability and efficiency, but protect our precious ticket
offices.

Speaking of cats, it would be remiss of me not to
mention Mimi, Penny and Hugo, who, along with my
husband, John, help to keep me sane. I understand the
value that a pet can add to our lives. I look forward to
new animal welfare laws and the Renters’ Rights Bill
that will allow tenants to keep a pet.

I am so proud to be making my maiden speech
during this Budget debate on the NHS and public
services. I welcome the £22.6 billion commitment to
frontline NHS services to cut down waiting lists, invest
in cancer treatments, and provide additional funding
for social care. I am the very first operating department
practitioner in Parliament—a milestone for our under-
represented profession. We are trained specifically to
work in operating theatres across the three key areas
of the perioperative environment. We can be found
passing instruments to the surgeon during an operation
or assisting the anaesthetist with a patient’s airway.
With more than 15,000 registered ODPs in the UK, it is
likely that Members will have encountered one at some
point.

My career in the NHS spans nearly 20 years. I have
seen the best of our health service, but, sadly, I have also
witnessed it crumble in front of my eyes. The impact of
austerity on the NHS is what first politicised me. We
saw procurement taken away from clinical staff, vacancies
frozen, pay frozen, senior staff forced to reapply for their
roles, older staff encouraged to take voluntary redundancy,
and many more layers of middle management introduced,
removing a lot of day-to-day decision making from
clinicians.

During the pandemic, I worked on the frontline in
emergency maternity theatres. The early days of lockdown
were chaotic, with official advice changing by the day.
We were given items that were not fit for purpose,

face shields that fell off our faces and out-of-date
masks. Sadly, we lost some colleagues along the way,
including neonatologist Dr Vishna Rasiah and midwife
Salaa Alam.

I hope that the contributions of ODPs during the
pandemic will be recognised. So many stepped up and
fulfilled roles in intensive therapy units, wards and
emergency departments—a true demonstration of the
flexibility and skill of our profession. I am pleased that
the Government are appointing a covid corruption
commissioner to investigate fully fraud, errors and
underperforming contracts during the pandemic and to
ensure that the country is fully prepared in the future. It
is also an honour to be in this place as the covid inquiry
is published, so that I can speak up for all the NHS staff
whose voices were not heard.

Despite the difficulties at work, I was grateful to be
able to maintain my daily routine, unlike so many
who were forced to stay at home. When I was not on a
shift, I was helping to run the Stourbridge covid support
group, with over 100 volunteers who helped more than
200 shielding residents with shopping, prescriptions
and friendly phone calls. We made over 10,000 face
shields for care homes without PPE and raised over
£8,000 for our local food bank. We provided Christmas
food boxes for families receiving free school meals. The
community really pulled together during this difficult
time and many of our volunteers are still in touch with
their clients.

When war broke out in Ukraine in February 2022,
the community rallied again to help those less fortunate
than ourselves. Large shipments of clothes, toys and
sanitary products were transported to the Ukrainian
border. I recently had the opportunity to visit Ukraine
and see for myself what people there are dealing with.
There is much to be done to ensure victory in Ukraine
and I hope to play some small part in that. I welcome
the Government’s commitment to providing unwavering
support to Ukraine and to combat Russian aggression.

As we see global conflict heightening, I hope for
peace everywhere and that the Government, along with
world leaders, can influence change to keep everyone
safe. I look forward to working with all colleagues in
this House to bring about much needed change—not
just for Stourbridge, but for our entire country and the
wider world.

Several hon. Members rose—

Madam Deputy Speaker (Caroline Nokes): Order. I
propose to put a four-minute time limit on contributions
after the next speaker.

2.41 pm

Tom Tugendhat (Tonbridge) (Con): I pay tribute to
the hon. Member for Stourbridge (Cat Eccles), who
gave a very full description of the constituency that she
is privileged to represent. Her predecessor, Suzanne
Webb, was a great friend of mine. The hon. Lady has
taken over from a fine individual, who is now contributing
in many other ways to our national life. I also pay
tribute to the hon. Member for Yeovil (Adam Dance),
who has the great good fortune of representing my
godson, a farmer in his constituency, who will no doubt
be contacting the hon. Gentleman shortly about some
of the issues that have arisen in recent days.
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I myself want to speak about those issues. Today, we
are rightly speaking about public services—the NHS,
on which we all rely, and those important elements in
our lives that keep us together, underpin our economy
and really hold us strong. But we are not just speaking
about the product, the outcome—the output of those
doctors, that money or those services. We are also
speaking about the input, because we simply cannot
have the one without the other. That is what I want to
address.

What we have seen in this Budget is not just the
largest tax rise in decades, the highest tax take since the
war and greater indebtedness, effectively burdening our
children with what we are spending today. When it
comes to the fundamental challenge, the Budget is
failing to understand how an economy works and why
the relationship between generations matters so much.
The story that the Budget tells is about a Government
who do not understand what a family, generation or
business is and do not understand why businesses investing
today need the ability to plan long-term and not just be
taxed halfway through.

The point is seen most obviously in the tax on farming
and on the inheritability of farming property. The truth
is that farms are unlike many businesses; they cannot
simply be salami-sliced in the hope that they will survive.
That just does not work. Individuals end up being
forced to decide not just to pay the 20% that the
Government ask for but to sell the 100% to liquidate the
assets required. That is injecting a dangerous short-termism
into the economy.

The truth is that the Government can really only do
two things. The first, really important thing is to keep us
safe. We all know that the first job of government is
national defence and national security. But the second
thing, often overlooked, is the ability to extend time
horizons. It is very difficult for individuals to have time
horizons beyond a certain point. In early human existence,
the horizon was a harvest or a season; in the Anglo-Saxon
period, people may have got it to a generation or
possibly even a reign. But the genius of the industrial
age and our democratic age has been to extend that time
horizon over generations. We have done that through
the rule of law and through understanding taxation and
the predictability of an economy. We have done it
because we have understood that if parents invest,
children, grandchildren and great-grandchildren can
reap the rewards.

What the Government have done, I am afraid, is to
reverse that. They have shortened the time horizon and
assumed that people—all our citizens—are not investors
in the future, but employees of today. That fundamental
misunderstanding of what it is to grow an economy is
why this Budget is so bad.

Paul Waugh (Rochdale) (Lab/Co-op): Will the right
hon. Gentleman give way?

Tom Tugendhat: As the hon. Gentleman is an old
friend, I will—for one minute.

Paul Waugh: I thank the right hon. Gentleman on the
Tory Benches, which are singularly understaffed right
now. But it is the almost criminal levels of understaffing
in our NHS that affects most of our constituents. He is
an honourable gentleman, so does he not feel a sense of

shame that, every single day in our NHS, midwives,
doctors and nurses cannot fill their staff rotas? They
cannot do the job that they want to do and that we need
them to do.

Tom Tugendhat: It is a pleasure to hear the hon.
Gentleman, who has come off the fence and now has a
seat; he can express his views freely. What fills me with
sorrow is when I look at the future—when I look at the
businesses that have invested so hard in places such as
Tonbridge and now cannot pass that on over generations
and over time. The investment timeline is being reduced
and so is the growth. Do not just take my word for
it—the Office for Budget Responsibility, the National
Farmers Union and every business in this country have
been clear on the point. The Government are not just
taking the eggs from the golden goose; they are slaughtering
the goose by trying to get the eggs out quicker. That
simply does not work.

We all know what is going to happen next: the
Government are going to have to come back for more.
We just need to look at the predictions by various
financial bodies over the last few days, which have been
talking about our running out of the money raised in
the Budget in the next two or three years. We know why
that is going to happen. This Budget is not investing—worse
than that, it is not encouraging investing. It is trying to
exploit.

Sarah Smith (Hyndburn) (Lab): As a member of the
Government at the time of the disastrous mini-Budget,
does the right hon. Gentleman seriously expect us to
take lessons from him on how we grow the economy,
return to economic stability and get the desperately
needed investment into our public services that his
Government failed to deliver for the past 14 years?

Tom Tugendhat: The hon. Lady can play politics if
she likes; I am trying to think about the future of the
country.

Dyson, who was not in any Government, is pointing
out the problems being raised. Minette Batters, who
was not in any Government, is pointing out the problems
being raised.

Mr Perkins: Will the right hon. Gentleman give way?

Tom Tugendhat: No, not just now.

The truth is that what we are seeing is a level of
short-termism. That is completely clear in agriculture
and industry, but the tragedy is that it is also clear in
education. A great privilege of being the MP for Tonbridge
is that I represent some of the finest schools in this
country—others may claim that title, but I know that I
speak the truth when I say that. Many of those schools
are grant-maintained in different ways; others are private.
They are, in many ways, a web of education that works
extremely well together in our community. Some, such
as Hillview School for Girls—a fantastic school at
which I was privileged to be on the governing board—are
state schools, while others, such as the Judd school, are
grammar schools, and one, Tonbridge school, is private.

The truth is that the 20% plus business rates—I think
the extra cost that will now fall on private schools
comes to about 40%—means that every single kid in my
constituency will have to pay for the VAT in some way.
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Either they will have to pay for it because fees go up, or
they will pay for it because class sizes are larger. I am
afraid that the schools will not be able to swallow the
costs, so we will see pressure all the way through.

Lizzi Collinge: Will the right hon. Gentleman give
way?

Tom Tugendhat: I will not, because I have been asked
to be quick.

That is not just a burden on those kids, but a rejection
of the relationship between family members in their
willingness and desire to invest in the future.

I know that the Labour Government claim that the
only way for investment to be done is by the state, that
the only thing that really matters is when that is done by
a bureaucrat and a civil servant, that the only thing that
really counts is when the Government pay for it. But we
know that is simply not true. We know that business
and the freedom to invest, plan and forecast are what
make an economy grow. Sadly, the Government have
tried to nationalise the future, shorten the time horizon
and make us all pay for it. That is why growth is falling,
taxes are rising and the future is made worse again and
again under Labour.

2.52 pm

Kate Osborne (Jarrow and Gateshead East) (Lab): I
congratulate all hon. Members making their maiden
speeches today, especially my regional colleague, my
hon. Friend the Member for Sunderland Central (Lewis
Atkinson).

I am proud that, while making history as the first ever
woman to deliver a Budget, our Chancellor honoured a
true hero of my constituency: Jarrow’s “Red Ellen”
Wilkinson. Ellen was a remarkable politician and trailblazer
for women everywhere. It is about time that we had
some recognition of women in this place, and I am
pleased that the Chancellor has made a start on the
artwork, with the fabulous picture of Ellen on the wall
in 11 Downing Street. We need many more pictures of
women trailblazers across Parliament.

The Budget shows that we are a Government who
will work for the people. There is a lot to celebrate,
including the largest ever increase in carer’s allowance,
closing inheritance tax loopholes, additional funding
for further education, increasing the national minimum
wage, investing in breakfast clubs, record investment in
the NHS, ensuring that former mineworkers get the
money that was kept from their pensions, which is
hugely important to my constituents, and setting aside
funding for the contaminated blood scandal, as well as
for the victims of the Horizon scandal, for which I have
long campaigned with my constituent Chris Head.

I will continue to push for people to be held to
account for their role in the Horizon scandal, and for a
speedy resolution so that outstanding claims are paid in
full. Nothing should stand in the way of victims finally
getting justice. They should not have been left waiting
decades by the Conservatives. Someone might think
from the contributions of Conservative Members that
the last 14 years had never happened, but our public
services are at the point of collapse, no youth centres
are left, school buildings are crumbling, the NHS is in

crisis and the economy was crashed because of the
Conservatives’ gross incompetence and deliberate
mismanagement, as they put their cronies over the
people of this country. Finally, we can move on from
14 years of Conservative destruction of our communities.
In this Budget, the poorest households gain the most
and the wealthiest pay the most. That shows the difference
that a Labour Government can and will make.

Of course, I wish we could have done much more. I
wish the Budget had been able to lift the two-child
benefit cap. I wish we had been able to right the injustice
for women from the Women Against State Pension
Inequality Campaign. I wish we could have increased
the pension credit threshold. I wish we could have
invested more in our local authorities. However, let us
be very clear: the fact that we cannot do any of that is
entirely down to the Conservative party.

As chair of the north-east all-party parliamentary
group, I know that transport is one of our most important
challenges, alongside employment opportunities and
investment. Although I will celebrate the clear wins, I
will continue to work with Government Front Benchers
to ask for more investment to improve the lives of
people in the north-east, particularly my Jarrow and
Gateshead East constituents.

2.55 pm

Gavin Robinson (Belfast East) (DUP): It is a pleasure
to follow the hon. Member for Jarrow and Gateshead
East (Kate Osborne). In reflecting on the maiden speeches
that we have heard this afternoon, I will just add a comment
to what the hon. Member for Yeovil (Adam Dance) said
in his Titanic analogy. As the Member of Parliament
for Belfast East, I always remind folks that Titanic was
built by Ulstermen but navigated by Englishmen. I wish
him well.

I delayed my contribution to the debate until today in
the hope that we might have reached the point where
there would perhaps be less politics and a bit more
accurate reflection on the challenges we face as a country
and on how to proceed. I am pleased that the Chief
Secretary to the Treasury is here, because he is a man of
substance and he understands the challenges that we all
face. One of the most accurate descriptions of the Budget
so far has been the “sugar rush”: something that will
make us feel good immediately—an initial injection of
cash into public services over the coming years—but
which then peters out. The benefit of that sugar rush
peters out, we hit a low and crave more in years 3 and 4,
but, without sufficient growth, the means will not be
there to pay for it.

I say that not with any glee, but as a genuine challenge
on how we invest in public services—rightly—in a way
that will produce private growth, because it will be that
private growth that allows investment in the years to
come. From a Northern Ireland perspective, the Chief
Secretary to the Treasury will know that there has been
no resolution to get our finances on to a firm foundation.
“Fixing the foundations” is what we hear from the
Government. The negotiations that we had with the
previous Government saw a considerable injection of
cash.

The debate today is about health. On pay parity,
NHS workers in Northern Ireland—the nurses, doctors
and auxiliary staff—and the carers outside in the social
care settings, are not paid like for like compared with
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their colleagues in England, Scotland and Wales. We
obtained money to achieve pay parity just one year ago,
yet it is in danger of being broken. We secured money
for Northern Ireland to achieve stability under the
previous Government, but are told to use it for years 2
and 3 to maintain parity for such important workers.
That does not work, and I had hoped for more from the
Labour Government. I hope that the Chief Secretary to
the Treasury will continue to engage in those discussions.

Some political decisions feel right when they are
taken but will not be easily forgotten by a jaded electorate.
The removal of the winter fuel payment is one of them;
the decision on inheritance tax for family farms is
another. Those decisions will rest long in the minds of
constituents who placed their trust in the Government.
Labour Members have joyfully repeated all their party’s
enthusiastic lines, but those constituents will not forget
the damage and the pain caused by the decisions associated
with this Budget.

Madam Deputy Speaker, I had hoped for more. I
cannot be churlish and not recognise the investment in
public finances that is in the Budget, but it is not going
to encourage us along a positive path. There are challenges
ahead, and politically and collectively—irrespective of
our party outlook or differences—we are going to have
to engage with those challenges more thoughtfully in
the future.

2.59 pm

Sarah Smith (Hyndburn) (Lab): This Budget provides
absolute clarity that the Government are focused on
putting working people back at the heart of economic
decision making. This is most evident in the Chancellor’s
decision to protect and support public services, enabling
the Government to kick-start a mission-led approach to
reform. Let us be frank: this Government have inherited
public services that are falling apart at the seams, and
we know that our constituents deserve better. I commend
the Chancellor and Treasury Ministers for taking the
difficult decisions that will raise £9 billion per year by
the end of the forecast to support public services. The
tax decisions that have been taken are difficult, but I
thank Ministers for being transparent, as restoring economic
stability to put the country back on a trajectory of
growth is essential.

It is important to highlight that investing money in
our valuable public services is also about securing growth
in the long term, as my right hon. Friend the Chief
Secretary to the Treasury has remarked. Enabling a
worker to get a quicker GP appointment so that they
can return to work sooner, or supporting a parent who
wants to take a job that starts an hour earlier by giving
them access to a breakfast club before school, supports
growth. In my constituency of Hyndburn alone, the
impact of the past 14 years of economic failure is that
over 7,000 children are living in families that face absolute
poverty. Investment in people and public services has
real economic payback, as well as being the right thing
to do. Members on the notably empty Conservative
Benches refuse to say what choices they would make
differently. Would they choose to not invest in public
services, to not lift children out of poverty, or to not get
the public finances back on a firm footing?

The increase in the national minimum wage is also
welcomed by many of my constituents in Hyndburn
and Haslingden, who work tirelessly to support their

families and the local community in skilled but often
undervalued jobs, whether in retail, in hospitality or in
care. Currently in my constituency, though, we are
facing entrenched problems due to a lack of investment
in our public services. Most obviously, we face the
closure of our highly valued Accrington Victoria hospital
due to the fact that the building is now entirely unsafe
for both patients and staff. Neglecting public services
leads to real consequences, and my constituents have
been left to pay the price for the Conservatives’ dereliction
of their duty to manage health services sustainably.

I therefore particularly welcome the Government’s
announcement of a £1 billion investment to reduce the
backlog of critical NHS maintenance. If that money
had been available previously, and if maintaining NHS
facilities at a local level had been a priority for the
former Government, we might not have ended up in this
unforgiveable situation. Is the Minister able to share
any further information on that funding, and will he or
a member of the Health team meet me to discuss how
we can work to ensure that Accrington’s health services
are both retained locally and aligned with this Government’s
national strategy for community-based provision?

3.3 pm

Jess Brown-Fuller (Chichester) (LD): I start by recognising
that this Government face an enormous challenge in
clearing up the mess of a decade of Conservative
mismanagement in this country, and that failure is nowhere
more apparent than in our NHS and care sector. Every
day, thousands of patients across the country face
agonisingly long waits, often in severe pain, just to see a
GP or get an appointment with a dentist.

Yesterday, I met a constituent whose 45-year-old
husband—a well-loved, energetic and creative man—never
regained consciousness after being left in the A&E
waiting room of my local hospital for six hours after
suffering a brain haemorrhage. James Palmer-Bullock
leaves behind three wonderful children, a loving wife
and a devastated community. His wife’s request to me
was to ensure that no family ever suffers the same
neglect again. I hope the Secretary of State will meet me
to discuss the experience that my constituent faced and
what can be done to prevent it in future.

New funding for day-to-day spend in the NHS is
welcomed across this House, and it is desperately needed
if we are ever to address the crisis in the NHS. However,
there is no point in pouring money into a leaky bucket if
that money does not get where it needs to go.

Bradley Thomas (Bromsgrove) (Con): It is not just
public services that we need to focus on: the third sector
provides vital services that many of our constituents
rely on, particularly children’s hospices. I would like to
highlight to the House the Acorns children’s hospice in
my constituency, which provides vital support to many
local families in a really acute moment of need. In 2019,
NHS England decided to increase the children’s hospice
grant—

Madam Deputy Speaker (Caroline Nokes): Order.
That intervention was far too long.

Jess Brown-Fuller: I thank the hon. Member for his
intervention. He will be pleased to know that I am
going to mention hospices later in my speech.
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To fix the NHS, we must fix both the front and the
back door. Taking the pressure off secondary care can
only be achieved by properly funding primary care.
That is why the decision to increase employer’s national
insurance contributions is a significant mistake, as it
risks worsening the crisis in the NHS and care sector.
Increasing that rate will drive up GP surgery costs,
significantly raising the annual expense of GP practices.
Those practices are not eligible for the employment
allowance that protects our small employers, so surgeries
in Chichester and across the country will bear the full
weight of that rise—a burden that they and my constituents
simply cannot afford. Surgeries such as Southbourne
surgery, Langley House surgery and Selsey medical
practice have already reached out to me with concerns
about their ability to continue providing services amid
those financial challenges. They all agree that this increase
will directly undermine patient access and care.

Charities have long suffered the burden of failing
statutory services. Chichester boasts some of the most
amazing charitable organisations, and one of the great
pleasures of my role is to spend time with the people at
the heart of those organisations. Charities such as
Stonepillow, which works to prevent homelessness in
our area, face an increase in costs of £125,000. I also visited
St Wilfrid’s hospice after the Budget announcement—an
incredible hospice that provides palliative care for hundreds
of people every year, both in the hospice and in the
community. It now faces an increased bill of £175,000—
money that it needs to find annually, with only 17% of its
annual budget covered by the NHS. I urge the Government
to consider exempting the health and social care sector
from the national insurance rise, so that the Treasury is
not giving with one hand and taking with the other.

3.7 pm

Mr Toby Perkins (Chesterfield) (Lab): I would like to
start by saying how happy I am, after 14 years in this
place, to finally be responding to a Budget from a
Labour Chancellor. That that Labour Chancellor is
also the first woman to hold the position is a source of
tremendous pride to me, and to many of us on the
Labour Benches.

This is a Budget that will begin the long task of
national repair and renewal after 14 years of steady
decline. If anyone was left in any doubt about whether
the Conservative party might have some useful insights
to offer, this debate should have ended that misconception
once and for all. First, we had the right hon. Member
for Tatton (Esther McVey), who was the Conservatives’
Minister for common sense—no wonder they lost. Then we
had the right hon. Member for Tonbridge (Tom Tugendhat),
who they got rid of because he was not right-wing
enough. We know that the Conservative party will not
be able to help us, so we must crack on alone, and the
truth is that we have a huge amount of work to do.

The right hon. Member for Tonbridge did say one
thing that I agreed with: that in order to get growth, we
need private sector investment. Of course we do—prior
to coming into this place, I ran my own business, and
this whole Budget is predicated on getting growth and
working with the private sector to do so. All our plans
for energy development require consistency so that the
private sector can invest. Nobody disputes that, but

what we also need is public services that work. As
someone who has employed people for most of the last
25 years or so, I know that you do not get a good
workforce if your staff are living in poverty. It is not
progressive politics to say that we are supporting people
to be in work if they have to visit the food bank on the
way home. We need an economy that works for everyone,
and this Budget strikes the right tone.

We have a proud history of coalmining in Chesterfield,
and its legacy can be found to this day. I am very
pleased that my right hon. Friend the Chancellor has
ended the historic injustice of the mineworkers’ pension
scheme, with more than £1 billion being returned to
112,000 former coalminers—the right decision.

I am sad to say that I have the dubious honour of
representing a constituency that, under the Conservative
county council, was dubbed the pothole capital of the
UK. We are very glad in Derbyshire that the Government
will put in an extra £500 million to tackle the scourge of
potholes, and I hope that Derbyshire county council
will now start filling in Chesterfield’s countless potholes.

The increase in the national minimum wage, or living
wage, is another policy that will support economic
growth. If we give money to people who have nothing,
they will spend it in our economy. If huge inheritances
are passed on, as the Conservatives want, that money is
not spent in the same way in the economy. There are
issues for some family farms, and those need to be
explored, but the vast majority of farmers will not be
affected. Conservative Members mentioned James Dyson,
who is a brilliant inventor, but why did he suddenly find
such attraction in buying up huge amounts of farmland?
They should pull the other one.

The Budget makes a start in getting our country back
on the road to growth, repairing the appalling damage
that has been done to our national health service,
supporting the army of carers who also support our
NHS and, finally, ensuring that at the very bottom of
our economy we start to make work pay.

3.12 pm

Alex Easton (North Down) (Ind): Like the proverbial
curate’s egg, the Budget has its good parts, but significant
issues remain. While I appreciate the additional funding
for policing in Northern Ireland, it must be emphasised
that that does not resolve the structural underfunding
of the Police Service of Northern Ireland that has
persisted since 2010, nor does it alleviate the problem of
recruitment, which has reached crisis point.

I warmly welcome the £1.5 billion allocated to Northern
Ireland, but it is essential that that funding is utilised
prudently and effectively by the Northern Ireland Executive.
It is unacceptable that we face the highest waiting lists
for healthcare services in the United Kingdom.

Because of time constraints, I shall concentrate on
three critical areas: GP practices, inheritance tax for
farmers and the winter fuel payments for pensioners. GP
practices are struggling. Where will they find the funds
to cover the increased national insurance contributions
for employers? They are not eligible for the employment
allowance, and it is unacceptable to take resources away
from patient care. The Chancellor must be aware of the
latest research from the Library that shows that more
than 5 million people in a survey—about a quarter—cannot
get through to their GPs. The additional burden will
add further financial pain to a broken service.
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The proposed change to inheritance tax will severely
impact farmers, with estimates suggesting that more
than 70% of farmers will be affected. That contradicts
the Government’s projections and puts the future of
farming in jeopardy. I urge the Chancellor to heed the
concerns of the Ulster Farmers Union and the National
Farmers Union. Our food security is dwindling, currently
standing at 62%. We cannot afford industrial action
from our farming community, who are already facing a
financial crisis. Farming must be made viable.

While additional funding was hoped for to support
pensioners’ winter fuel payments, the Chancellor has
failed to deliver. We now face the grim reality of pensioners,
many of whom just exceed the pension credit limit,
being left in the cold, despite having worked all their
lives. That is plainly wrong and it is why I will not
support the Budget. In voting against it, I want to make
it clear to the Chancellor that the situation for pensioners,
businesses and farmers is not just bad in parts; it is
downright rotten. Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.

3.14 pm

Lizzi Collinge (Morecambe and Lunesdale) (Lab): I
have been sat here gobsmacked by Conservative Members’
lack of comprehension of what has happened over the
last 14 years to our public services. I see that the priority
of the right hon. Member for Tonbridge (Tom Tugendhat)
is quoting billionaires who are worried about paying a
bit more tax. Those are the Conservatives’ priorities.

Last month, I held a constituency surgery in one of
my large villages, and people told me about the difficulty
they had getting appointments there. When people have
to travel between villages, and there is one bus an hour
at most, it really makes a difference where an appointment
is. The lack of home village appointments leaves my
constituents at risk of their conditions worsening, and
goes against everything that we know to be best for
patients and the NHS—early help, at the right place
and at the right time. Down in Morecambe and Heysham,
even though transport is a bit better, getting an appointment
can feel like a lottery, because services are having to
triage patients to find which cases are the most urgent.
Our residents are travelling too far, waiting too long
and getting more poorly as they wait.

Last week’s Budget gave me hope, not only that the
NHS will get the investment it needs, but that finally the
people in charge have the integrity and the skills to dig
us out of the mess; they are unafraid of listening to experts,
unafraid of making long-term decisions and unafraid
to stand up for patients—the people who matter.

The Budget also showed us that the Government will
invest wisely in the NHS. Some people say, “You can’t
just throw money at it,” and they are right—look at
what happened with the investment from the last
Government: nothing. That is because the people in
charge were fundamentally unable to organise, at either
a strategic or practical level. They were unable to join
the dots. Local safety initiatives, while very welcome,
were brought in to try to tackle what were fundamentally
national issues. Those issues included the vacancy rates,
the sickness rates, and the increasing complexity of
patients’ issues, caused by our being a nation in poorer
health as a direct result of austerity. So no, it is not just
a case of more money, but sometimes it is about money.
Money invested wisely can make a difference. If creaking

digital infrastructure means that medics spend more
time rebooting computers than treating patients, investment
is needed, and that is what the Budget provides.

The Budget also fulfils our commitment to accessing
the latest diagnostics and treatments. Through my health
scrutiny role in Lancashire, I know that thrombectomy,
a life and brain saving treatment suitable for about
10% of people who have strokes, is not available 24/7 in
all areas. When I was scrutinising that care pathway, people
needed to be lucky enough to have a stroke on a weekday
morning to get a thrombectomy. In February 2022, my
grandma had a devastating stroke on a Friday night,
and I sat with the knowledge that she would not have
access to that treatment, even if she could benefit from
it. I cannot describe the pain that caused me, and it is
pain that my constituents and people across the country
feel every day. We have a health system that has been
systematically undermined for 14 years. A recent national
report showed that fewer than half of the people who
could benefit from a thrombectomy get one, and that is
not good enough.

3.18 pm

Mr Will Forster (Woking) (LD): I am surprised to be
called so quickly, so thank you, Madam Chair. I was
really pleased by the statement that the Secretary of
State is looking at how to compensate those in the
health and social care sector for national insurance
rises. I have in my constituency Central Surrey Health, a
not-for-profit, employee-owned group. It serves much of
Surrey, and it stands to lose £500,000 as a result of the
proposed changes. It delivers community services across
Woking and Surrey, including most of the services in
my constituency. It would be awful if we lost services as
a result of measures introduced by the Government in a
Budget that is supposed to invest in the NHS. I welcome
the Government’s investment in the NHS, but they
must not make the mistake of increasing national insurance
on social care firms, health partners and GPs.

I am concerned about the elephant in the room:
social care. Local authorities and our health system are
really struggling, but social care helps to fix things. It is
a more efficient use of our money to invest in social care
and prevention than spend on primary care in hospitals.
The Government are rightly investing in the NHS, but
they have failed to invest in our social care system.
Surrey county council is under huge pressure, and Woking
borough council has effectively gone bankrupt. It is
reported that without further support, almost 50% of
local authorities could go under. If the Government do
not invest in social care, I fear that they will make the
mistakes that the Conservatives made, which we do not
want. We need to invest in social care, so I hope that the
Government will agree to a cross-party social care
agreement that tackles those issues.

I want to touch on the cost of living. The Government
have to turn around an awful record from the previous
Government. They have introduced some good measures
and have suggested that they would increase the tax
threshold—something for which we have long campaigned
—but I am concerned about the national insurance
rises, which will hit small businesses hard. I met many
small businesses this morning in Woking, and they are
really concerned about the impact of those rises. I like
the rhetoric from the Prime Minister and the Government
about this being a Government of service, and a
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Government who want to promote growth. They are
using the correct wording, but good rhetoric needs to be
followed up with good announcements. The Government
say that they are going for growth, but their actions do
not support that. They are ignoring Brexit, they are
ignoring social care, which undermines our local authorities,
and they are undermining small businesses.

The Budget is better than the Budgets of the previous
Government, but that is nothing to shout about. It
should be a lot better for my constituents in Woking,
and for constituents of Members across the House.

Madam Deputy Speaker (Caroline Nokes): There will
be a reduction in the time limit to three minutes after
the next speaker. A note: when I am in the Chair in the
Chamber, I am Madam Deputy Speaker, not Madam
Chair; that is for Westminster Hall, or when the Chamber
is in Committee. I call Richard Burgon.

3.22 pm

Richard Burgon (Leeds East) (Ind): The Budget is a
welcome break from more than a decade of austerity,
and especially from the Tories’ slash-and-burn plans
announced at their last Budget, which would have meant
even more deep cuts. It is good to see public investment
being emphasised, as that is key not only to rebuilding
our public services but to driving growth and better
living standards. Likewise, the boost in day-to-day spending
for public services over the next couple of years is
welcome—for example, we are funding 40,000 extra
NHS appointments a week and recruiting 6,500 new
teachers. Having campaigned against poverty pay for
many years, I welcome the boosts in the minimum wage,
although there is more to be done.

The Budget included positive measures for those like
me who want the wealthiest and tax dodgers to be made
to pay their fair share. That is why we have heard so
much squealing from the Tories and the right-wing
press in recent days. It seems that defending the super-rich
is the main reason why they get out of bed in the
morning. Progressive taxes, achieved by ending the non-dom
scheme—why on earth would they have a problem with
that?—having higher capital gains taxes, and extending
the windfall tax on oil and gas profits, are what we need
to fund our services. We need more of that, because
public services need more funding. The increases announced
in the Budget, after the initial boost over the next
couple of years, will not be enough to repair the damage
done by a decade of Tory cuts. The Government should
grasp the nettle and introduce a series of wealth taxes,
starting with a 2% tax on wealth above £10 million,
which would raise billions more for our public services.

I would have liked the Budget to do more on tackling
poverty. I am concerned that real-term cuts to benefits
next year appear to be planned. That must not happen,
and disabled people must not be subjected to more cuts
and attacks. The two-child limit needs to go, fast. A
Labour Government should eradicate child poverty,
not allow more children to fall into poverty. The last
Labour Government lifted many children out of poverty,
and that is what we want to see again. The winter fuel
allowance cut should be reversed. That cut makes no
sense morally, politically or even economically, and it is
not too late to think again and scrap it.

The Budget is a welcome break from a decade of
austerity. It contains progressive tax measures, but more
needs to be done now and going forward on poverty
reduction. It was put together following the toxic inheritance
from the Conservatives. It would be good to see more
than a handful of Members on the Opposition Benches.
Who knows? They might be able to learn something.

3.25 pm

Tom Gordon (Harrogate and Knaresborough) (LD):
There are two key points that stick out in the Budget.
The first has been referenced by colleagues from across
the House, and it is the elephant in the room to which
Liberal Democrats keep referring: social care. Members
have eloquently made the point that if we do not fix
social care, we will not fix the NHS. A personal experience
of mine is a great example. A couple of years ago, my
grandfather sadly passed away. He spent the last six months
of his life bed blocking in hospital, repeatedly getting
covid and pneumonia because he could not leave hospital
and go home. I do not blame the NHS for his passing, but
if he had been better cared for with an adult social care
package at home, there might have been a different outcome.

The problem with the Budget is that while there is a
token gesture for local government, what is provided is
nowhere near enough to fix the gap in adult social care.
The House is full of Members who have worked in local
government and served as councillors, and who understand
that often more than half a budget goes on adult social
care. The problem will not be fixed by our tinkering
around the edges; we need a lot more to support social
care and the NHS.

I am worried about unintended consequences. A
couple of weeks ago, I met a constituent who is working
in the NHS. She is a single parent, and her daughter has
SEND issues. Because local authority schools in the
area could not meet her needs, she paid for her daughter
to go to an independent, fee-paying school where she
could get the support that she needed, but because of
the introduction of VAT on school fees, my constituent
will have to consider leaving the NHS and working in the
private sector, so that she can afford to keep her daughter
in that school and meet her needs. I am worried about
the wider ramifications of some of the Government’s
decisions. In this case, healthcare staff would be taken
out of the NHS because of Budget measures. I hope the
Government will reflect on that, and consider what
more can be done to ensure that we support NHS staff
in their current roles, whether that is giving them more
pay rises or more support in the workplace, or by
ensuring that someone does not have to leave their NHS
role in order to afford to keep the provision of their
daughter’s SEND needs and capabilities.

Earlier the Secretary of State made a point about
prevention. Local authorities often provide that first
line of public health prevention, but the money that
underpins that is just not enough. We know that every
pound spent saves countless more for the NHS, so I
urge the Secretary of State to take a strong approach to
prevention and invest in community pharmacies.

3.29 pm

Paul Davies (Colne Valley) (Lab): The Chancellor’s
announcement of a £22.6 billion increase in the day-to-day
health budget, and a £3.1 billion rise in the capital
budget over this year and next, marks a pivotal moment
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for our national health service. That substantial investment
underscores our Government’s unwavering commitment
to enhancing healthcare services and ensuring the wellbeing
of every citizen.

One of the most pressing issues we face is the backlog
of elective surgeries and appointments, and with waiting
lists currently at 7.6 million, that additional funding
will enable us to deliver 40,000 extra operations and
acute sector appointments each week. But this is not
just about numbers; this is about reducing the anxiety
and suffering of millions who have been waiting for
essential medical procedures. They were badly let down
by the last Government, but by addressing those delays
we are taking a significant step towards restoring public
confidence in our healthcare system. The Budget also
allocates £1.5 billion for new surgical hubs, scanners
and additional beds, which is crucial to expand treatment
capacity, particularly in emergency departments.

As a survivor of cancer, I am pleased that cancer
treatment—a critical area of concern—will see significant
improvements. The allocation of £70 million for new
radiotherapy machines will enhance our ability to treat
cancer much more effectively. That funding is testament
to our commitment to fighting that devastating disease,
and supporting those affected by it. Mental health,
which is often overlooked, receives a much-needed
£26 million boost, dedicated to opening new mental
health crisis centres. Those centres will provide critical
support to individuals who are experiencing mental
health issues, ensuring that they receive the care and
attention that they need promptly.

The Budget also includes a dedicated fund to upgrade
around 200 GP surgeries. By strengthening primary
care we can prevent minor health issues from escalating
into major problems, ultimately reducing the burden on our
hospitals. Finally, the Budget represents a comprehensive,
forward-thinking approach to healthcare. It addresses
immediate needs, while laying the foundation for a
more resilient and efficient health system. Labour Members
campaigned loud and clear at the general election for
change, and that is what the Budget has delivered.

3.32 pm

Helen Maguire (Epsom and Ewell) (LD): It is important
that we recognise how the previous Conservative
Government left the NHS in a weakened state, with
soaring GP waiting times, crumbling hospital buildings,
and promises of new hospitals that they simply could
not deliver. The Liberal Democrats welcome the
£22.6 billion of funding for the NHS, and the £3.1 billion
of capital funding for the NHS estate. However, far too
many people are struggling to get a GP appointment
when they need one, which can lead to misdiagnosis or
delays, with people often having to go to A&E instead.
It is great that the Budget includes dedicated funding to
improve GP practices, but more focus is needed on the
recruitment and training of GPs, and on ensuring that
we retain experienced GPs. It is therefore disappointing
that GP surgeries are not exempt from the rise in
employer’s national insurance, as that will ultimately
reduce the number of staff they can employ, which will
affect everyone. We need to prioritise general practice so
that more people can be treated in the community, as
that is better for individual health and will cost the
NHS less. We believe that everyone should have the
right to see a GP within seven days.

I was also disappointed that there was no specific
mention of dentistry in the Budget. Tooth decay is one
of the most common reasons for hospital admissions in
children aged between six and 10, and more than 100,000
children have been admitted to hospital with rotting
teeth since 2018. More funding is needed to guarantee
access to an NHS dentist for everyone needing urgent
and emergency care.

On the new hospital programme, hopefully one of
the new hospitals will at some point be built in our
constituency, but I was disappointed not to hear more
about that. It is good that hospitals with reinforced
autoclaved aerated concrete will be addressed urgently,
but we desperately need more details on that now.
Buildings such as St Helier hospital are simply deteriorating,
with issues such as sinking foundations, leaking roofs,
and outdated infrastructure. Epsom hospital can no
longer cope with current demand, and we urgently need
a new specialist emergency care hospital. My constituents
simply cannot wait any longer for their promised new
hospital, and the country should not be forced to fund
inefficient health provision. I look forward to hearing
from the Secretary of State in the new year with more
information about that.

Many constituents who are just above the threshold
for pension credit have contacted me about how the
lack of the winter fuel payment will affect them. It will
particularly affect those in ill health, because they need
to turn on the heating earlier and for longer. While
pensioners have been asked to apply for pension credit,
Dorah-May from Age Concern in my constituency has
contacted me. She said that applying for pension credit
is a minefield, and that is why people from Age Concern
go around all the time to help and support elderly
people with that. Charities and small businesses will
also be negatively affected by the Budget, and that is
disappointing.

I will wrap up by urging the Government to look at
raising money by reversing the Conservative tax cuts for
big banks and by asking social media giants to pay their
fair share.

3.35 pm

Lauren Edwards (Rochester and Strood) (Lab): This
Budget will improve the lives of so many of my constituents
in Rochester and Strood. They will see the benefit in
their wage slips, see the things they care most about in
their community, such as the local pub and their high
street, supported, and see their public services finally
invested in again.

Investment in the NHS through this Budget is key. It
was the No. 1 issue raised on the doorsteps in the
election and is perhaps best exemplified by the struggle
to book a GP appointment. The simplest of tasks—for
someone to seek help from a medical professional when
they are ill—was made into what felt like an impossible
task after 14 years of Conservative government. I reminded
voters many times during the election that the NHS is
always safer in Labour’s hands, so I am delighted to see
that our first Budget sets us up to meet that promise so
quickly. As others have mentioned, we have a record-
breaking £22 billion increase in day-to-day spending, a
£3.1 billion capital boost to pay for new technology and
improve our buildings, and a landmark public consultation
to set out a long-term plan for how the NHS develops
over the next decade.
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I am proud that we are a Government who have been
transparent and honest with people about our priorities
to fund that investment. The Chancellor has delivered a
Budget that protects working people and instead asks
big businesses and the well off to contribute. The Budget
does not dodge the tough choices just to get through the
next media cycle, but instead is informed by Lord Darzi’s
thorough point-in-time assessment of the state of the
NHS that was handed back to us by the Conservatives.
It lays the foundation to take the NHS from the analogue
to digital, from hospital to community-led care and
from treating sickness to focusing on prevention and
promoting good health.

Those approaches will take different forms across the
country, but I draw the Minister’s attention to the potential
for an elective care centre in the former Debenhams
store on Chatham High Street in my constituency. I
have written to the Secretary of State about this proposal,
and I would welcome a conversation about its merits,
particularly as it is a good example of the invest-to-save
model that is promoted so well in the Budget. It would
not only free up space at the Medway Maritime hospital
and help tackle waiting lists, but would have further
benefits by supporting town centre economic regeneration.

I welcome provision in the Budget for a £600 million
increase in local government spending to support social
care. Like many MPs, I have a background in local
government and I understand all too well how much the
uplift is needed.

Graham Stuart (Beverley and Holderness) (Con): Will
the hon. Lady give way?

Lauren Edwards: I have only 20 seconds left, so
apologies, but I will not. We all know that the social
care sector needs to be transformed, and I hope that
over time we can move to a more fully integrated health
and social care system in this country. Future Budgets
may be able to apply the same exemptions to charitable
care homes as happens for the NHS. That would be to
the benefit of places such as Frindsbury House in my
constituency, which is run with great care and compassion
by the Mortimer Society.

3.38 pm

Andrew George (St Ives) (LD): I have three minutes
and three quick points, on which I hope I have the
attention of the Chief Secretary to the Treasury. My
first point relates to the NHS. I welcome the introduction
to the debate by the Secretary of State for Health and
Social Care today. Certainly the Government have inherited
the worst crisis in NHS history, and they have a massive
challenge on their hands. I like how the 10-year plan has
been framed in relation to moving from hospital to
home, from sickness to prevention and so on.

The Prime Minister was right when he said that those
with the broadest shoulders should bear the greatest
burden, but the way this Government are raising tax
through national insurance is, I am afraid, hitting some
of those who will be struggling most. I hope that he will
look again at that and how the Liberal Democrats have
framed it. We propose to raise the money by reversing
the tax cut for big banks and increasing taxes on the oil
and energy giants and large social media multinationals.
Surely that would be a far better way.

In responding to questions on the impact of the
national insurance rise on GPs, hospices and care providers,
the Secretary of State clearly recognised that a mistake
was made, and I suspect that the impact was overlooked.
[Interruption.] The Chief Secretary is shaking his head,
but he really needs to address those issues, because a
crisis will continue to occur.

Graham Stuart: Will the hon. Gentleman give way on
that point?

Andrew George: I will, although the right hon. Gentleman
has only just walked into the Chamber, so I think it is
rather cheeky of him.

Graham Stuart: Cheekiness accepted. The hon.
Gentleman is quite right that the £600 million extra is
for both children and adult social care, whereas adult
social care alone is expected to have a £2.4 billion hit, so
does he agree that if the NHS, however well funded,
cannot move its patients into social care, that investment
and expenditure will not work?

Andrew George: I do, although that is rather rich of
the right hon. Gentleman when he knows that he and
his party left the country in this state.

Another issue is the housing emergency, which we
have not debated much today. I welcome the additional
£500 million that the Government announced, which
will supplement the affordable homes programme to 2026.
That is much needed. I hope that the Chief Secretary
will also address the large number of shovel-ready
projects that have planning permission and pre-development
work in place. I must declare an interest as a former
chief executive of a registered provider. I hope that the
Government will look at the impact of the significant
construction inflation we have seen over the last four
years, which is holding up many developments that
could be addressing housing need in our communities.
Only 9,500 social homes were built last year. We need a
great deal more if we are to address the serious housing
emergency.

I have a final question for the Chief Secretary—if I
may have his attention for a moment—about the
announcement of two layers of business rating that will
apply to the retail, hospitality and leisure sector. Many
holiday home owners have managed to abuse the system
by using small business rate relief. I hope that such
second homeowners will not have further opportunities
to take advantage of loopholes. Will he investigate that
and ensure that money goes into first homes rather than
second homes? I am afraid that there is a loophole in
the system.

3.42 pm

John Grady (Glasgow East) (Lab): Glasgow has the
shortest life expectancy in Scotland and in western
Europe. The people of my city, who bring me so much
joy, live shorter and less healthy lives than those anywhere
else in the UK. Far too many die too soon. They do not
get the happiness that the autumn of life brings: time
with grandchildren, time with friends and time volunteering
at a local church or a local mosque.

My constituency has some of the highest levels of
poverty in the United Kingdom. Poverty is one the
principal causes of ill health and early death. Health is
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the topic of today’s debate. Many of my constituents
cannot afford to pay for the essentials and live in
shocking housing conditions. They live every day petrified
of what tomorrow will bring. This Budget confronts
poverty. It increases the national living wage, giving a
pay rise to the lowest paid in my constituency, and gives
pensioners more than £400 this year under the triple
lock and more than £1,700 over the course of the
Parliament. This Budget makes a choice—it targets our
scare public resources at the poorest—and I support it.

My constituents rely on the Scottish NHS, but the
Scottish NHS is in crisis. Almost one in six Scots is on
an NHS waiting list.

Pete Wishart: Look at what they have done in Wales.

John Grady: I am discussing Scotland. This is a
serious topic about my constituents’ health. The waste
by the Scottish Government—hundreds of millions returned
to the EU unspent and hundreds of millions wasted on
ferries—could have been diverted to the hospitals in
Glasgow, to put beds in the Royal Infirmary, where they
are needed.

The SNP is never to blame. The 62-day cancer treatment
standard has not been met for over a decade, despite
cancer being one of Scotland’s biggest killers. I have
met countless pensioners who have been forced to pay
thousands of pounds to go private for their hip replacements
and knee operations, because the Scottish NHS waiting
lists are so long. This Budget means £1.5 billion this
year for the Scottish Government to spend on the NHS,
and an additional £3.4 billion next year.

Our Budget puts the people of Scotland first and
enables the SNP to fix the mess it has made of our
health service. With its record increase in Scottish funding,
this Budget demonstrates our commitment to Scotland.

3.46 pm

Ian Roome (North Devon) (LD): Very few hospitals
in Britain can claim to be as essential as North Devon
district hospital, which is the remotest acute hospital in
mainland England. It serves a truly massive catchment
area, spanning almost 1,200 square miles and more
than 165,000 people as far afield as Lynton in north
Devon and Bude in north Cornwall. Thousands of my
constituents would face a more than two-hour drive to
reach their next nearest trauma unit. During the tourist
season, our hospital’s emergency demand increases by a
full 20%. Yet shockingly, North Devon hospital has just
six beds in its intensive care unit, and only four elective
operating theatres—far fewer than the NHS expects for
any hospital of that size—and both are now approaching
50 years old. Its endoscopy and women and children’s
buildings are already end of life. It has a significant
backlog of £80 million of overdue maintenance costs,
half of which are categorised as critical or high risk.

North Devon district hospital was included in the
new hospital programme in 2019, but if it does not
receive the funding now, critical and acute services will
be at serious risk of service failure. There is no alternative
provision for more than 40 miles. The last Conservative
Government promised a major infrastructure upgrade
and spades in the ground by February this year. Neither
has materialised—what a surprise. Worse still, the last
Government changed the terms of reference of the

hospital’s submitted business case not once but twice,
pushing essential work on crumbling infrastructure
beyond 2030.

My local hospital has a track record of delivering
projects on time and within budget, such as the new
discharge lounge, electronic patient records and the
jubilee ward. The path ahead could not be clearer: the
business case has been submitted, the land is owned and
the rebuild has the backing of the Devon integrated
care board. The phase 1 enabling works, covering key
worker accommodation, a new road layout and an
upgraded helipad, could have been completed as soon
as April 2027. Phase 2’s clinical building, replacing
operating theatres and the old intensive care unit and
providing a replacement women and children’s centre,
should have started before the next general election.
Everything is ready to go.

The can has been kicked down the road for long enough
under the Conservatives. I really do sympathise with
this new Government and the position they find themselves
in. The only thing harder than having to deliver on their
own promises is making someone else’s good.

3.49 pm

Jas Athwal (Ilford South) (Lab): Our NHS is literally
a lifeline for so many of us across the country. Last year,
I witnessed that at first hand. From riding 85 miles on a
Sunday, I went for precautionary tests on the Monday.
To my horror, the arteries around my heart were completely
blocked. It was an incredibly difficult time for me and
my family, but the NHS was there for me: the doctor,
the cardiologist who told me the news in such a nice way
it felt as if nothing was wrong, the surgeon who operated
on me very urgently because that needed to be done
quickly due to the potential impact it could have had on
me, and the nurses who nursed me back when I needed
the care the most. Like so many in this Chamber and
across the country, the healthcare professionals—the
doctors, nurses and administrative staff—are the reason
I am able to stand here today in good health to address
the Chamber. Among them are the very neighbours
who took care of me during my time in hospital.

As Members are all too well aware, however, the NHS
is far from perfect. Tory austerity decimated the NHS
and the covid mismanagement added fuel to the burning
fire engulfing the NHS. Our waiting lists are at record
levels: 7 million people waiting for elective treatments;
10% of patients now waiting 12 hours or more in A&E;
and 350,000 people a year waiting for mental health
support. This is the worst crisis for our NHS since its
formation 76 years ago.

Protecting our NHS is crucial, so that people can get
the treatment they need, when they need it. Whether it
is a heart bypass like mine, a transplant or cancer
treatment, this Labour Budget delivers a decisive shift
from the disastrous—

Madam Deputy Speaker (Judith Cummins): Order.

Several hon. Members rose—

Madam Deputy Speaker: Order. Before I call the next
speaker, I gently remind Members that we are on a
three-minute time limit. Also, when I am standing,
Members should please sit down.
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3.52 pm

Mr Tom Morrison (Cheadle) (LD): The Liberal
Democrats have long been pushing for the Budget to be
a Budget for the NHS, so it was pleasing to see so much
investment in our national health service. The boost in
capital expenditure is particularly welcome, because
Cheadle’s local hospital, Stepping Hill, is in dire need of
support and investment. Only a few weeks ago, Stockport
NHS foundation trust released figures showing that the
maintenance bill required to bring the hospital up to
scratch was over £130 million, up from £80 million just
five years ago. The cost of the previous Government is
there for all to see.

Last year, the hospital’s out-patients building was
condemned and demolished. In March, the intensive
care unit was temporarily closed because the ceiling was
coming in. Since January, almost 10,000 people have
had to wait for longer than 12 hours in A&E. Some
70% of Stepping Hill’s estate is now classed in the
highest risk category. In fact, when I was there just a few
months ago, the incredible nurses talked me through
how on rainy days they had to place buckets down to
ensure that water coming through the roof was caught.
That is utterly shameful and my constituents are suffering.

One constituent contacted my office shortly after I
was elected to tell me about their experience. After
waiting months for a simple surgical procedure, the
partial collapse of the ICU led to their surgery being
delayed. It was then confirmed again as delayed. Then,
after it was rearranged, there was a further delay because
there were not enough beds for aftercare. Each time, the
delay seemed to be imposed last minute and out of the
blue, which of course drives uncertainty and worry not
just for my constituent but for their friends and family.

I want to put on record that this is not the fault of the
doctors and nurses. The doctors, nurses and other NHS
staff do an incredible job in the worst circumstances,
and they are suffering also. They are being forced to
work in these conditions. They are the ones who have to
break the bad news to patients when their surgeries and
appointments are cancelled, although it is rarely their
fault. Every day those staff show up and deliver the best
service that they can for their patients. The fault lies
with the Conservatives. For 14 years they sat back and
watched as Stepping Hill, like many other hospitals,
crumbled.

Graham Stuart: Will the hon. Gentleman give way?

Mr Morrison: I will carry on; I am nearly done.

For 14 years, the Conservatives ignored health
professionals and patients who were crying out for their
hospitals to be fixed. As those cries were ignored, the
problems became worse and worse. We are now facing a
repair bill of £130 million, and without urgent action
that will only become more expensive, so the new
Government must act now. I am delighted that there is a
commitment to our hospital, but they must act now and
give the patients, the staff and my constituents the hospital
that they need. If they delay further, costs will only rise
and even more parts of the building will crumble.

3.55 pm

Ms Marie Rimmer (St Helens South and Whiston)
(Lab): This Budget will deliver to communities such as
mine. May I begin by welcoming the mineworkers’

pension scheme resolution? It means that £1.5 billion of
miners’ pension payments to their fund will be distributed
among 112,000 former miners and their families. It is
absolutely right that an injustice has been corrected, for
those people have waited far too long. It is also shameful
that the last Government failed to budget for the resolution
of the Post Office Horizon and infected blood scandals,
and I applaud our Chancellor for correcting that now. I
urge the pensioners who will not receive the winter fuel
allowance—those who are just missing out—to apply
for universal credit; in St Helens, £6.5 million remains
unclaimed. I regret that we have been unable to remove
the two-child cap, or deal justice to the WASPI women.

Let me now turn to the issue of local authority
funding for adult and children’s social care. Local councils
bore the brunt of austerity; successive Government
cuts since 2010 have left them in dire straits, which
disproportionately affects the people who are most
likely to access social care. There have been increasing
pressures to find savings, which has not only cut services
and jobs but seriously limited the ability to invest in
cost-effective preventive services. Some 73% of the budget
of St Helens borough council is spent on adult and
children’s social care. I welcome the Chancellor’s 3.2%
real-terms increase in local government funding, including
the £600 million to support social care—

Graham Stuart: Will the hon. Lady give way?

Ms Rimmer: No.

It is good that, in the short term, a Labour Government
will target additional grant funding at the councils that
are most in need, but that needs to be the start of a
process that will reverse years of financial decline. For
too long, local council funding formulas have worked
against underprivileged communities, and the areas that
need funds the most often do not receive their fair
share. Sadly, that creates a downward spiral, with an
ever-increasing percentage of local government funding
being spent on social care. This is not sustainable.

As I have said, 73% of our council’s budget is spent
on social care. Moreover, the 48 members of the Special
Interest Group of Municipal Authorities are unable to
invest in their local areas in the same way as their
counterparts because of the funding formulas. One in
four households in England live in a SIGOMA council
area. At present, social care services are a postcode
lottery, and that needs to be addressed. We need a
methodology that takes actual needs into consideration,
and ensures that the funding follows. However, I applaud
the Chancellor for providing £250 million for children’s
social care and £600 million for adults.

3.58 pm

Pete Wishart (Perth and Kinross-shire) (SNP): It is a
long time since I have had the pleasure of speaking in a
Budget debate. Usually there is a bit more competition
for the opportunity to speak, but given the much-diminished
numbers present, I got this chance today.

Having been more of an observer in the past few
years, I have noticed one aspect of the Budget: the
form, the tempo and the rhythm that seem to be part of
every single Budget debate. It always starts with a high,
fevered crescendo of excitement. The Government reel
off all the staccato of freebies and giveaways. Cheers
come from the Back Benches, Order Papers are waved,
and the nation feels bamboozled by this apparent avalanche
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of largesse. Then, of course, the first cracks appear—a
negative forecast from the OBR here, bad news on the
gilt markets there. Beyond that, it all starts to fall apart.
Once the public realise what the Budget means to them
and get over the intoxication, the hangover starts and
the first opinion polls start to come out. There was one
in Scotland at the weekend, and it showed a calamitous
decline in Labour’s fortunes, just as the party was
measuring up the curtains for Bute House. It is not so
straightforward for Labour any more.

I want to do something different and actually praise
the Labour Government. I want to thank them and say,
“Well done for getting that funding for infected blood.
That’s great!” I also thank them for the extra funding
that Scotland will get—it would be churlish not to do
so. It is what we asked for, and I am really glad that they
have started to listen to us. I just wish they would do a
little bit more of that.

However, there are issues with all of this. One of the
main issues is the change in employer’s national insurance
contributions, which has caused a real problem for
some of our colleagues in Scotland, because we do not
know what we will get as a block grant. Will we be fully
funded for the national insurance contributions in our
health and policing budgets? We need to have clarity,
and the money has to be in addition to the block grant
funding, not in place of it. I would like clarity from the
Minister on that issue.

There is one local issue that I want to raise: the
levelling-up funding for Perth. Levelling-up funding
was pork barrel politics at its most gratuitous, and we
were the only city local authority that did not get one
penny from the Conservative Government. We finally
got a paltry £5 million, and we were so excited about
that. We had three shiny projects in Perth city centre
that we were going to develop. Then, of course, the
Budget came along. After we secured practically nothing
from the Conservatives, a Labour Government are taking
the money away from us. I want to hear the Government
say that they will give Perth what it is due.

Budgets are like fireworks on bonfire night: they go
up like a rocket, with lots of noise and colour, then they
come down like a damp squib. Today, the Government’s
Budget feels very much like that damp squib.

4.1 pm

Becky Gittins (Clwyd East) (Lab): I begin by welcoming
the Tobacco and Vapes Bill, particularly the part about
smoke-free spaces. For those of us with anaphylactic
allergies, vapes represent a higher risk, because clouds
of vape smoke contain allergens. We have seen the first
report of anaphylactic reactions to second-hand vape
smoke, so I very much welcome the prevention included
in the Bill.

I will move on to the Budget. There is a reason why
people across Wales overwhelmingly rejected the
Conservatism that crashed our economy, failed to fund
our public services and oversaw economic decline.
Furthermore, the Conservative Government were not
honest about the challenges that we faced. They were
not honest with farmers in Clwyd East, small business
owners, public servants or potential investors. They
spent money that was not budgeted for—the height of
irresponsibility. To say that they overpromised and
underdelivered would be a colossal understatement.

Last week, however, this Labour Government delivered
an honest Budget that gave hope to the people of Wales,
with the largest funding boost that Wales has received
since devolution: £21 billion, with a £1.7 billion Barnett
formula uplift for the Welsh Government to support the
vital public services on which my constituents rely. That
includes £250 million for capital investment. It is the
biggest Budget settlement for Wales since devolution.

We are working with the Welsh Government to invest
in our NHS and increasing the national minimum wage,
benefiting more than 70,000 workers across Wales. Some
£2.3 billion has been provided for prison expansion, to
sort out the mess that the previous Government made
of our criminal justice system. We have provided £5 billion
for the farming budget, to accompany a new veterinary
agreement that this Government are seeking in order to
cut the red tape and get Welsh food exports moving. We
have provided £100 million to support steel communities,
and £25 million to make coal tips safe.

Importantly, we are ending the injustice of the
mineworkers’ pension scheme. As someone who grew
up in a coalfield community and whose family worked
at the Point of Ayr colliery, I was proud to stand on a
manifesto pledge to return the investment reserve—
over £1 billion—to those who need and deserve it: the
former miners themselves. That means a huge amount
to the nearly 300 former mineworkers in Clwyd East.
We owe them this, and we delivered it. While the Budget
makes difficult choices, it sets us on a path to growth
and provides vital investment for Wales. It has my
full support.

4.4 pm

Claire Young (Thornbury and Yate) (LD): While this
Budget has some welcome measures, including adopting
Liberal Democrat proposals on increasing the earnings
limit for carer’s allowance, others raise serious concerns.
The previous Conservative Government left our NHS
on its knees. People in Thornbury and Yate are fed up
with struggling to get a GP appointment or register
with an NHS dentist, so I will be holding the Government
to account to ensure that the extra funding actually
delivers for patients.

On that note, I am deeply concerned about the knock-on
impacts of raising employer’s national insurance
contributions on those parts of the system that are not
in the public sector. GPs and pharmacists play a vital
role in preventive health and in detecting serious problems
early, yet because many are privately run businesses,
they will be left footing a huge new tax bill. I have been
contacted by several concerned local GP surgeries. One
told me that as it had a large number of part-time
workers who were previously exempt but will now be
eligible, the national insurance increase alone will wipe
2.5% off its top-line budget. Another told me:

“This change will have a significant financial impact on general
practices, including my own, and can only serve to directly
undermine access and patient care”.

Mr Adnan Hussain (Blackburn) (Ind): Blackburn has
the third highest number of patients per GP. Does the
Member agree that, despite the ringfencing of the funding
that GP surgeries get, the increase in national insurance
will essentially reduce the number of available appointments
at GP surgeries?
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Claire Young: That is exactly the point that my local
GP was trying to make, and I am not clear from the
Secretary of State’s earlier remarks whether this will be
addressed.

Similarly, the majority of social care providers are
privately run companies. They play a huge part in
reducing pressure on hospitals, and raising employer’s
national insurance will deal a hammer blow to struggling
providers. That is why I urge the Government to think
again and provide them with the same support they
have provided for publicly owned NHS services. They
should instead look to raise the money needed by
reversing Conservative tax cuts for the big banks, or by
asking the social media giants to pay their fair share. I
was disappointed that the Budget made little or no
reference to social care, and I urge Ministers to start
cross-party talks on social care now.

The other area that I want to touch on is flooding. I
draw the House’s attention to the letter I sent ahead of
the Budget about the need to support local authorities
to prevent and respond to flooding. My Thornbury and
Yate constituency recently endured 50% of its annual
rainfall in just one month. The council has had to
respond to that within its already overstretched budget.
While I welcome the funding for flood resilience projects,
it needs to be recognised that years of underfunding
under the last Government have left councils struggling
to maintain their infrastructure to prevent surface water
flooding.

Given more time, I would like to cover other topics,
including the concern that the additional SEND funding
will barely touch the sides, the impacts on farmers, bus
users and small businesses, and the ongoing financial
crisis in local government. Instead, I will conclude by
noting that the unintended consequences lurking in this
Budget put at risk much-needed improvements to our
public services. I hope the Government will think again
and make the right decisions now for the long term,
including fixing social care and delivering long-term
infrastructure improvements.

4.8 pm

Kevin Bonavia (Stevenage) (Lab): I want to start by
saying that we cannot and should not ever underestimate
the power and strength of the message that having our
Budget delivered by the first female Chancellor in history
sends to young women and girls across the country.
There should be no limit to their ambition.

In Stevenage and across the country, 14 years of
Conservative rule have left a crippling cost of living
crisis, record NHS waiting lists, rapidly reducing school
funding and worsening public transport. I could go on,
but I represent a town of aspiration. The people of my
town have had their ambitions and hopes dampened by
decline and held back by a broken Britain. However,
this Budget sends a clear signal that Labour has started
the work of getting politics to work for working people
again.

One of the Labour manifesto’s most fundamental
promises was to fix the foundations of our broken
public services. I recently attended a local older persons
day hosted by Stevenage borough council, where we
talked about pensioners’ priorities. The Budget maintains
the triple lock, which will be worth an extra £470 for
pensioners next year, on top of the more than £900 they
are receiving this year from the same commitment.

I spend a lot of time speaking to carers in my area
who are looking after loved ones in testing circumstances.
This Budget delivers the largest increase in the carer’s
allowance since its introduction, starting the work of
recognising the huge sacrifice they make. However, I
know that this work will be complete only when we
fundamentally reform our broken social care system,
and I very much look forward to that.

Graham Stuart: Will the hon. Gentleman give way?

Kevin Bonavia: I am afraid not.

I represent a constituency with multiple borough and
district councils that have borne the brunt of 14 years of
Government cuts. This Budget delivers £1.3 billion extra
for local councils to provide essential services that are
vital to our communities.

Fifty per cent of patients in my local NHS trust wait
longer than the target treatment times, and 31% wait
over four hours to be seen in A&E. Despite the heroism
and hard work of NHS staff, something simply has to
change. The Secretary of State for Health and Social
Care has made the brave decision to stand up and fight
for our NHS, boldly supported by our Chancellor. I
greatly welcome the shift in focus from sickness to
prevention, from analogue to digital, and from hospital
to community. This crisis cannot be fixed in one Budget,
and it may even take a few Budgets, but at least now
there is hope where there was none before.

4.11 pm

Sarah Gibson (Chippenham) (LD): Since the Budget,
many healthcare providers in my constituency have told
me how worried they are about last week’s announcement.
These healthcare providers, which include GP surgeries,
dental practices, healthcare operators and pharmacies,
are small businesses operating in the heart of our
communities. They did so much with so little over the
last 14 years under the Conservatives.

Although I welcome the increased investment, this
Labour Budget was supposed to be a breath of fresh air
for primary care and for our health service. Instead, our
GPs, pharmacists and dentists feel taken for granted.
They feel let down, and they are scared.

The rise in employer’s national insurance contributions
and the lowering of the earnings threshold is life-threatening
for GP practices such as Rowden surgery in Chippenham.
They do not have the profit margins to absorb these
costs, and they cannot pass them on to their clients.
Because they are designated as public authorities, they
are not even eligible for the employment allowance,
meaning that they will bear the full weight of this rise in
employment costs, which they simply cannot afford.

A GP practice partner in my constituency told me
over the weekend, “I love my job. I have never regretted
becoming a GP until this week. Now I am seriously
contemplating my future in this role.” This GP is one of
eight partners in their practice, which delivers care to
19,000 patients in my constituency, but the financial
pressure on them is bleak. If our GPs cannot afford to
run their practice because of this Budget, they will have
to reduce services, lose staff or, worse, cease to exist. My
constituency cannot bear the loss of a single GP, let
alone a whole practice. Will the Minister consider meeting
me to look at options for mitigating the increased costs
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faced by GPs in my constituency due to the rise in
national insurance contributions and the lowering of
the earnings threshold for surgeries like Rowden?

4.14 pm

Peter Lamb (Crawley) (Lab): I am grateful for being
called to speak in the Budget debate, particularly during
this discussion of the UK’s most beloved national
institution. The NHS may be well loved, but unfortunately
it has not been well cared for over the past 14 years—and
don’t we all know it: our inboxes are filled with messages
from people crying out for our support in getting the
treatment that they desperately need. All the data shows
the problems. In my area, we are more than four times
over the NHS national target rate for people waiting in
A&E for over four hours. Elective operations are being
cancelled at the last minute. In the first quarter of 2010,
when the last Labour Government were in power, just
75 such operations were cancelled in my area, but
520 operations were cancelled in the first quarter of
this year. That shows the scale of the problem that we
face.

We know from personal experience—from whenever
we come into contact with the health service—that
NHS workers bend over backwards to try to make
things work for us, often when they are in overtime, but
mistakes and delays are inevitable in an organisation
that has been systematically under-resourced. NHS workers
need a Government who are on their side. In this
Budget, we are providing exactly that by delivering a
£22.6 billion increase in NHS funding, with 40,000 new
elective appointments per week, and new surgical hubs
and scanners. That will get on with the job of clearing
the Conservatives’ backlog.

I found some of the comments made by Conservative
Members deeply surprising. They are best summed
up by what the right hon. Member for Tonbridge
(Tom Tugendhat) said. He wrings his hands for millionaire
families, but was perfectly happy to see child poverty
grow to include over a third of children in the UK.
Conservative Members talk of the Budget plunging
people into debt, when they racked up £2.6 trillion of
debt—three times the amount they inherited from the
Labour Government. They talk about the amount of
tax on businesses while ignoring the fact that working
people in the UK have never been more highly taxed
than under the last Government. They talk about being
on the side of businesses, but ignore the fact that a
Prime Minister who they put into office used a very rude
four-letter word to say what he thought about businesses
in this country. When it comes to NHS investment,
there is one thing that we can all rally around: it is
desperately needed for research on the collective amnesia
of Conservative Members.

While the Chief Secretary to the Treasury is in the
Chamber, it would be remiss not to mention that Crawley
could do with a brand new acute hospital, if they are
being dished out. However, as this Government do not
tend to promise hospitals and then not put any funding
aside for delivering them, I will leave that debate for the
future. The services that we have need to deliver for
patients once more. The Darzi report has shown us the
way forward, and this Budget puts us back on course to
deliver the world-class, cradle-to-grave health service
that Labour Members gave to the country in the 1940s,
that Labour Members rescued in the 1990s, and that

Members here will save again in the 2020s. If Conservative
Members wish to save that service, they are perfectly
welcome to join us in the Division Lobby later in the
week.

4.17 pm

Joe Robertson (Isle of Wight East) (Con): This is not
a Budget for growth. On the Treasury’s own figures,
growth will decline from 2% next year for the rest of the
decade. On the OBR’s analysis, this Budget is inflationary.
It is not on small businesses that the responsibility
should land. Small businesses employ people. Small and
medium-sized businesses drive the UK economy. If we
tax them, we tax growth. If we tax their greatest assets—the
people who work for them—then we take away employment
opportunities for hard-working people.

I will talk more substantively about the dire impact of
the Budget on health and social care, including health
and social care providers that are not part of the NHS.
The increase in employer’s national insurance contributions
will cause great difficulty and hardship for GP practices;
charities, including hospices; dentists; pharmacies, which
are crucial providers of health services; and social care
providers. Those organisations, charities and businesses
thought that they might have a friend in a Labour
Government, but I assure Government Members that
they do not feel as though the Labour Government are
a friend right now. I have been speaking to those in GP
practices in my constituency on the Isle of Wight. One
said:

“Our increase in tax from this Budget is the equivalent of the
salary of a practice nurse. There will be no new practice nurse
for us.”

Graham Stuart: Does my hon. Friend agree that no
one would think less of the Government if they listened
to these arguments, heard the message and changed?
For instance, there is the message about social care
being hit by £2.5 billion of extra costs. The £600 million
that has been given to local authorities will not cover
those costs. If the Government simply listened and
changed, people would think much better of them, and
we would have a social care system that supported the
NHS, rather than one that stops the NHS being able to
do what it needs to do.

Joe Robertson: I agree with my right hon. Friend. In
fact, there has been one common theme running through
this debate: GP practices, charities such as hospices,
dentists, pharmacists and social care providers are all
being taxed by this Government. At a time when they
need Government most, these providers find increased
pressure on their ability to employ and provide services
to the British people. There would be no shame if the
Labour Government were to do something about this
gross problem with their own Budget.

Moving on to social care, the Secretary of State for
Health and Social Care said that there would be no
more money for the NHS without reform, yet the
Chancellor provides £22 billion for day-to-day spending
unattached to reform. She and the Secretary of State
are giving the equivalent of just 2.5%—£600 million—of
that £22 billion for social care. That is a tiny fraction,
yet the biggest reform that our NHS needs is fairer
funding for social care. Money would be better spent on
relieving the pressure on hospitals, and getting people
out of hospital beds who do not need or want to be there,
but who have nowhere safe to go to. Through this Budget,
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[Joe Robertson]

social care providers not only face the full burden of
increased national insurance contributions, as employers,
but receive a small fraction of the funding that the NHS
receives. I urge the Government to go back to the
drawing board and provide for our GPs, dentistry,
pharmacies, hospices and social care.

4.22 pm

Tim Roca (Macclesfield) (Lab): The first Labour
Budget in 14 years needs us to take a clear-eyed view of
what has been inherited. Looking at the Conservative
legacy for our country, we see: terrible, almost non-existent,
average earnings growth; lower productivity per worker
hour than in every G7 country besides Italy; GDP per
capita growth stalling for the longest time since the end
of the war; record debt; high taxes; and poor public
services. The lack of growth in real wages is unprecedented
in the last 200 years of British economic history. That is
the Conservatives’ record, and that is what they have to
face up to.

Particularly savage, as hon. Members have pointed
out, were the cuts to public investment. The Conservative
Government inherited a debt-to-GDP ratio in 2010
of 65%. Ten years later, pre-covid, it was 83%. The
Conservative Government promised to eliminate the deficit
in 2010; then they promised to eliminate it in the 2015
and 2017 elections; and then they gave up the ghost
entirely in the 2019 election. After that dazzling record,
we were treated to the Liz Truss magic—Liz, a prophet
currently not recognised in her own land. She presented
a mini-Budget with £45 billion of unfunded tax cuts.
There were no forecasts—the Conservatives like the
Office for Budget Responsibility today, but they did not
like OBR then—and we know what happened. We saw
Tory chaos, and we can never go back to that.

When my right hon. Friend came to office as Chancellor
of the Exchequer and looked under the hood, what did
she find? More chaos: unfunded policy decisions;
undisclosed pressures; and overspends. The OBR listed
them. The previous Government promised but did not
allocate a penny for the £10 billion infected blood
compensation scheme. They promised but did not budget
for the £2 billion Horizon Post Office scandal. I am glad
to see stability and common sense finally return. There
are fiscal rules that make sense and will be adhered to;
we are bringing the current budget into balance, so that
we do not borrow to fund day-to-day spending; and we
are moving to a proper recognition of net financial debt
that takes into account investment that delivers. Those
sound, sensible decisions put us on a sustainable path.
Compare that to a Conservative party that would rather
we continued

“to founder under old habits, rotting institutions,”

and that is content for Britain’s hull to be “encrusted
with nostalgia”, and for us to drift off into the 21st century.

Luke Taylor (Sutton and Cheam) (LD): Will the hon.
Gentleman give way?

Tim Roca: I will not; I have only 25 seconds left. That
is the story of national decline that the Conservative
party was writing for our country. We will not stand for
it. We are going to build a better, greener, fairer future
for our country.

4.25 pm

Jack Rankin (Windsor) (Con): The theme of this
debate is public services, but there has been a distinct
lack of discussion from Government Members about
what delivers the finances necessary to fund those services;
this is the Budget, after all. The answer is simply the
productive economy, and small businesses in particular.

The Government talk a good game about wanting
better funded public services, and each and every one of
us in this House would be hard pressed to find a
constituent who disagreed, but the Government’s
measures—particularly the jobs tax in the Budget, but
also their wider agenda in the Employment Rights Bill,
through which we are moving to French-style labour
laws—are an attack on where that money comes from.

We must always remember that every single penny
spent by the British state has to be earned in the private
sector. Chucking money at an unreformed public sector
while ballooning public sector pay, and doing that on
the back of the productive economy and small business,
shows a distinct lack of real world, private sector experience
among Government Members. My first memories are
of my parents going to night school on alternate evenings
to get the qualifications they needed to set up their
small business. Their aim was simple: to give my brother
and me opportunities that they could never have dreamed
of. In doing that, they paid hundreds of thousands of
pounds—I ended up with quite a prosperous upbringing,
I admit—into the Government exchequer. They created
apprenticeships and skilled jobs in a tough part of
urban Greater Manchester. They not only transformed
our lives but improved the lives of children around
them, and created opportunities for local people while
paying for public services through their taxes.

Graham Stuart: Does my hon. Friend agree that the
absence on the Government Front Bench of anyone
with any experience of running a business, when businesses
create the wealth that pays for public services, may
explain why the Budget is so financially illiterate?

Jack Rankin: I thank my right hon. Friend. That
absolutely shows, as we see from the Office for Budget
Responsibility forecasts mentioned by my hon. Friend
the Member for Isle of Wight East (Joe Robertson).
Putting up taxes unsustainably may mean adrenaline
into the public sector from an injection of cash, but the
medium and longer-term result will be lower growth,
which will mean that public services are just getting a
larger slice of a smaller pie.

It is clear to me that the tax burden is higher than is
necessarily sustainable. Tax rises now will not necessarily
flow into greater revenue, particularly in the medium
term. I ask the Government to check their approach,
support small businesses first and foremost, and focus
their public service efforts in the first instance on productivity
reforms.

4.28 pm

Katrina Murray (Cumbernauld and Kirkintilloch)
(Lab): Lord Darzi’s independent report pronounced
that the NHS in England was in a critical condition. By
commissioning the report and through the announcements
in last week’s Budget, the Government have declared
their intention to fix our NHS and set a firm foundation
for the future.
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I particularly commend the decision in the Budget to
invest in mental health crisis centres, in order to move
those experiencing a mental health crisis away from the
accident and emergency unit. Although we will always
need crisis support, mental health provision—like physical
health provision—should focus on intervention at the
earliest possible juncture, rather than relying on emergency
care.

So often, those in need of mental health care face
barriers to accessing help. They face difficulty in getting
GP appointments and being referred to the appropriate
waiting lists, and they then spend years on those waiting
lists. Young people with neurodevelopmental conditions
might spend years not being seen by local child and
adolescent mental health services, until their case is
referred to the private sector because they are about to
turn 18 or they are transferred to the bottom of the
adult waiting list. The Budget is clear that there is a
need for investment.

My Scottish constituents have been failed by two
Governments. The previous Conservative Government
have rightly been the focus of much of today’s debate,
but the current Scottish Government have been asleep
on the job, quite frankly. All the signs that made Lord Darzi
say that the NHS was in crisis in England apply just as
much to Scotland. One in six Scots are on a waiting list
for treatment, tests or appointments. Hospitals post on
social media telling patients not to go to accident and
emergency unless their condition is life-threatening—my
local hospitals did so on 27 October. GPs are at breaking
point, with a prescription system that still requires
paper and fax machines, and there is no NHS app or
e-prescribing for Scottish patients. I commend the largest
budget settlement for the Scottish Government in the
history of devolution. Now, the Scottish Government
must use it to fix the system that they broke.

Devolution is massively important to me—I knocked
on doors to campaign for the creation of the Scottish
Parliament—and I will defend it with my life, but we
want to ensure that it works for everyone, so that there
is no chance of “big boy done it and ran away.”

4.31 pm

Liz Jarvis (Eastleigh) (LD): Over the past few days, I
have been contacted by GPs from St Andrew’s surgery
in my constituency, whose busy practice looks after
13,200 patients. They include Dr Katie Popplewell, who
told me that the proposed increase to employer national
insurance contributions is likely to cost the practice a
whopping £27,000—the equivalent of two GP sessions
a week—before other staffing costs are factored in. As
she puts it:

“At a time when the Government has promised to repair and
invest in the NHS, this decision to place a further burden on
practices must change, or we will see an adverse impact on patient
care on offer in Eastleigh and more practices closing their doors
for good.”

Every Liberal Democrat Member recognises the challenges
facing the country after years of Conservative
mismanagement, but I hope that the Chancellor will
consider exempting GPs, small businesses, pharmacies,
dentists, care homes and charities from the proposed
increase to employer national insurance contributions.

Although I was pleased to see a commitment to more
funding for breakfast clubs, there was no mention of
the two-child benefit cap in the Chancellor’s statement,

and frankly I am at a loss in understanding why. The
Conservative Government trapped hundreds of thousands
of children in poverty with their cruel and counterproductive
two-child limit. As numerous charities and the Liberal
Democrats have pointed out, scrapping the two-child
benefit cap would be the quickest and most effective
way of lifting children out of poverty in my Eastleigh
constituency and across the UK, with huge long-term
benefits for our society and our economy.

In Eastleigh, we are also facing a local transport
crisis. Hampshire county council has withdrawn funding
from multiple routes over the past year, which has had a
huge impact on my constituents, particularly in Chandler’s
Ford and Valley Park. The bus fare hike will impact
those in my community who can least afford it, and
could result in yet more routes being cut with no alternative
public transport provision.

Thousands of women in my constituency who were
born in the 1950s have been impacted by the DWP’s
failure to communicate changes to their state pension
age. It was incredibly disappointing that the WASPI women
did not get a single mention in the Chancellor’s speech.
It has been eight months since the ombudsman found
that the DWP had failed to adequately communicate the
changes. I implore the Chancellor to make the resolution
of that issue a priority. Do not leave it until the next
Budget; those women have already waited long enough.

4.34 pm

Kevin McKenna (Sittingbourne and Sheppey) (Lab):
Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker, for calling me to
speak in this debate about the Budget—a Budget I am
very proud to support as the first Labour Budget in
15 years.

I also thank the various Members who have made
their maiden speeches in this debate, particularly because
like myself, so many of them have worked in the NHS.
Many of us have felt the urge to get selected for, and
elected to, this House because of our experiences over
the past 14 years. I understand that among Opposition
Members, there is a feeling that Labour Members do
not understand business, but I can tell them that we
understand the public sector, public services and our
communities—and actually, that is a disservice to all
the Members on the Labour Benches who have run
businesses. It is particularly important to me that a
couple of Labour Members have previous experience as
NHS managers. In his report, Lord Darzi made it very
clear that one of the problems the NHS has faced is an
undervaluing of the management side, as opposed to
the clinical side, so those Members’ voices will be really
important in this debate.

This Budget gives us solid foundations for investment
and rebuilding this country—of that, I have no doubt.
This Budget is also what people in my constituency
have been crying out for, because they know that our public
services are frayed to a point that is almost beyond repair.
Honestly, that is what people in my constituency keep
telling me. Unlike some Members, who have apparently
had some very negative responses to the Budget, I can
tell those Members from canvassing at the weekend and
from what is in my inbox that I have seen a really
positive response to this Budget. People are really glad
to see that the investment has started, and frankly, there
is a sense of reality—a recognition that this is not going
to be a quick fix.
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[Kevin McKenna]

On the health service and social care in particular, I
applaud the fact that the Secretary of State has not just
commissioned the diagnostic investigation from Lord
Darzi, but has now commissioned a 10-year plan for the
NHS.

Graham Stuart: Will the hon. Gentleman give way?

Kevin McKenna: I do not think so.

That plan will be needed to get the NHS back on its
feet, and as a counter to some of the comments about
national insurance and burdens on businesses, the Secretary
of State was very clear that he is going to look at the
NHS allocations to GPs and other people supplying the
NHS—that comes with the plan. Beyond that, it is
really important to recognise the damage that has been
done to businesses over the past 14 years by all the other
costs that have been accrued. The mental health crisis
damages recruitment and retention, and businesses have
had to cope with all those extra costs across the board.

4.37 pm

Jeremy Corbyn (Islington North) (Ind): I welcome
this debate, which centres on health and inequality
within our society. The hospitals are in a crisis situation,
with huge demands on them, insufficient resources and
underfunding, and of course huge debts from the past
that are not being addressed. In an intervention on the
Secretary of State earlier, I asked a question about the
future of private finance initiative projects, which take
up over 15% of most hospitals’ budgets. I think PFIs
need to be taken over by the Treasury—as was envisaged
in previous manifestos—as a way of releasing that cash
directly into the national health service, which would
help with waiting lists for operations and all the demands
that are not being met.

My second point is that healthcare is not just about
hospitals: it is also about social care and mental health.
In the case of my own borough, Islington—a very typical
inner-city borough in many ways—our social care costs
are up by £20 million and going up all the time, because
there are more and more people with demands. Families
are moving away, more and more people are isolated,
and demands are getting greater and greater. There has
to be a change in the whole social care policy, and I
hope the Government will bring forward serious proposals
for a universal, wraparound national care service to
take away the pain and stress that so many families face
as a result of social care costs.

Likewise, the mental health crisis is real, it is serious
and it is here, particularly among young people—sadly,
often particularly among young males. I realise that it is
early days for this Government, but I hope they will
appreciate that not only do we need a much more
effective and efficient mental health service, but we need
to recognise that mental health stress comes from other
stresses in society such as housing, jobs, families,
environment and many other issues.

We cannot separate the question of healthcare and
health needs from poverty in our society. Ending the
two-child benefit cap would release some people, including
children, from the desperate poverty they are in. Not
taking away the winter fuel allowance from very poor
pensioners would help a great deal. Likewise, the issues
of housing stress, huge rent levels in the private rented

sector and desperate levels of overcrowding for many
people in communities such as mine have to be addressed.
Under the proposals of the 1945 Labour Government,
health and housing were linked together, and we need to
look seriously at that.

My local authority, Islington, has lost £105 million in
payments since 2010. That is typical for local government.
We need the money put back in to deliver the services
our people need.

4.40 pm

Leigh Ingham (Stafford) (Lab): I join my colleagues
in welcoming the Budget and all it represents in making
a real difference to the healthcare outcomes of my
constituents in Stafford, Eccleshall and the villages. In a
way, campaigning on rebuilding the NHS during the
election was easy. I did not have to explain to my
constituents that our health service is broken. The NHS
is not something that happens off in the distance: it is a
GP on the end of a phone, or the ambulance service
that comes running the second 999 is called, or the kind
nurse who sits with a grandparent in their hospital bed.
It is the real beating heart of this country. My constituents
feel the impact of the NHS every day of their lives, except
now for many the phone call to the GP at 8 am takes
40 minutes, the ambulance arrives after several hours,
with luck, and there are no beds available in hospitals.
We see the impact of the last 14 years on our health
service and the shameful legacy left by the Conservatives.

The Budget is the first step in delivering the change
my constituents voted for. It represents a new chapter, a
commitment to put health and community first and the
beginning of rebuilding what has been lost. I know that
the Minister for Care has recently stated that the
Government are determined to shift more healthcare
out of hospitals and into our communities. I wholeheartedly
support that goal, especially when it comes to palliative
and end of life care, which local hospices in Stafford
faithfully provide. I recently met staff at Katharine
House hospice in my constituency to discuss the importance
of palliative care. I was very moved to see the care and
empathy with which they provide services in our community.

The Budget is a reset for the NHS, allowing us
to focus on preventing ill health in the first place and
moving healthcare from hospital to community as we
build an NHS fit for the future. I welcome it, as do my
constituents.

4.42 pm

Mr Angus MacDonald (Inverness, Skye and West
Ross-shire) (LD): It is appropriate that I am following
the words of the hon. Member for Stafford (Leigh Ingham)
about the palliative care sector. I am grateful for the
substantial settlement for the NHS, especially as Scotland
will get £3.4 billion, which will make an enormous
difference. The Belford hospital in Fort William has
been condemned, effectively, for 25 years. Unfortunately,
I have very little confidence in the Scottish Government
to spend that £3.4 billion well.

I recently spoke with Kenny Steel, the chief executive
officer of Highland hospice in Inverness, who told me
that the changes to employer national insurance are
expected to add an unaffordable £177,000 to its annual
salary bill. That comes on top of the need to remain
competitive with the 5.5% salary increase awarded to
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NHS staff. Marie Curie anticipates that the NI increase
will cost it £3 million a year—money it does not currently
have.

The Government’s planned increase in employer NI
contributions to 15% from April 2025 is an impossible
amount for the palliative care sector. If those essential
care providers cannot absorb the additional cost, their
survival is at risk. If hospices fail, the patients they
support will inevitably turn to the NHS, placing greater
pressure on an already overstretched system. If the
Minister could listen to me and put his phone down for
a moment, I would be grateful—can you listen to me,
just for a second?

Madam Deputy Speaker (Judith Cummins): I remind
the hon. Member not to address other people in the
Chamber as “you”, as he is actually addressing me.
Please continue.

Mr Angus MacDonald: Palliative care charities are
essential partners that deliver compassionate, dignified
end-of-life care on behalf of, and much cheaper than,
the NHS. Organisations that provide healthcare for the
NHS should be treated like NHS bodies in these decisions.
Increasing NI contributions for hospices but not the
NHS places those providers in a critical financial position,
and firmly indicates that the Government regard
organisations such as Highland hospice as second-class.

4.45 pm

Pam Cox (Colchester) (Lab): I am proud to speak in
this debate on a Budget that marks a turning point for
our country and my constituency of Colchester. It is a
Budget that fixes the country’s foundations and a Budget
that works to repair and reform our NHS.

Our health service means a huge amount to those we
represent and their families. Our health and social care
staff do an amazing job, day in, day out. They and
those for whom they care have long deserved better.
Members of my own family have spent decades working
in the NHS: my mother as a midwife, health visitor and
then public health champion; and my sisters as nurses,
one now a diabetes specialist, one supporting a parish
nursing community programme. I have heard from them
at first hand about the challenges they face. Those
challenges are immense and will take a long time to
address.

The Budget recognises that. It walks towards those
difficulties, rather than kicking the can yet further down
the road. The Chancellor faced a stark choice and she
rightly chose the hard road. As a Government, we could
have continued with the failed policies of the past
14 years, with the low growth and austerity that have
left our public services on their knees. Instead, we opted
for change and to invest in those services, in the workforce
who make them possible, and in the technologies that
must transform them.

I particularly welcome the extra £25 billion for the
NHS across resource and capital budgets to cut waiting
lists and invest in new equipment. That, combined with
increases in the minimum wage, will help the frontline
workers who struggle to make ends meet. That includes
workers at Colchester hospital in my constituency who
are fighting plans to outsource their jobs to the lowest
bidder. On that matter, I am backing those staff who,
like our wider workforce, deserve fair pay and conditions.

As the Secretary of State for Health and Social Care
said in his opening speech, new investment for the NHS
must be combined with innovation and take full advantage
of the potential of life sciences and new technology.
Colchester is home to the Institute of Public Health and
Wellbeing at the University of Essex, which is leading
the charge. Together with local and global partners, it is
developing new digital health, health informatics and
health analytics that will help us to meet the challenges
of the future. It is also working with our integrated care
board to improve existing community and preventive
services—something which my mother would have cheered
to the rafters. She was rather old-school on that. She
believed that we needed the high-tech stuff, but we also
needed the low-tech stuff—basic things—to support
people to live healthier lives through access to good
food, green spaces, good housing and early years support.
A Labour Government will bring all those things, and I
am proud to support that and this Budget.

4.48 pm

Graham Leadbitter (Moray West, Nairn and Strathspey)
(SNP): The theme of today’s debate is fixing the NHS
and reforming public services. To do that, the Government
require a strong will to drive reform and financial
support for public services that were hammered for far
too long by 14 years of Tory austerity.

As a former council leader who dealt with tightening
public sector budgets against a backdrop of changing
demographics, which increased pressure on the NHS, care
services and early services, I am well aware of the impact
of austerity on our communities in Scotland and, indeed,
throughout the UK. I welcome the substantial increase
in investment in public services in the Budget, but the
Government could generate more to support the NHS
and public service reform. I am referring to the flawed
increase in spirits duty, which follows the brutal increase
in spirits duty introduced by the Tories last year.

I am proud to represent Moray West, Nairn and
Strathspey, which is home to 48 distilleries, including
some of the best known brands in the world—brands
that can be found in pretty much every major airport
and high-end department store. The industry has a
GVA—gross value added—of more than £7 billion, and
exports more than 40 bottles of whisky every second.
The whisky sector has been investing heavily in sustainable
operations and decarbonising its production, which has
led to incredible innovations in hydrogen for energy,
waste treatment and waste heat transfer, shortening the
supply chain and much more. Those innovations are
then used in other sectors, including the public sector,
to drive sustainable reform in how services are delivered.

Despite independent studies showing that the Treasury
lost £300 million because the Tory duty increase went
too far, the incoming Labour Government have pushed
that even further—a move likely to cost the Treasury
even more in lost revenue, when a duty cut would have
driven sales of a high-quality product and generated
increased revenue, supporting jobs and investment.

In the election campaign the Prime Minster stated
that he would
“back Scotch producers to the hilt”

The Scotch Whisky Association described that commitment
as “broken”, with its chief executive, Mark Kent, stating:

“This is more than a broken promise, to many it will smack of
a betrayal. Scotland’s national drink, and the associated investment
and jobs, has been actively undermined and discriminated against.”
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[Graham Leadbitter]

Those are strong words, and the Government should
take heed of them. Instead of penalising this incredibly
successful and innovative jewel in the crown of our food
and drink sector, the Government must cut the duty on
spirits to generate more sales and more tax revenue to
support public services—revenue that could be used to
protect GP practices, like the rest of our NHS, from
changes to employer’s national insurance. It could also
go some way to avoiding the outrageous cut to winter
fuel payments—a cut that has a particularly difficult
impact in my constituency, which has some of the
highest altitude and coldest communities in the UK. I
hope that the Government will listen and act on those
concerns.

4.51 pm

Dan Aldridge (Weston-super-Mare) (Lab): It is privilege
to serve in this Parliament, and I am immensely proud
to speak in support of the Budget, the Chancellor, and
her remarkable team. As someone raised by strong,
brave, and kind women, I cannot in good faith ignore
the significance of having a woman lead the charge to
rectify the economic instability left by the men before
her. This Budget lays the foundation for a fairer, more
productive economy, and aims to fix the very bedrock
of our society. It is genuinely inspiring to see how the
Chancellor’s team has embraced the challenge of balancing
both the big picture of reform and national renewal,
and the critical details that support those most vulnerable
to economic shifts.

The investment outlined in the Budget cannot come
soon enough, especially in constituencies such as mine,
where average earnings are nearly £7,500 below the UK
average. My sister is a nurse at Weston general hospital
at the heart of my constituency, and as a family we
know the true weight of the crisis in healthcare. Indeed,
last week my mother, who has Parkinson’s, fell over. We
waited for nine or 10 hours, and eventually ended up
dragging her into the car. There was no dignity in that,
and that is the state we have been left with.

For us, if Labour had not won the election, healthcare
free at the point of use would have been at risk of
disappearing forever. Thankfully, under the Labour
Government the NHS has been given a vital eleventh-hour
reprieve. The £22.6 billion investment promised in the
Budget will not only prevent further decline, but actively
rebuild our health services. For Weston general and our
GP surgeries, that means more appointments, long-overdue
maintenance and improvements, and a sense of hope
for our community. The Budget is not just about holding
back the tide of decline; it is about building a dam to
protect the future. It is progressive, targeted investment
where it is needed most.

In Weston-super-Mare, increasing the minimum wage
will see nearly 4,000 workers in North Somerset up to
£1,400 better off each year, and with £1.6 billion allocated
for road maintenance, we can start to tackle the huge
backlog of potholes that plague Weston, Worle, and
everywhere between. The £6.7 billion investment in
education will mean better funding for Weston’s schools
and colleges, and the £1 billion uplift for special educational
needs, disabilities and alternative provision, is a particularly
welcome change for many families in my constituency,
and will begin a much-needed reform of SEND provision.

Although we know it will take time properly to address
the crisis in local government funding that we inherited,
£1.3 billion of new grant funding will increase resources
for North Somerset council, supporting essential services
for our communities.

The Budget delivers on why we were elected: to tackle
the cost of living crisis, get our NHS back on its feet,
and lay the foundation for an economy that not only
grows, but does so in a way that builds stronger, healthier
and more resilient communities. When people see the
changes in our hospitals, surgeries, schools and roads,
they will once again believe that government can be a
force for good. This is just the beginning of our journey
towards a fairer, more hopeful future.

4.54 pm

Luke Taylor (Sutton and Cheam) (LD): Members of
this House will have seen that the celebrated Scottish
comedian Janey Godley passed away on Saturday, after
her long struggle with cancer came to an end in the
Prince and Princess of Wales hospice in Glasgow. In her
final days, Janey used social media to highlight the
wonderful hospice care she received, and when her
daughter announced her death, she took time to mention
that her mother’s passing was

“peaceful and a nice transition.”

That is the profound value of hospice care to our
society and the nation’s families.

Janey Godley’s choice to highlight the care she was
receiving in her final days should remind us all why
hospices matter, yet across the country it is not an
exaggeration to say that hospices are at breaking point,
as we have heard from Members across the House this
afternoon. Many hospices are grappling with severe
staff shortages and tight budget constraints. Redundancies
and supply shortages have become alarmingly common,
highlighting systemic issues in the hospice sector. This
most vital of services is reliant on an unsustainable
model which, on average, requires two thirds of hospice
funding to come from some sort of charitable donation.
That leaves hospices vulnerable, reliant on charity shops
and large contributions with no guarantee of financial
stability, and it also adds to the postcode lottery for
patients. Even the NHS funding that hospices receive
fails to keep pace with inflation.

Nowhere is that crisis more evident than at St Raphael’s
hospice in my constituency of Sutton and Cheam.
St Raph’s is more than just a healthcare facility; it is a
sanctuary for those seeking to die with dignity. The
compassionate care provided there not only supports
the dying, but brings comfort to their families in one of
the most challenging times in their lives. However, it
receives only 25% of its funding from the NHS, which is
substantially below the national average. In recent months,
the hospice has been forced to reduce its clinical community
nurse team by 20% and has completely discontinued its
hospice at home programme, which once made sure
that patients who wanted to spend their final days in the
comfort of their own home could do so with dignity
and support.

Over the past four years, running costs for St Raph’s
have risen by more than a million pounds, but NHS
funding to the hospice has increased by only £140,000.
In last week’s Budget, the Chancellor pledged £22.6 billion
to the NHS, which is long overdue after years of
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Conservative neglect. However, hospices were notably
absent from Labour’s 10-year plan for the NHS, and the
rise in employer NI contributions threatens to push
hospices already struggling with fragile finances over
the cliff edge.

If this Government are serious about delivering change,
they will exempt hospices from the rise in NI contributions
and listen to calls from the sector and inside this very
House to sort out a proper funding deal to rescue our
hospices.

4.57 pm

Terry Jermy (South West Norfolk) (Lab): Prior to the
election, I spent the past 10 years running my own
business. Since July, one of the aspects of this role that I
have enjoyed the most is going out and talking to local
businesses about how we can work together and how I
can support them. I hear time and again from local
businesses that they need a healthy workforce to survive.
Businesses do not want their staff sat on NHS waiting
lists, unable to come to work or with health conditions
impacting their productivity. We all rely on strong public
services and we have all felt their decline over the past
14 years of Conservative Government.

Businesses also need customers, and in South West
Norfolk we will benefit from the national living wage
increase. We are sadly a low-wage area. In my experience,
when people on lower incomes get a pay boost, they
spend it. They replace something that is broken, such as
a toaster or a microwave, or they get the children some
new clothes, or they complete home repairs. That is
money going back into the local economy, supporting, I
hope, local businesses as much as possible. Despite
covering some 500 square miles and containing 100,000
people, nowhere within the boundaries of South West
Norfolk do we have a hospital or even a minor injuries
unit. Towards the south of my constituency, our nearest
hospital is West Suffolk in Bury St Edmunds, which is a
15-mile drive from the constituency border, and it is
roughly the same journey in the north of the constituency
to the Queen Elizabeth hospital in King’s Lynn.

When people eventually get to one of those hospitals,
there is a similar greeting. Both hospitals that serve my
constituents are massively oversubscribed, and both are
riddled with RAAC—the Queen Elizabeth is literally
held up by more than 5,000 metal and wooden props. I
saw for myself over the summer how that was inevitably
making it difficult to provide excellent patient care. I
was delighted that the Chancellor made reference to
West Suffolk hospital in her Budget statement. We are
desperate to see that hospital replaced; it is the same
with the Queen Elizabeth. I am pleased that this Labour
Government are so focused on the RAAC challenge.
We simply cannot expect NHS staff to deliver first-class
hospital care when the buildings are falling down around
them. It is not just the focus on hospital buildings that
will be welcomed; the more than £20 billion of extra
funding for NHS services will go a long way towards
addressing the huge backlogs.

Access to health and social care services came up
time and again during the election campaign in South
West Norfolk. People face difficulties accessing a GP
appointment and seeing a dentist is near impossible.
The focus on health and social care and the support for

those on low incomes are just what is needed in my
constituency. I look forward to supporting this Budget
boost for west Norfolk.

5 pm

Iqbal Mohamed (Dewsbury and Batley) (Ind): I
congratulate hon. Members who have made their maiden
speeches in the House today. The first Budget of a
Labour Government in nearly 15 years is definitely an
improvement on the 14 years of Tory austerity and
waste, but it is a missed opportunity to bring about the
transformative change that the country needs. I welcome
the increases in the national minimum wage and carer’s
allowance, but it is disappointing that those changes
have been accompanied by cuts to social security and
disability benefits.

I am grateful for the long-overdue investment in
hospitals and the NHS. However, the Government must
guarantee that those resources will go into our NHS
and not into the pockets of private shareholders.

Some 4.2 million children are growing up in poverty
and a quarter of a million people are homeless; meanwhile,
we are on the brink of an irreversible climate disaster.
Those crises demand bold solutions. The Government
could have implemented wealth taxes and closed corporate
tax avoidance loopholes to bring about a more equal and
sustainable society. Instead, they have chosen to bake in
decades of inequality by feigning regret over tough
choices they do not have to make. Those include keeping
the two-child benefit cap, cutting the winter fuel allowance
and increasing the bus fare cap by 50%. At the same
time, the Government have committed to an additional
£3 billion of military spending.

I echo the comments of my right hon. Friend the
Member for Islington North (Jeremy Corbyn) on the link
between housing and health. While I welcome the measures
in the Budget to increase funding for housing, I am
concerned that they do not go nearly far enough. Real
security is when everybody has a decent home, and we
will solve the housing crisis only with rent controls and
a huge council house building programme.

The Government will be aware that plans to freeze
the local housing allowance will have a detrimental
impact on hundreds of thousands of families struggling
in temporary housing or facing eviction. According to
the Joseph Rowntree Foundation, if the LHA remains
frozen over this Parliament, private renters on housing
benefit will on average be about £700 worse off.

If the Government are serious about tackling child
poverty and homelessness, they need to start by ending
the LHA freeze and linking housing costs to housing
support. While I welcome the commitment from the
Deputy Prime Minister to deliver 5,000 new social and
affordable homes, that is only scratching the surface.

Mr Adnan Hussain: On the winter fuel allowance,
does the hon. Member agree that freezing pensioners
will only increase the need for NHS resources when
hospitals are already struggling?

Iqbal Mohamed: I thank my hon. Friend for his
intervention. I completely agree that there is a direct
link between pensioner poverty and demands on the
NHS.
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The Government’s proposals in the Budget do not go
nearly far enough. The situation is simply not sustainable.
The ability to provide the bulk of its citizens with a roof
over their head is a litmus test for the success of any
state. Unfortunately, that test has been failed by successive
Governments. Without more radical measures to increase
the stock of affordable housing, I fear it is a test that
this Government will also fail.

5.4 pm

Douglas McAllister (West Dunbartonshire) (Lab):
This Budget delivers the largest Scottish block grant in
the history of devolution, delivering a total of £47.7 billion
for Scotland’s budget in 2025-26, including the £3.4 billion
boost to spending through the Barnett formula next
year, which comes on top of the £1.5 billion this year.
Our Chancellor has provided £2.8 billion extra for
day-to-day spending and £610 million for capital investment,
including £20 million for my home town through the
Clydebank town fund and tens of millions for Dumbarton’s
regeneration. This Budget marks the end of the era of
austerity, raising much-needed funds for our public
services in Scotland. It keeps our promises to Scotland
and to my constituents in West Dunbartonshire, and
demonstrates the value of Scotland’s having voted Labour
in July.

The historic funding must be used by the Scottish
Government to fix the NHS and support our public
services. The SNP Government are now out of excuses.
They must show the same level of ambition for our
NHS in Scotland as this Government. They must not
squander this opportunity with their usual financial
mismanagement. No more excuses; no more blame
game. The SNP Government are facing a make-or-break
chance to revive Scotland’s failing NHS, where one in
six Scots is stuck on a hospital waiting list.

Jamie Stone (Caithness, Sutherland and Easter Ross)
(LD): The hon. Gentleman is making a very good
speech outlining the Scottish context. Should the SNP
Government not repair the damage done to maternity
services in the north of Scotland, where mothers have
to make a more than 200-mile round trip to give birth?
They should put things right in the north and all parts
of Scotland.

Douglas McAllister: Yes, I agree. The SNP is not here
this afternoon, but this Budget means that the Scottish
Government are receiving more per person than equivalent
spending in the rest of the UK. The SNP just needs to
get better at spending it. Scots can see that the SNP has
lost its way and is out of ideas, and that its Ministers are
incompetent and as bad with their money as they are
for taxing us more and giving us less.

Figures released today for the past month reveal the
scale of the crisis: the Scottish NHS is flagging on
multiple fronts. The number of operations cancelled
due to hospital capacity rose to the highest level since
August 2022. Delays to patient discharge rose to an
average of 29 days, while thousands of Scots attending
A&E waited more than eight hours to be seen. There were
50,000 fewer planned operations in the past 12 months
than at the same point before the pandemic.

The new money that the Government announced in
the Budget should not be diverted by the Scottish
Government. They must spend every penny of the extra
NHS cash on Scotland’s ailing health service, and use
the boost of billions of pounds to cut waiting lists. The
message should be clear: they have the power and they
now have the money, so no more excuses and no more
hiding places. They must get the money to the frontline
and get the one in six Scots off the hospital waiting lists.

This is a very good Budget for Scotland, but only if,
finally, the Scottish Government are able to display a
semblance of economic competence. But not for too
long—just until 2026, when the people of Scotland get
to complete the job of getting rid of both the failing
Tories and the SNP.

5.9 pm

Victoria Collins (Harpenden and Berkhamsted) (LD):
After more than a decade of Conservative chaos, there
is no doubt that the Government inherited a challenging
task. We all recognise the enormous responsibility faced
by the Chancellor this autumn. Her announcement of
an increase in NHS investment is welcome, but my
concern is that the Budget ignores the back door of the
NHS. The crisis in our NHS cannot and will not be
fixed until the Government fix social care too.

My inbox, like those of many Members across the
House, has been filled by GP practices concerned about
the increase in employer’s national insurance contributions.
With no shareholders and no ability to increase prices,
some of my local GPs have said that they fear layoffs
will be the only option. Without an exemption from the
tax rise, the vast majority of health and care providers
that are private companies, including hospices and
pharmacies, will not benefit, further threatening the
integrity of the Government’s commitment to the NHS.

It is more important than ever that we protect our
beloved local businesses, which are the backbone of our
local economy. They cover everything from hospitality
to accounting, to local shops run by working people,
such as Threads and Oui in Harpenden, Fancy That of
Tring, Graze Life and the Oakman Group, which is
very worried about the pre-profit money it will have to
raise and what that means for the business. Along with
fellow Liberal Democrats, I am therefore calling for
better business support, including fairer reform of business
rates.

Our local communities rely on our councils, which
deliver social care and local services. They need the
funds to deliver those services. Our local communities
are also fed by our farms. Already working on tighter
and tighter margins, they now face selling off land and
breaking up their farmland. Jamie from Sandridgebury
farm is already contemplating how he will have to break
up his family farm and what that means for his two
daughters, as well as for the food he grows for our
communities.

The Conservatives left our economy in a mess, but we
have an opportunity to turn things around. I call for
better support for all our healthcare providers, but also
for our small and medium-sized enterprises. The Budget
must support our communities. That includes our local
businesses, our local government, our local farmers
and, of course, at the heart of it, our health and social
care deliverers.
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5.11 pm

David Burton-Sampson (Southend West and Leigh)
(Lab): This Budget starts to deliver the change our
country voted for, the change our country needs. It is a
tough Budget that makes the right choices to start
repairing the foundations of our economy, while investing
in our public services where investment is most needed.
After 14 years of the last Government, it is now clear
that the adults are back in charge. Looking at the
attendance, or lack thereof, on the Opposition Benches,
it is very clear that the Tory party called a general
election, handed back the keys and ran away from any
responsibility. However, this Government will fix our
NHS and invest in our hospitals—something that is
badly needed in my constituency of Southend West and
Leigh.

Things are so bad in my local hospital that just
recently, hospital staff have been banned from ordering
new uniform as part of new cost-cutting measures.
Excluding cancer pathways, Southend University hospital
has average waiting times of 29 weeks for out-patient
appointments and 26 weeks for general surgery. They
are sometimes much longer. That is simply unacceptable,
as people wait suffering in pain. This Budget will start
to fix that.

There are huge gaps in local mental health provision.
I am sure Members agree that we need parity of care,
with as much emphasis on mental health as physical
health. For young people in need of mental health
services in my constituency, the aim is for assessments
within 12 weeks and treatment within 18 weeks, but the
reality is that waiting lists can be as long as 18 to 24 months.
Practitioners, such as The Lighthouse in my constituency,
are working very hard to bring those numbers down, so
it is really pleasing to see included in the Budget, on top
of the money committed, the £26 million for new mental
health crisis centres.

Families waiting for assessments for special educational
needs are being let down, so I am delighted to see the
£1 billion uplift in SEN provision. New funding for the
NHS, mental health services and SEN provision will
provide much needed help to my constituents. Without
our health, our nation will struggle to rebuild our
economy, so the long-term plan for the NHS will develop
as a result of the current consultation and through our
10-year plan for national renewal.

The days of sticking heads in the sand are over—hope
is not a plan. I thank the Chancellor and her team for
putting in place a credible plan to fix our NHS.

5.14 pm

Steve Witherden (Montgomeryshire and Glyndŵr)
(Lab): It is a pleasure to follow my hon. Friend the Member
for Southend West and Leigh (David Burton-Sampson).

I welcome this Budget, which marks a significant
milestone for Wales: the largest funding boost since
devolution. I am especially proud of the £25 million
allocated for the continued safe maintenance of coal
tips, which is vital for places such as the Bersham
Colliery spoil tip in Rhostyllen, in my constituency,
made famous by the Hollywood-style “Wrexham” sign.
The Budget is testament to the positive impact of two
Labour Governments working together. We should never
forget the 14 years of brutal austerity under the Tories,
whose legacy has left vital services in disarray, record

low living standards, and more than 4 million children
living in poverty. After such devastation, investment is
not just welcome but essential.

Food security is one of the most pressing issues that
the UK faces. The Tories failed our farmers, as is clear
from dodgy trade deals with New Zealand and Australia,
delays in post-Brexit payment schemes and the closure
of 12,000 farms, leaving many struggling financially.
Investing properly in farming and addressing farmers’
concerns is essential for the industry’s future, so I welcome
the £60 million allocated to the farming recovery fund
in order to support farmers affected by last winter’s
extreme wet weather. I also welcome the £208 million to
protect against threats such as peste des petits ruminants,
bluetongue and other diseases that blight the lives of
our farmers, and the £5 billion for the farming budget
over the next two years.

Inequality in our society is stark. Raising the national
living wage by 6.7% to £12.21 per hour is a key step
forward, benefiting about 70,000 minimum wage workers
in Wales. Keeping petrol duty frozen is crucial for those
of us in rural areas, where affordable fuel is essential to
daily life, work and accessing essential services. I know
that that was a major concern for many of my constituents
before the Budget. Our Labour Government will invest
in public services, particularly the NHS and schools,
which are devolved but vital. I wholeheartedly welcome
the £2.3 billion increase in the core school budget,
which will enable the recruitment of 6,500 new teachers
and enhance school maintenance. As a dyslexic and
dyscalculic child who was illiterate until the age of 11,
I know that the Government’s commitment of £1 billion
to special educational needs and disabilities will make a
real difference.

5.17 pm

Amanda Martin (Portsmouth North) (Lab): I wonder
whether the Chief Secretary to the Treasury agrees that
those on the depleted Government Benches continue to
paint a picture showing that the last 14 years of Tory
neglect were not a choice. That is made even more
delulu by attacks on the changes that this Government
have made to fix the foundations and improve the lives
of people in constituencies up and down the country.
This shameful attempt to rewrite history would be
laughable if it were not so tragic for the people who live
in my city.

The Budget is the first step in a different and positive
direction. I am proud to say that the Government have
seized the opportunity to create real change for my
constituents. There are 9,600 minimum wage workers in
my constituency, a number proportionally higher than
the national average, and many work in our public
sector. Increasing the national living wage to £12.21 per
hour is a huge win for those low-paid workers, and the
increase to £10 for those aged between 18 and 20 gives
young people a decent chance to start their independent
lives.

More than 12,300 unpaid carers are fighting to provide
vital care in my city. Unpaid carers deserve our unwavering
support, and I am proud that we are raising the threshold
for carer’s allowance, which will provide a vital boost
for many families. The review of the carer’s allowance
overpayment scandal that we saw under the last
Conservative Government is very much overdue, and I
am pleased that we are launching it.
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Some 63,000 people are waiting to start treatment at
Portsmouth’s NHS trust, with almost half waiting more
than 18 weeks. The injection of spending into the NHS
represents a real-terms growth rate of 4%. The additional
funding will support the delivery of extra appointments,
reduce waiting times and deliver an 18-week target,
which is vital for my constituents. I am looking forward
to hosting the first joint NHS public consultation in
December with my hon. Friend the Member for Portsmouth
South (Stephen Morgan), and to feeding our city’s
views into the 10-year plan for the NHS. In Portsmouth
North, 6,730 people are on universal credit. Our reforms
to universal credit will mean the introduction of a fairer
debt repayment rate. We are bringing the rate down
from 25% to 15%, which will help so many people.

As a teacher, it would be remiss of me not to mention
the 43,000 children in my city who are in education. We
are bringing in breakfast clubs to ensure that children
are set up every day, and removing the VAT exemption
and business rates relief for private schools, so that 94%
of the kids in our country get money into their schools.
We are recruiting teachers and, crucially, supporting
14,000 children with SEND in my city.

5.20 pm

David Baines (St Helens North) (Lab): I welcome this
Budget, not because it solves all the problems in the
country—we have heard a lot about them this afternoon,
and they would be impossible to solve quickly—but
because it begins to do so. In many ways, this Budget is
a reset moment for our politics and our economics. It is
a deliberate choice to invest in growth and essential
public services, not least the NHS, in St Helens North
and across the country—just as the austerity that we
suffered under previous Governments was a deliberate
choice.

As Liz Truss’s Chancellor was reported as saying last
week, Labour is dealing with the Conservatives’ mess.
We have that responsibility because people voted for
change in July. They want a change in direction, because
the consequences of the choices made by previous
Governments are clear for us all to see: the funding
black hole in social care, the crisis in the SEND system,
our crumbling state schools, roads falling apart, councils
going bankrupt, and the crisis in our prisons and the
justice system.

In St Helens North, the number of children living in
poverty rose by more than 50% between 2015 and 2023.
Was that good for business? This is the mess that we are
cleaning up. Of course, we cannot talk about the mess
that we are cleaning up without talking about public
health and the crisis in the NHS. The recently published
report by Lord Darzi spells it out: life expectancy
increased under the last Labour Government, but plateaued
during the 2010s under the Tories. That is not a coincidence.
The absolute and relative proportion of our lives spent
in ill health has increased. That is not a coincidence. To
quote the Darzi report summary,

“Many of the social determinants of health—such as poor
quality housing, low income, insecure employment—have moved
in the wrong direction over the past 15 years with the result that
the NHS has faced rising demand for healthcare from a society in
distress.”

Is that good for business?

This Budget provides the largest cash injection into
the NHS outside covid since 2010, but the Government
also recognise the need for reform. I encourage everyone
in St Helens North and across the country to take part
in the largest NHS consultation in its history, which is
happening right now. Last month I met north-west
ambulance workers, and there was frustration, anger,
heartbreak and exhaustion because of the circumstances
in which they are being forced to work. That is just one
of the messes that we have to clear up. It will not all be
fixed overnight, but with this Budget and other measures,
including the Employment Rights Bill and the introduction
of GB Energy, GB Railways, renters’ rights and more,
we are taking big steps towards clearing up the mess
that the Conservatives left behind.

5.23 pm

Dr Beccy Cooper (Worthing West) (Lab): A healthy
economy means healthy people, but let us not forget
that, conversely, healthy people are the backbone of a
healthy economy. This Budget is working its way through
some very difficult circumstances and dealing with problems
that have been ignored for far too long. Problems in our
economy have had an adverse effect on the health of the
people we are here to serve, so I am heartened to see
that this Budget is aware of the need not only to get the
financial engine room running again, but to rebuild the
foundations of good health for this country.

This Budget rightly prioritises the NHS, with vital
capital investment and increased spending. I know that
many of my constituents and those across the country
will welcome the announcement of funding for mental
health crisis centres, providing services that are so desperately
needed. That will go some way towards taking the
pressure off our A&E departments.

I would like to highlight a couple of the investments
made beyond our NHS that are so vital for our health. I
am delighted to see investment in giving all children the
best start in life, with spending on early years and family
services rising to £8 billion. The £30 million expansion
of breakfast clubs will ensure that children start their
days with a meal and positive social time. I have seen
how much value is added when the catering is integrated
into a school’s wider vision for health, wellbeing and
pastoral care.

I am also encouraged to see that the debilitating cuts
to local government funding in recent years have finally
stopped, and that a plan has been put in place to
support essential providers of frontline services in continuing
their vital work. As well as the 3.2% real-terms increase
in local authority core spending power, the additional
£500 million going into the affordable homes programme
will kick-start an increase in decent, affordable social
housing and finally begin to address some of the
unacceptable emergency accommodation that our
constituents find themselves in while waiting far too
long on our housing waiting lists.

As we move forward and build on the healthy economic
foundations outlined in this Budget, I look forward to
considering the reforms that will be needed for social
care. The £600 million grant funding for it is a good
starting point for the necessary work to come. Similarly,
the public health grants in local government must be
protected and funded properly in order for us to move
sustainably from treatment to prevention. We know
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that our public services and NHS cannot be fixed
overnight, but I congratulate the Chancellor on delivering
a Budget that has given us a firm marker of intention
and direction. The measure of our collective health and
wellbeing is not GDP per capita alone. We can rebuild
the services that we need to lead healthy and productive
lives, and with this Labour Government, we will all thrive.

5.26 pm

Danny Beales (Uxbridge and South Ruislip) (Lab):
The last few years have been incredibly difficult for our
constituents and our national health service. Public
services are on their knees, a £22 billion black hole has
been left in our public finances and there have been
real-terms falls in incomes and living standards. The
Conservatives, as we have heard today, are still labouring
under the fantasy that no problem exists, and that they
are sitting in opposition—well, a few of them are sitting
over there—through no fault of their own, but through
some sort of electoral dysfunction. They are entirely
unwilling to say what they would do to fix the broken
services and our NHS, and what they would do to close
the financial gaps that they have left.

I am pleased that we have taken the tough and
necessary decisions on spending and taxation to put our
NHS back on a firm footing—tough decisions that any
Chancellor and any Government would have to make.
The Conservatives have continually shirked those tough
decisions. This Budget ensures that no one will see
higher taxes on their payslip; there are no increases to
employee national insurance, income tax or VAT. Those
are promises that I made to my constituents when going
door to door, and promises that we are keeping today.
The necessary tax rises in this Budget rightly fall on
those with the broadest shoulders; we are asking the
wealthiest and largest businesses to pay their fair share
to help rebuild our NHS and public realm.

This Budget is fundamentally pro-growth, and is
focused on investment in our country’s future. We have
heard Conservative Members today continually make
the tired argument that it is the private sector alone that
drives growth. As Members have rightly said, economic
growth relies on a strong public and private sector.
Without a functioning public sector, businesses cannot
thrive. If trains are late, people cannot get to work. If
staff are off sick, they cannot pay tax and cannot
contribute. If workers do not have the necessary skills,
productivity and growth stall. This Budget addresses
those issues and those determinants of growth, and that
is why I am proud to support it today.

Over 14 years, the Conservatives have starved our
NHS of vital funding, but today we are talking about a
vital £25 billion investment in our NHS—the biggest
investment in it since the last Labour Government,
excluding the covid years. This investment is transformative.
I hope that some of this spending will be made available
to primary care and to community pharmacy—the
desperately underfunded front door of our NHS. I am
really pleased that in recent days we have heard a
commitment from the Front Bench health team of a
further £2.5 million to support the development of
proposals for Hillingdon hospital. I am sure that I will
return to that issue and discuss it with the team in the
days ahead. In summary, this Budget delivers on our
promises on tax, on growth and on the NHS, and I am
delighted to support it.

5.29 pm

Rachel Hopkins (Luton South and South Bedfordshire)
(Lab): As we all know too well, politics is about choices.
The choice in this Budget is clear: five more years of the
same failed Conservative policies and more austerity, or
change with a Labour Government who will invest in
Britain’s future so that we can fix the NHS and rebuild
our country.

The Chancellor’s tough but fair choices will benefit
so many people across the country, including in my
constituency, by delivering on tax commitments to help
fund our vital public services. This includes ending both
the non-dom tax loophole and VAT tax breaks for
private schools so that everyone pays their fair share.

I am pleased to see the £11.2 billion investment in our
education system to give every child the best start in life
by increasing per-pupil funding in real terms, providing
£1 billion in additional support for the SEND system
and enabling the roll-out of free breakfast clubs in
thousands of primary schools.

For far too long, working people have paid the price
for the previous Government’s failures. Whereas the
previous Conservative Government focused on funnelling
pounds into the pockets of their friends through dodgy
covid contracts, this Labour Government have chosen
to put pounds in the pockets of working people. The
increase in the national living wage to £12.21 is therefore
very welcome in my constituency, where over 3,000
people in Luton alone will be better off as a result.

As well as the boost to people’s wages, I am delighted
that we will deliver the biggest boost to affordable
housing over this Parliament, with a £500 million boost
to the affordable homes programme to build up to 5,000
additional affordable homes. Reducing the discounts on
the right-to-buy scheme and enabling councils in England
to keep all the receipts generated by sales will also
deliver on our commitment to protect existing council
house stock.

Of course, the NHS is the cornerstone of our public
services. Investment in education, jobs and homes will
be fruitless if we do not have a healthy population. Our
healthcare system was pushed to the brink under the
previous Government, with waiting lists for vital scans
and operations stretching to months or even years,
24 hour-plus waits in A&E, and the worst staffing crisis
in history.

The creation of the NHS was the pride and joy of a
post-war Labour Government, and it is a Labour
Government who will rebuild it once again by investing
an extra £25.6 billion over the next two years. The
40,000 extra elective appointments per week will mean
reduced waiting times.

Where previous Budgets felt like reading lines from
the same tired script, I can say with pride that this
Labour Government’s first Budget really is the start of
a new chapter in making Britain better off. It supports better
wages, ensures that the NHS is there for people when
they need it, and invests in building homes, infrastructure,
roads and railways to create wealth and opportunity for
all. That is the power of a Labour Government.

5.32 pm

Jen Craft (Thurrock) (Lab): This Budget will make a
real difference to the lives of my constituents. It is
designed to fix the foundations of our economy, to turn
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the page on the failed policies of the previous Government,
and to deliver the change that people across the country
and in my constituency voted for.

As hon. Members on both sides of the House have
made clear, we have all seen, experienced and heard
about the decline of the last 14 years. The economic
failures of the previous Government left our constituents
worse off than they were in 2010. Every day, families in
Thurrock tell me about the challenges they face. Public
service performance is at a historic low, and behind
every statistic is the real-world experience of one of my
constituents, whether it is the tragic loss of life while
waiting to see a doctor following heart surgery, the
learning-disabled man I met who had resorted to pulling
out his own teeth because he could not see an NHS
dentist, or the parents desperate to receive a diagnosis
for their child’s special educational needs so that they
can start receiving the support they need.

Nowhere are the Conservatives’ austerity and broken
promises more obvious than in our NHS. My constituents
face some of the most acute GP shortages in the country,
with each of our local surgeries caring for an average of
nearly 3,500 patients. People continue to struggle with
NHS dentistry, with only 31% of adults in Thurrock
having seen an NHS dentist in the last two years. Nearly
a third of patients at the local trust have waited more
than six weeks for a diagnostic test. I welcome the
commitment to provide an extra £22.6 billion of funding
for day-to-day spending for the health service, to cut
waiting times and deliver 40,000 extra appointments
every week. The commitment to more capital funding
cannot come soon enough. I look forward to working
with Ministers to ensure that benefits are felt in Thurrock,
particularly in areas such as Tilbury, where health
inequalities are felt more keenly.

On a personal note, I welcome the commitment in the
Budget to deliver for unpaid carers. From my own
experience as an unpaid carer, I know that the increase
in the amount that carers can earn without losing their
carer’s allowance, as well as the commitment to review
the current cliff edge of carer’s allowance, will be welcomed
by those who do the vital work of caring for their loved
ones.

For so many people, this Budget will tackle the
challenges our country faces. Our party founded the national
health service and brought it back from the brink after
years of Tory neglect. On the campaign trail, I told my
constituents that we did it before and we will do it
again. This Budget delivers on that promise, and I am
proud to support it.

5.35 pm

Alex Baker (Aldershot) (Lab): The Budget delivered
a game-changing announcement for my community:
the news that Frimley Park hospital will be rebuilt, as it
is one of the seven hospitals severely affected by RAAC.
That is such welcome news and will make a real difference
in Aldershot and Farnborough in the years ahead.
Frimley is my local hospital. I have spent my fair share
of nights there and have seen at first hand the incredible
work NHS staff do in a hospital that, in parts, is
literally crumbling around them. I thank the Chancellor,
the Secretary of State for Health and Social Care, and
the wider health team for listening to the arguments my

hon. Friend the Member for Bracknell (Peter Swallow)
and I put forward to prioritise Frimley as part of the
new hospital programme. This vital project was in jeopardy
because of the truly dreadful deficit inherited from the
previous Government. My community needs a new
hospital in the right location—one that works for residents
from Aldershot to Blackwater and Yateley. I will continue
to campaign for that hospital until the day it is built.

This Budget, with its investment in our NHS, will
bring down waiting lists, lay the foundations for our
10-year health plan and make a welcome investment in
our economic future, because a healthier nation is a
wealthier nation. If we can help the 2.8 million people
currently unable to work because they are on long-term
sick leave, many of them stuck on waiting lists, that will
not only help us grow economically, but allow more of
our neighbours to live their lives to the fullest.

Let me share the example of Gloria Cornwall, who
came to my surgery shortly after I was elected. She lived
in agony, in desperate need of a hip replacement, struggling
to get an NHS appointment for five long years. In early
October, she emailed me, delighted to have finally been
given a date in November for the operation, but sadly it
was too late. She passed away from natural causes just
12 days ago.

From the brief time I spent with Gloria, I could tell
she was a very special lady. She was the linchpin of her
family and was so proud of her grandchildren. Gloria’s
story is a powerful reminder of the lives that, at best, are
not being fully fulfilled and, at worst, are being lost
because people cannot get the healthcare they need. I
know how much hope that appointment letter gave
Gloria just before she died, so when I hear that my right
hon. Friend the Health Secretary is bringing forward
40,000 more elective NHS appointments each week, it is
cases like Gloria’s that I will remember.

5.38 pm

Warinder Juss (Wolverhampton West) (Lab): The
Chancellor’s Budget last week finally ended the Conservative
party’s austerity. It is a Budget that fixes the foundations
to deliver real change, by fixing the NHS, cutting hospital
waiting lists, reforming public services and rebuilding
our country.

As the Chancellor said, this Budget is about “investment,
investment, investment”. This Labour Government are
investing over £25.5 billion over two years in the NHS.
That will cut waiting times, so that patients do not have
to wait longer than 18 weeks from referral to consultant-led
treatment; provide 40,000 extra appointments; put in
place new surgical hubs and diagnostic scanners, building
capacity for more than 30,000 additional procedures
and over 1.25 million diagnostic tests; and provide new
radiotherapy machines to improve cancer treatment.

We are investing in NHS technology and digital, to
run essential services and to drive NHS productivity
improvements, freeing up staff time. We are providing a
dedicated capital fund to deliver upgrades to GP surgeries,
boosting productivity and enabling the delivery of more
appointments.

We are investing £26 million to open new mental
health crisis centres. At last, we have a Government
who are committed to tackling the root causes of mental
health problems and to supporting people to remain in
work and to return to work.
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We are supporting social care through at least
£600 million of new grant funding to be able to increase
local Government spending, alongside an £86 million
increase to the disabled facilities grant to support more
adaptations to homes for those with social care needs,
thereby reducing hospitalisations and prolonging
independence.

This Government are cutting down barriers to
opportunity for all by increasing the core schools budget
by £2.3 billion, supporting the recruitment of 6,500
teachers in key subjects and tackling retention issues, to
prepare our children for life, work and the future.

We are providing a £1 billion increase to improve
SEND provision and to improve outcomes and an
additional £300 million for further education to ensure
that young people are learning and developing the skills
they need to succeed in the modern labour market,
which will help the City of Wolverhampton college in
my constituency. We are increasing investment in children’s
social care reform, and it is great to see a real-terms
funding increase for local government spending.

We are taking all of these decisions, while also taking
tough decisions on spending and welfare, eliminating
fraud and error in the welfare system—

Madam Deputy Speaker (Ms Nusrat Ghani): Order. I
call Baggy Shanker.

5.41 pm

Baggy Shanker (Derby South) (Lab/Co-op): It is a
privilege to contribute to today’s debate on the first
Labour Budget delivered in more than 15 years. Let me
start by welcoming the unwavering focus of the Chancellor
and her team on improving the lives of working people
by investing in our public services. This Government
have not ducked the difficult decisions, as the previous
Government did, but confronted them. We have committed
to rebuilding our country and its public services, prioritising
the lives and livelihoods of working people in doing so.
That is why I take immense pride in rising to speak
today to discuss this Labour Budget.

Having served since 2008 as a Derby City councillor,
and with my wife working in the NHS, we have seen
at first hand the impact of Tory austerity, which, as
Lord Darzi has highlighted, caused our NHS to face its
most austere decade and has pushed many local authorities
to the brink. In my constituency, the Florence Nightingale
community hospital delivers critical health and care
services to Derby residents, ranging from in-patient
rehabilitation to palliative care. Services such as those
provided by the Florence Nightingale Community Hospital
must be protected. That is why I was delighted to hear
the Chancellor announce the largest real-terms growth
in day-to-day NHS spending outside of covid since 2010.

With the record funding announced for our NHS and
the investment across our public services, there is much
to welcome in the Budget. Although it marks the start
of a welcome new chapter, delivering long-term stability
and much-needed change, it is important that working
people feel the positive impact of this Labour Government.

Continuing the focus on public service, I turn to the
matter of the settlements for local authorities in the
Budget. As in every constituency, our council plays an
important role in providing for families and individuals
who are facing specific challenges, whether that be in

social care, housing or the availability of SEND provision.
Given that crucial role, and the cost and demand pressures
that are not unique to Derby but face councils across
the UK, I welcome the Chancellor’s announcement of
an additional £1.3 billion of funding.

I close by again welcoming the Chancellor’s Budget,
which last week took responsible if difficult decisions to
redress the Tory budget deficit and begin rebuilding
Britain.

5.44 pm

Sarah Coombes (West Bromwich) (Lab): For too
long, our economy has not worked for West Bromwich—
low wages, low growth, broken public services, families
unable to make ends meet and our huge potential going
unfulfilled. That was the legacy of the Conservative
Government, and that is why the country voted for
change. Last week, finally, we saw a Budget that turns
the page.

I would like to thank the Chancellor for this historic
Budget and talk about three things: how it looks after
the finances of families in West Brom, how it gets our
public services back on their feet, and how it will
turbocharge growth in the west midlands. Last week,
Labour’s Budget looked after ordinary families in West
Brom. During the election, we promised that we would
not put up taxes on working people—a promise that we
have kept. Carers were being trapped in poverty by the
weekly earnings limit, so we have raised it. Young
people were doing the same work for less pay, so we are
changing that. Perhaps most significantly of all, 12,000
workers on the minimum wage in Sandwell will receive a
£1,400 pay rise next year. That is the difference that the
Labour Budget makes.

The Budget was also for public services and, critically,
our NHS. In West Brom, our GP satisfaction rate is
15% below the national average. We have 80,000 people
waiting for a hospital appointment and, absolutely
scandalously, life expectancy in my area has been falling
over the last 10 years. The Conservatives spent a
decade destroying the NHS and now it falls to us to
rebuild it.

Last week, our Labour Chancellor gave the NHS a
cash injection that will deliver 40,000 extra appointments
a week, state-of-the-art new equipment, and support
for our NHS staff, who have been pushed to breaking
point. All that is futile without reform, and earlier the
Secretary of State set out how we will achieve that. But
the people of West Bromwich know that if we want a
well functioning and modern NHS, we have to pay for
it. We have made difficult decisions to do that.

I finish by highlighting that the Budget was fantastic
for the west midlands. It will support manufacturing
jobs in the automotive industry, which is so important
to the region. It secured the future of HS2 to Euston
because people do not want to get on at Birmingham
and off at Old Oak Common. It funded the extension
of the metro to Brierley Hill and gives our Mayor,
Richard Parker, a funding settlement for good bus
services and local projects that will make a difference.
Under a Labour Government, West Bromwich is going
to see the change that my constituents voted for. I am
proud that my party has delivered a Budget that fixes
the foundations, protects ordinary people and rebuilds
our NHS.

251 2525 NOVEMBER 2024Budget Resolutions Budget Resolutions



5.47 pm

Clive Jones (Wokingham) (LD): My constituency has
suffered from the previous Government’s failure to fix
our NHS. My constituents were promised a rebuild of
the Royal Berkshire hospital. That amounted to nothing.
The Conservatives failed to fund the programme; they
did not allocate the proper amount of money and they
dithered and delayed.

I therefore welcome this Government’s extra funding
in the Budget for the NHS and its infrastructure. However,
they need to make clear how they will manage a backlog
of maintenance repairs amounting to £102 million for
the Royal Berkshire hospital, on top of upwards of
£1.3 billion required to build a new hospital. The trust
could start construction as early as 2028, but that
requires urgent confirmation that the funding will go
ahead. Does the Minister agree that a hospital sooner
rather than later will deliver better outcomes for patients?

I do not blame the Government for the financial mess
that they have inherited from the Conservatives, but
when it comes to primary care, the Budget has taken
one step forward but two steps back. I simply do not
understand why, at a time when Wokingham has an
increasing GP-to-patient ratio and a growing population,
the Chancellor has decided to levy a tax on jobs through
the national insurance employer contribution. That will
impact GP care provision and leave our overstretched
services struggling even more.

I am campaigning for the community of Arborfield
to have their own dedicated GP practice. My constituents
are crying out for change so that they can get the
services that they deserve. Does the Minister agree that
GPs in Wokingham and across England should be
protected from the national insurance hike? If that does
not happen, we risk losing their services. Will he engage
with my local integrated care board to impress upon it
the need to fund a GP surgery in the community of
Arborfield?

5.49 pm

Joe Powell (Kensington and Bayswater) (Lab): In
July, I was proud to be elected the new Member of
Parliament for Kensington and Bayswater—a fantastic
community but one that has, like so much of the country,
suffered 14 years of low growth, stagnant wages and
crumbling public services. We have some of the highest
health inequalities in the country. The major local hospitals
have the largest high-risk repair backlog of any NHS
trust in England. Much of my casework involves people
in substandard temporary accommodation battling damp
and mould and slow repairs, and victims of no-fault
evictions and overcrowding.

What compounds that dreadful inheritance is false
hope. The fantasy new hospital programme told people
in my community that they would have a brand new
St Mary’s hospital, as well as overhauls of Hammersmith
and Charing Cross hospitals, but it was never budgeted
for. Instead of taking responsibility, the Conservatives
overspent, avoided the tough choices and signed off
cheques that they knew would never have to be cashed.
I welcome the Budget, and especially the investment to
meet our election commitment to reducing waiting list
and expanding surgical capacity and diagnostic hubs. I
also look forward to the 10-year plan for the NHS, and
I hope that the Chief Secretary to the Treasury will set

out in the spending review plans to build a new St Mary’s
and invest for the long-term to get people healthier,
improve productivity and deliver an NHS that we can
all be proud of.

Of course, our housing crisis is directly linked to
challenges in our NHS, so I welcome the investment in
the affordable homes plan and the warm homes plan,
and the reduction in right-to-buy discounts with councils
keeping receipts. The damning National Audit Office
this week laid bare the cost of inaction on building
safety, so I welcome the Chancellor’s support for speeding
up the remedial work. The NAO said that, on current
trends, the last building will not be fixed until 2037—20 years
after Grenfell. That is unacceptable, and I look forward
to the Government’s plan to speed up the remedial
work.

Trust in politics has collapsed to an all-time low after
the covid VIP lanes, the lobbying scandals, and the
Liz Truss mini-Budget, for which my constituents have
still not received an apology.

Ben Coleman (Chelsea and Fulham) (Lab): I am
sorry for interrupting my hon. Friend at the very last
minute, but he raised the important issue of the rebuilding
of St Mary’s. May I suggest to him that that should
come alongside the full refurbishment of Charing Cross
hospital and Hammersmith hospital, as they all form
part of the Imperial College healthcare NHS trust?

Joe Powell: I thank my constituency neighbour for
that point. The Imperial College trust has the highest
major repair backlog of any NHS estate in the country,
so we hope that it will, on merit, be a strong candidate
in the Secretary of State’s review of the new hospital
programme.

As the shadow Minister, the hon. Member for Brentwood
and Ongar (Alex Burghart) would know from our
work together on open government and international
transparency, I welcome the Chancellor’s focus on tackling
corruption, fraud, tax avoidance and waste; the ending
of the non-dom tax regime; the additional guardrails to
ensure that public investment is well spent; and the
appointment of a covid corruption commissioner to
uncover which companies used a national emergency to
line their own pockets. Taxpayers want that money back.

Four months ago, this Government were elected with
a mandate for change. The Budget marks the end of the
short-term cycles of chaos and mismanagement, and
the start of a serious plan to build a fairer and more
prosperous Britain.

5.53 pm

Anna Dixon (Shipley) (Lab): I refer the House to my
entry in the Register of Members’ Financial Interests.

This Budget rejects 14 years of Tory austerity for
public services and instead begins a process of investment
and reform to NHS and social care. The 4% increase to
day-to-day spending, and a cash injection of over £25 billion
into the NHS over two years, will make an immediate
impact to improve patient experience. This Budget begins
to make good on Labour’s election promise to get the
NHS back on its feet and to address the issues laid bare
in Lord Darzi’s damning report, which set out so clearly
the mess left by the Conservative party: the highest
waiting times on record and the lowest public satisfaction.
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I also welcome the much-needed capital investment to
ensure that RAAC-infested Airedale hospital, which
serves my constituents, gets funding for a new hospital.
With Labour, promises made are promises kept.

But the money is not enough: we need to change the
NHS so that it is more focused on improving health,
with more care delivered in the community and close to
home. Those changes will be set out in the 10-year plan
for the NHS in the spring, and I welcome the fact that
everyone will have the opportunity to contribute their
ideas. Change means spreading best practice; examples
include Grange Park GP surgery in my constituency. I
was pleased to show the Secretary of State for Health
and Social Care this great community-centred general
practice, which delivers continuity for patients, group
therapy sessions such as singing for lung health and
on-site counselling.

Investing in primary care and community health
services is vital to a strong NHS, but as the Secretary of
State recognises, we also need to deliver with social care.
Local authorities have sought to provide social care in
the context of severe budget cuts imposed over 14 years
by the Conservative party. The Chancellor’s Budget
provides a £1.3 billion uplift to local authority budgets,
including £600 million of new grant funding for social
care. That money is hugely welcomed and much needed,
as are the increases in the national living wage, which
will lift thousands of care workers out of poverty.
However, many non-profit care providers are already on
the brink after 14 years of cuts to social care, and may
be forced to hand back contracts if their higher costs
are not reflected in the fees paid by local authorities. I
urge Ministers to explore those challenges with care
providers and local authority commissioners to ensure
we have a strong foundation for our national care
service.

It is right that we ask those with the broadest shoulders
to pay their fair share in order to address the crisis in
public services. I am confident that this Labour Government
can and will restore the NHS, making it a service we can
once again be proud of. That is why I support this
Budget.

5.56 pm

Mr Bayo Alaba (Southend East and Rochford) (Lab):
This Budget represents a huge step towards restoring
the vibrancy and potential of my constituency. The
commitments in this Budget will support our hospital
and health services, revitalise trade and hospitality, and
knit the community closer together.

Over the past 14 years, our public services have been
neglected and the hospitality and retail industries have
been unsupported. That is why I am so proud that the
Labour Government are working to fix the foundations
and reform our public services at their very roots. This
Budget invests £25.6 billion in the NHS over two years,
which will cut waiting times by creating an extra 40,000
elective appointments a week so that the NHS will be
there when we need it. I know how important this is in
Southend East and Rochford, where hospital and health
workers are working hard to serve their community.

The businesses, restaurants and bars that are integral
to Southend East and Rochford’s local offer will be
pleased by the measures announced in this Budget—as
someone who has run businesses in that sector for over

24 years, I know how important it is. The Government
are choosing to protect small businesses by increasing
the employment allowance to £10,500 and expanding
that allowance to all eligible employers. This Labour
Government are making business rates fairer to protect
our high streets and are permanently introducing lower
rates for retail, hospitality and leisure—as many as
6,380 microbusinesses in the Southend city council area
stand to benefit from those changes. These are steps
that will deliver the change that our communities deserve
and regenerate our local economies.

Finally, this Labour Government are increasing the
national minimum wage to £12.21 per hour——an increase
of 6.7%—which will serve to revitalise the hospitality
and retail sectors. The Low Pay Commission estimates
that 54% of all jobs paying at or below the minimum
wage are in retail, hospitality, cleaning and maintenance
occupations. The workers in those industries have been
overlooked for too long. Labour’s Budget puts those
workers back on the agenda, with more money in their
pockets at the end of the month. I welcome the actions
of this Labour Government to support essential services
and equip our leisure and retail industries with the tools
for the future.

The Budget turns a page on the last 14 years and
begins to create the conditions for an area such as
Southend East and Rochford to thrive.

5.59 pm

Laurence Turner (Birmingham Northfield) (Lab): I
draw the House’s attentions to my declarations in the
Register of Members’Financial Interests. As we approach
Remembrance weekend, I would like to draw attention
in this health debate to the excellent work that the Royal
Centre for Defence Medicine does in Birmingham.

In July, the people of Birmingham Northfield voted
for change. It was a vote for economic stability and
investment in public services after 14 years of chaos,
14 years of austerity, and 14 years of running down our
schools and hospitals. This Budget is delivering that
change.

I welcome the biggest increase in NHS funding in
20 years, linked to service improvements. We are a
young city, but one in 10 people in Birmingham are on
an NHS waiting list. Some of my constituents have
been waiting for years for lifesaving treatments; some of
them waited for too long. This is the sort of investment
that will make a difference that people can feel, and that
is a credit to the Ministers on the Front Bench today.

The investment in school buildings and equipment is
welcome. It is especially important for the projects to rebuild
Green Meadow primary school and King Edward VI
Balaam Wood academy, which were committed to under
the school rebuilding programme, but which face rising
construction costs. I also welcome the wider investment
in education, particularly in SEND and further education.

Other hon. Members have mentioned the important
commitments that have been made to the West Midlands
combined authority. That is excellent news for the region
as a whole and money that can be invested in better
housing and better transport services, alongside the
additional money for social care and road maintenance
in local government. I look forward to seeing Birmingham’s
allocation, ahead of a tough local government budget-
setting process next year.
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[Laurence Turner]

As a trade union official, I was proud to represent
care and NHS workers, but I was ashamed of the
conditions in which they had to work for too long. I feel
that same sense of shame at the state to which the
Conservative party reduced our public services. This is a
Budget for investment in health and social care. It turns
the page on years of failure and it sets the long-term
certainty that businesses need. I hope that it will be
carried overwhelmingly tomorrow.

6.2 pm

Peter Swallow (Bracknell) (Lab): I start by declaring
that my brother and his wife are both NHS doctors, and
I am incredibly proud of them.

The Budget begins the work to undo a decade of
recklessness and neglect by the Conservatives, who left
our NHS uncared for, our schools crumbling and carers
unsupported. It will fix the foundations of our economy,
build the growth we need to invest in public services and
end 14 years of Tory austerity. With this Budget, my
right hon. Friend the Chancellor has put forward a
bold, tough vision to deliver on our manifesto promise
of change—£25.7 billion over two years for the NHS to
slash waiting times, with an extra 40,000 elective
appointments a week, and £2 billion committed to
technology to begin a serious transformation towards
digital healthcare.

Labour Members understand the need to fund our
NHS properly, but we also understand that after 14 years
of neglect, the NHS is badly in need of reform. We
cannot cure 14 years of sickness in one Budget, but with
this investment, we are finally taking the medicine we
need.

I warmly welcome the £1 billion investment the
Chancellor is making to address the crisis in special
educational needs—a first step in fixing a broken system.
During the Conservative leadership contest, the new
Leader of the Opposition endorsed the view that getting
an autism diagnosis brings

“economic advantages and protections”

and

“better treatment or equipment”.

That is a far cry from the experience of parents and
children with SEND in my constituency. The Leader of
the Opposition would do well to listen to the former
Conservative Education Secretary, who described the
SEND system under her party as “lose, lose, lose”. The
Government’s commitment to increase SEND funding
by £1 billion is a step towards addressing the crisis. It
must be only the beginning of tackling this huge long-term
problem. Ultimately, the system needs root and branch
reform, but the money will start to make real, concrete
differences and to break down the barriers to opportunity
for many young people in Bracknell and across the
country.

I will briefly mention the fantastic commitment to set
up a £44 million investment to trial a new kinship
carer’s allowance—again, that is a real contribution to
solving a problem that has long been neglected.

This is a Budget that invests in our NHS, in education,
and in families and working people. If the Opposition
choose to oppose it, they need to be honest with their
constituents and the British people about what that

means. Opposing the Budget means less money for our
NHS, less money for our struggling SEND system, and
no additional support for the kinship carers who have
felt invisible for too long. The Government have chosen
to fix the foundations—

Madam Deputy Speaker (Ms Nusrat Ghani): Order. I
call Dr Peter Prinsley.

6.5pm

Peter Prinsley (Bury St Edmunds and Stowmarket)
(Lab): Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.

I welcome the measures that the Chancellor has
announced to support our NHS as we begin the enormous
ask of repairing the damage caused by 14 years of neglect.
I absolutely commend this imaginative and transformative
Budget to the House. As the first ever Labour MP for
Bury St Edmunds and a consultant ear, nose and throat
surgeon, I welcome the specific commitment to replace
the RAAC-infested West Suffolk hospital. My ears
certainly pricked up when I heard that.

We will see great investment too in medical research,
and I welcome that. This country continues to be very
proud of our amazing and historic contribution to
discoveries and innovation, which are certainly the best
way to ensure that we find cures for many mysterious
afflictions. The Government have rightly emphasized
the need for investment in the NHS to be accompanied
by reform. With reform must come value for money.

I would like to bring a serious matter to attention of
the House: an example of a reform which, while at first
sight appears to be of benefit, is neither value for money
nor the right thing to have done. I am sorry that so few
of the previous team are here to listen. NHS eye surgery
services are in difficulty, and I am informed that we are
in danger of creating ophthalmic deserts, just like the
dental deserts familiar to us in the east of England.

The last Government took their eye off the ball as
cataract services were outsourced to private providers,
taking with them the very same NHS surgeons and staff
who were providing the service in the hospitals. The
generous tariffs for the provision of cataract surgery
means that private cataract clinics, often owned and run
by the same surgeons, are springing up everywhere. The
number of cataract operations has shot up, and a
relatively minor cataract, which is a cause of correctable
visual difficulties, can be operated on within a few
weeks by a choice of private clinics, generating annual
profits of well over £100 million. Meanwhile, NHS eye
surgery departments which are treating serious causes
of irreversible blindness such as glaucoma and macular
degeneration are in trouble, with long waiting lists. They
cannot recruit surgeons and are struggling to survive.

This is the next dentistry crisis. Just as in dentistry, a
reform of the contracting system is now urgent, and I
urge the Government to do that. It will save millions of
pounds and preserve NHS eye surgery services. As my
ophthalmic colleague informed me, we can treat dental
problems with false teeth, but false eyes do not work
very well.

6.8 pm

John Slinger (Rugby) (Lab): My right hon. Friend the
Chancellor inspired many people last week, including
girls and women. The unfortunate comments from the
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new Leader of the Opposition about the first Budget by
a woman Chancellor are not shared by the young
women I have spoken to. My right hon. Friend inspired
us MPs too, not merely with big-ticket items such as the
core schools budget going up by £2.3 billion, but with a
more subtle form of inspiration about the long term. It
would be more popular in the short term simply to
spend money on public services, but our Government
have made difficult choices, such as £5.5 billion-worth
of savings and ensuring that public money is spent
wisely through the new office for value for money. My
right hon. Friend has made tough decisions on tax,
spending and welfare to restore our economic stability,
which helps my constituents.

Freezing the small business multiplier for one year
will protect more than 1,000 small businesses in Rugby
constituency from inflationary bill increases. Thousands
of my constituents will benefit from the increases in the
national minimum wage and national living wage, boosting
incomes by up to £1,400, and 1,100 carers in Rugby who
are in receipt of carer’s allowance will benefit from the
working limit being lifted, allowing them to earn more
and still claim. Rugby’s 19,000 pensioners will see the
state pension increase by 4.1% with my right hon. Friend
the Chancellor maintaining the triple lock—that is more
than twice the uplift given to people receiving benefits.

Some in my constituency have expressed concern
about local hospital health provision. Labour founded
the NHS—we will fix it and we will fund it. It is because
of my right hon. Friend’s decisions that this Government
can provide an extra £25.7 billion in two years to help
cut waiting times, and £1.5 billion capital funding nationally
for new surgical hubs and diagnostic scanners. That
much-needed investment could not have happened had
my right hon. Friend chosen immediate popularity by
making unfunded promises that raised perfectly legitimate
hopes among the public, just as the last Government
did when they promised 40 new hospitals without having
funding streams in place. The toxic legacy of that false
hope is felt by the public, and expressed to every one of
us in our inboxes. This Chancellor, this Labour party,
this Government will restore faith in the very concept
that government can improve lives.

It would perhaps have been more popular to pretend
that there were no difficult decisions, only sunlit uplands,
or that green shoots do not require watering and that
public services can improve without proper investment.
But we do not seek short-term popularity. This Budget
lays the foundations for long-term economic stability,
growth, investment and fairness, and enables us to
begin delivering much-needed change to improve our
constituents’ lives. As we do that, we will have the
opportunity to earn the trust of the public we serve.

6.11 pm

Zarah Sultana (Coventry South) (Ind): The Government
have a profound duty to tackle poverty with urgency
and ambition. After 14 years of Tory austerity hollowing
out our public services and leaving our communities
struggling, eradicating poverty must be at the heart of
the Government’s agenda. Yet the Budget falls short,
and without bold action the most vulnerable in our
constituencies will continue to suffer.

Ending austerity is not just about stopping cuts; it is
about real action to lift people out of poverty. The critical
first step must be to scrap the two-child benefit cap,

which unfairly punishes families for having more than
two children. If it remains, according to the Resolution
Foundation an additional 63,000 children will be in
poverty by 2025. We must scrap it immediately. We must
also reverse the means-testing of winter fuel payments.
No pensioner should have to choose between heating
and eating in a cost of living crisis. Providing warmth to
those at risk should be non-negotiable for a Labour
Government. The 50% rise in bus fare cap is equally
unacceptable. Affordable public transport is vital for
low-income families, students and those without cars.
Increasing fares deepens and entrenches inequality, and
hinders our climate goals.

The Labour Government must ditch Tory welfare
reforms that will slash billions from disability benefits,
pushing people into more severe hardship. Those reforms
must be rejected root and branch, not piecemeal. The
more than 330,000 excess deaths in the past decade
remind us that austerity costs lives and that politics is a
matter of life and death. In one of the world’s wealthiest
nations, no family should be in poverty, no child should
be left hungry and no pensioner should be unable to
heat their home.

Our response must be transformative in rebalancing
the economy for the many, not the few. We need a fair
tax system that places the burden on those who can pay
the most. A 2% tax on assets over £10 million could
raise £24 billion annually, and equalising capital gains
with income rate thresholds would bring in an additional
£17 billion. Those funds could truly transform our
NHS, schools and communities.

Finally, we need a bold economic plan to secure our
future, with a worker-led just transition to renewable
energy, creating thousands of unionised jobs and ensuring
that no one is left behind. My constituents in Coventry
South and communities across the UK deserve a Budget
that marks the end of austerity with action not just
words, and with a true commitment to ending poverty.

Clive Jones: On a point of order, Madam Deputy
Speaker. I must apologise to the House for not making
a declaration at the beginning of my speech. I am a
governor of the Royal Berkshire hospital, and I have a
family member who has shares in a health company. I
apologise for not mentioning it at the beginning of my
speech.

Madam Deputy Speaker (Ms Nusrat Ghani): I thank
the hon. Member for advance notice of his point of
order. It is most definitely relevant to the debate, and his
transparency is noted.

6.14 pm

Neil Duncan-Jordan (Poole) (Lab): I should place on
record that my wife is a hard-working NHS employee,
and she will thank me for saying that. I have today met
representatives of the Royal College of Paediatrics and
Child Health, which has raised serious concerns about
the waiting times that children with conditions such as
motor neurone disease face in accessing community
services and hospital treatment. I am hopeful that children’s
health will be targeted for additional resources in the
Budget, because if we can tackle children’s health early,
we can help to reduce poor health in later years.

I welcome the key point in the Budget, which is the
recognition that increasing public spending—on health,
for example—benefits those on lower incomes the most.
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Likewise, the Budget concentrates increases in tax on
the households with the highest incomes, as it should. I
have received representations from hospices in my
constituency about the increase in national insurance
contributions for employers, and I urge the Chancellor
to consider granting hospices an exemption, in recognition
of the difficult and much-needed work they do.

The announcement of £1 billion of additional funding
for SEND is to be warmly welcomed, and I am keen to
see how that funding will be distributed to benefit the
children and families who have been struggling for so
long. The announcement of compensation for victims
of the Post Office Horizon scandal and the infected
blood scandal is a welcome step in recognising those
injustices, but I urge the Chancellor to see what similar
support can be given to women born in the 1950s who
were never properly informed about the changes to their
state pension age. I also recognise the £600 million
grant funding for social care for local authorities, but
the entire sector urgently needs reform, especially if we
are to realise the Government’s stated aim of moving
healthcare from hospital to community.

Finally, I again express my concerns about the decision
to means-test the winter fuel allowance. I am looking
forward to meeting the Minister with responsibility for
pensions, my hon. Friend the Member for Wycombe
(Emma Reynolds), tomorrow to discuss that further. I
hope we can explore what further support we can give
to those who are just above the pension credit threshold.
There is much to welcome in this Budget, but those
with the broadest shoulders need to carry the heaviest
burden.

6.18 pm

Sojan Joseph (Ashford) (Lab): I welcome the opportunity
to speak in this debate on the first Labour Budget for
nearly 15 years. I must disclose that I worked in the
NHS for the past 22 years as a mental health nurse. As a
result of the Budget, the NHS will receive the largest
rise in day-to-day spending outside the pandemic since
the last Labour Government. The additional £22.6 billion
over two years will play a major role in cutting waiting
times from their current unacceptably high levels. We all
know that money on its own will not be enough to
create an NHS fit for the future, so I agree with my right
hon. Friend the Secretary of State for Health and Social
Care that it is important that the increased investment
outlined in the Budget comes with the necessary reform
of the NHS.

On that point, I was pleased to see that there will be
more than £2 billion spent on healthcare technology
and digital investment to run essential services and
drive improvements in NHS productivity. I believe that
will have widespread support from my former colleagues
working in the NHS. If we ensure that all trusts have
access to electronic patient records, that will not only be
much better for the patient, but will increase staff
productivity, freeing up more time to treat patients.
When I paid a visit to the William Harvey hospital in
the Ashford constituency in August, 19 patients were
being treated in corridors. That is deeply concerning, as
during the summer there is supposedly less demand on
the A&E department. This money will be well received
in hospitals such as the William Harvey.

I was pleased by the recent confirmation from the
Health and Social Care Secretary that there will be
more details on the new hospital programme in the
new year. I would like to make a strong case for the
William Harvey and the other hospitals in the East
Kent hospitals university NHS foundation trust. In
2019, when Boris Johnson was Prime Minister, he
promised that east Kent would get a new hospital.
Proposals were drawn up for either a new hospital in
Canterbury or upgraded facilities at the William Harvey
hospital and the Queen Elizabeth the Queen Mother
hospital in Margate. Despite what Boris Johnson said,
last year the Conservative Government broke that promise.
At the time, it was reported that at least £210 million
would have to be spent over the next five years on
essential improvements to hospitals in east Kent just
to maintain safe services. As we look to deliver an NHS
fit for the future, I say to my right hon. Friend the
Minister that money spent patching up ageing buildings
would be better invested in improving standards for
patients in east Kent. I therefore hope that the proposals
and promises from the previous Government can be
reconsidered.

The choice made by the Chancellor to invest in the
country’s future and fix the broken public services left
by the Tories is a clear rejection of that party’s failed
policies, so I welcome the Budget.

6.21 pm

Elaine Stewart (Ayr, Carrick and Cumnock) (Lab):
The Budget was a huge victory for mineworkers. I was
born in a mining community, in a pit village called
Bellsbank. Today, sadly, coalfield communities like the
one I was raised in are still behind the national average
on growth and prosperity. Unemployment, poor health
and lack of opportunity have created a legacy of deprivation
in those once lively communities. With that in mind, I
was immensely proud to stand for election on a manifesto
that promised to end the injustice of the mineworkers’
pension scheme, so that the people who powered our
country would receive a fairer pension. I am delighted
that we have a Chancellor who listens to colleagues and
a Government committed to ending injustices. Now,
almost 700 pensioners in my constituency of Ayr, Carrick
and Cumnock will receive £29 a week more in their
pension. That was the pension uplift for 112,000 former
mineworkers across the country.

The Budget protects working people in Scotland, and
injects more money than ever before into our public
services. The Scottish Government will need to ensure
that that additional funding for public services reaches
the frontlines, bringing down waiting lists in the NHS
and raising attainment in our schools.

People in Scotland rightly expect results. The SNP is
pretending that its hands are tied, and that somehow its
decisions do not matter, but this is not just about having
more money; it is about spending money better. The NHS
in Scotland is in perpetual crisis because of the SNP
Government’s chaos, mismanagement and incompetence.
After 17 years of the SNP in power in Scotland, we are
left with the reality of a two-tier health system. Patients
in pain are forced to scrape money together to go
private. Over 860,000 patients—equivalent to one in
six Scots—are on an NHS waiting list for tests or
treatment. My sister has awaited a hip replacement for
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over 14 months. Decisions in the Budget mean that the
Scottish Government will receive more per person than
the rest of the UK.

The Labour Government are committed to growing
day-to-day spending on essential services, delivering
40,000 extra appointments a week and reducing NHS
waiting lists. When will we see the same ambition from
the Scottish Government and the SNP?

6.23 pm

Mike Reader (Northampton South) (Lab): I welcome
the Government’s commitment to fixing our national
health service and delivering the real change that my
constituents in Northampton South voted for in July.
Northampton South is home to four hospitals: our
general hospital; St Andrew’s and Berrywood hospitals,
which both provide fantastic mental health care provision;
and the Three Shires hospital, which is part of the
Circle Health network. Despite all that choice, time and
again, constituents tell me that they struggle to get
appointments. Each week at my constituency surgeries,
and in my inbox, I learn of residents across Northampton
South who are desperate to see a doctor or secure an
appointment for much-needed surgery. As their
representative in this House, I have a duty to speak up
for them, and to welcome the changes that this Budget
will bring to their life. I am particularly proud that it
delivers funding for 40,000 additional appointments
every single week. That commitment means that more
residents in Northampton will get the care they need,
when they need it. That means fewer days off work, less
time in pain, and, more importantly, better health outcomes.

Having joined this House from the construction sector—I
should declare that my team was working in the new
hospital programme supply chain—I think we must be
honest about the state of our NHS buildings. The
previous Government’s empty promise of 40 new hospitals
became a national embarrassment—a classic example
of a headline-grabbing announcement that delivered
little for our communities. Instead, this Budget delivers
real, tangible investment: £3.1 billion in capital funding,
including £1 billion to tackle the critical maintenance
backlog. In Northampton, we know all too well the
impact of ageing NHS infrastructure. Northampton
general hospital and our sister hospital Kettering general
have served our community well, but are showing signs
of age. Unlike many Members here, I will not ask the
Treasury for more money for my hospital; I support my
local integrated care board’s calls for major investment
in Kettering, just down the road. I hope that the review
of the new hospital programme, once complete, will see
a positive outcome for our county.

I finish by acknowledging the dedication of our NHS
staff in Northampton South. The doctors, nurses, specialists,
healthcare assistants, porters, cleaners, managers and
administrators who keep our NHS running deserve our
thanks and support. This Budget gives them the resources
they need to do their jobs effectively in buildings that
are fit for purpose, with technology that works for
them, rather than against them. This Budget delivers
our first steps in building an NHS fit for the future.

6.26 pm

Ms Polly Billington (East Thanet) (Lab): Even those
of us who are new to this place know to expect more
communication from our constituents about what is

wrong than what is right, so it is notable that I received
emails of thanks and congratulations from constituents
last week, after the Chancellor delivered her historic
Budget. Stability is highly prized by people after so
much chaos, and investment, especially in our NHS, is
something that people have been crying out for.

However, we must be honest with ourselves about the
state of our NHS in east Kent and in coastal communities
like mine. East Thanet has been overlooked for far too
long. The service has had to endure the chaos and
incompetence of the past 14 years, and has not been as
resilient as other places to the onslaught. The director of
public health in north-east Lincolnshire, Stephen Pintus,
has described people living in coastal communities as
“old before their time”. We need to reform the way we
deliver NHS services in coastal communities. Investment
on its own will not be enough. We need to redesign our
health service to answer the questions: what care do people
need, where do they need it and how do they need it
delivered?

My constituents have been suffering with poor NHS
services for far too long. East Kent hospitals university
NHS foundation trust, which runs the Queen Elizabeth
the Queen Mother hospital in Margate, is ranked the
third worst in England for its 12-hour waits for emergency
services. Its maternity services have been deemed inadequate.
When staff were asked, “If a friend or relative needed
treatment, would I be happy with their care?”, only
45% of staff said yes. I have people emailing me about
their urgent care and essential appointments being delayed
by waiting lists. People in dire need of mental healthcare
are being told to wait for months to get the help they
desperately need. There is denial of continuous care due
to costs and a lack of staffing—and, shockingly, poor
communication and record keeping resulted in a cancer
patient being misdiagnosed.

In a 2021 report by Chris Whitty entitled “Health in
Coastal Communities”, he highlighted the problems
faced by constituencies such as mine, and found that
they had some of the worst health outcomes in England,
with low life expectancy and high rates of major diseases.
One of the major reasons for that is simply lack of access
to healthcare services—both a lack of NHS services in
coastal communities and a lack of transport options.

Whatever the reasons for the challenges in coastal
communities, we need to see reform. The extra funding
the Chancellor announced last week is crucial to bringing
down waiting lists and stopping the chaos of 14 years of
Tory mismanagement. The British people delivered us a
mandate to fix the NHS. If done well, this reform will
be transformative for the country, especially in coastal
communities like East Thanet.

Madam Deputy Speaker (Ms Nusrat Ghani): I am
about to call the final Back-Bench Member. No doubt a
lot of colleagues who have contributed will be making
their way back to the Chamber for the Front-Bench
speeches. I call Matt Turmaine.

6.30 pm

Matt Turmaine (Watford) (Lab): Thank you very
much, Madam Deputy Speaker.

Prior to being elected to this place I worked in health
and social care, so it has been interesting to hear some
of the pronouncements from the mouths of Opposition
Members, which in many instances are, frankly, farcical.
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In my constituency, the legacy of 14 years of failed
Conservative government is plain to see: people unable
to get GP appointments; a lack of NHS dentists for
residents to sign up with; poor mental health support
for young people and adults; and, of course, the undelivered
promise of a new hospital in Watford, cancelled under
the coalition and not delivered by the Conservatives
over subsequent years. The previous Government’s track
record is one of decline. In 2010, average waiting times
were 18 weeks and satisfaction levels in the NHS were at
their absolute highest. What a contrast to 2024, with the
NHS on its knees.

The Chancellor of the Exchequer announced in the
Budget an additional £22.6 billion to support the NHS.
That will help to deliver more appointments for my
constituents in Watford, and it will bring progress towards
once again having to wait no more than 18 weeks from
referral to treatment. As has been said, we have done it
before and we will do it again.

I also welcome the Chancellor’s £1.4 billion to help
rebuild schools. She mentioned Watford in her Budget
speech, noting that schools in my constituency will
benefit from RAAC being dealt with. Mentioning RAAC
also brings us to the new hospital programme. I know
my right hon. Friend the Chief Secretary to the Treasury
will be listening when I say loud and clear that Watford
is desperate for a new hospital. That has been the case
for many years. The trust’s plan is ready to go, go, go,
but I recognise that the Chancellor has achieved the
seemingly impossible by managing to start the new
hospital programme and moving forward with addressing
the hospitals affected by RAAC. We hope the rest will
follow soon.

I campaigned in good faith in the general election for
a new hospital and to honour the commitment made by
the previous Government, but as we heard from the
Chancellor in the summer, there was no money there.
The Chancellor has worked wonders with this Budget.
She has dealt with the financial black hole, she has got
the country back on its feet and she has put it on the
road to recovery. It is an excellent Budget for the people
of Watford; it is an excellent Budget for the country. I
wholeheartedly support it.

Madam Deputy Speaker (Ms Nusrat Ghani): We have
been able to get in over 80 contributions, so thank you
very much to everybody for abiding by the time limit. I
now call the shadow Minister.

6.32 pm

Alex Burghart (Brentwood and Ongar) (Con): Thank
you very much, Madam Deputy Speaker. It is a great
pleasure to play a part in bringing today’s interesting
debate to a close.

I take this opportunity to welcome the Chief Secretary
to the Treasury to his post—I know he has been in post
for a few months, but we have not had the chance to get
to know each other. I must say I have been very impressed
him. He is a fluent speaker. He is good on detail. That is
not sarcasm—I was once warned by Hansard that sarcasm
did not come across well in the written record—but I
know what it is to be sent out to defend the indefensible.
I can see that he is developing a fine skill and that he is
some way on his way to mastering it. I just gently say to

your man starting out in his Front Bench career in
government not to get too good at it, because you will
find your party will give you ample opportunities to
defend the indefensible in the years ahead.

Madam Deputy Speaker: Order. Shadow Minister, I
do not think you are speaking to me when you say
“you”. You are obviously speaking to the Minister.

Alex Burghart: It has been a long day, Madam Deputy
Speaker. I hope you will forgive me.

But enough of such pleasantries. This is a bad Budget.
It is as bad as bad can be. At its heart is a decision to tax
businesses hard—very hard—and through them to tax
workers until the pips scream. It is a Budget that sees
the total effective tax rate on low-earning roles increase
to its highest level since 2010, hitting working people
hard, as the Chief Secretary to the Treasury admitted
on Sky television on Friday. We know that taxing business
is a bad idea. As my right hon. Friend the Member for
Tatton (Esther McVey) said earlier, businesses and working
people are the dynamo of the economy. If we denude
and degrade them, there is nothing for public services to
feed on.

But we discover, as this Budget unravels, that it is not
just businesses that are being taxed. It is GPs, it is care
homes, it is hospices—as the hon. Member for Poole
(Neil Duncan-Jordan) pointed out—and it is dentists,
charities, childcare, higher education and school support
staff. I understand that Labour Members will want to
support big tax rises in the Budget, but before they vote
on them, I ask them to consider whether they want to
vote for tax rises on those services. In response to an
intervention from my hon. Friend the Member for
Hinckley and Bosworth (Dr Evans), who is sitting
behind me, the Health Secretary said that he would
listen to GPs, but either the money from the national
insurance contributions is in the Budget, or it is not.
Either it is in the envelope, or it is not. Has the thinking
been done on this? At present, it would seem that all
those services are in limbo. Yesterday, during Education
questions, the Education Secretary was asked by both
the shadow Secretary of State, my right hon. Friend the
Member for Sevenoaks (Laura Trott), and the shadow
Minister, my hon. Friend the Member for Harborough,
Oadby and Wigston (Neil O’Brien), whether school
support staff would be affected. She could not answer.

These are serious questions, and the Government
must know the answers. His Majesty’s Treasury must
have the data, and it must publish that data. So let me
first ask the Chief Secretary if he will publish figures
showing who will be hit by his national insurance
contribution tax rises, what the costs will be to the
services concerned, and whether they will receive
compensation. As I said, the Treasury must have the
data, and if the Chief Secretary does not have it at his
fingertips, I ask him to put it in the Library of the
House of Commons as soon as possible. We all want
better public services; the question is, do we think we
can get them if the services that I have mentioned are
being taxed? As the Chief Secretary said on television
the other day, without reform more generally, money
will just follow money out of the door.

We are told that Labour has a plan for improving the
NHS. We know that, because the Prime Minister told us
in a speech on 11 September that in the spring he would
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have a plan. That plan, he said, would contain a transition
to a digital NHS, moving more care from hospitals to
communities, and focusing efforts on prevention over
sickness. Who could argue with those sensible measures?
It was good to read in the Red Book at a time of the
Budget that His Majesty’s Government intend to:

“Invest more than £2 billion in NHS technology and digital to
run essential services and drive NHS productivity improvements”,

which

“will deliver 2% productivity next year.”

That is very sensible, but it gives rise to a strange sense
of déjà vu—and then one remembers that in the spring
Budget this year the then Chancellor, my right hon. Friend
the Member for Godalming and Ash (Jeremy Hunt),
announced £3.4 billion in additional funding for the
NHS to deliver 2% annual increases in productivity
through new technology and digital across the health
service in England.

So part 1 of Labour’s three-point plan is not new at
all. It is a Conservative initiative, already accounted for
by a Conservative Chancellor. Let us proceed to part 2,
moving more care to communities. On that, the Red
Book says absolutely nothing. As for part 3, prevention,
there is a small increase in tobacco duty and a vaping
products duty. Not content with taxing us into growth,
the Chancellor intends to tax us into health—but it is
all right, because apparently the Prime Minister has a
plan to have a plan in the spring.

I will tell you a funny story about the spring, Madam
Deputy Speaker. When I was first working as a
parliamentary researcher, there was some long-forgotten
report that the Department for Children, Schools and
Families was producing. We asked when it would be
published, and we were told, “In the spring.” We asked,
“When does spring end?” The Department told us,
“When summer begins.” In that tale is an insight into
the way in which Labour Governments think. It is
tomorrow and tomorrow and tomorrow, and never
does reform come.

That is the plan for the NHS. It is relatively well
developed, next to the non-existent plan for welfare
reform. My right hon. Friend the Member for Central
Devon (Mel Stride), who is now the shadow Chancellor,
started that work, but silence has now descended. More
workers are needed to grow the economy—the OBR
was quite clear on that. The Chancellor has chosen tax
over employment, which will not deliver growth.

The Government’s plan has been to tax, to spend, to
think a bit, to set up a website, to get told to serve
waffles for every meal, and to think a bit more. Then
they will see whether any money is left, they will discover
that there is not, and they will need to increase taxes
again. What is becoming painfully apparent is that
Labour wasted its time in opposition. It had 14 years to
come up with a plan for the NHS, but it did not, and
now it is scrabbling to find one. By the time we see the
Prime Minister’s fabled plan, more than 10% of this
Parliament will have passed, and very little will have
been done that was not already being done before.

The Prime Minister said there would be no extra
money without reform, but that is precisely what he has
given the country. That is the price of political complacency.
It is the price of thinking that governing is easy. It is the
price of believing your own hype, and of failing to be
honest with yourselves.

Some people said that the Labour party was trying to
pull the wool over people’s eyes, and I was one of them.
I thought that behind the great ambiguities of the
Labour manifesto there would be a game plan, but
game plan has come there none. We have £140 billion of
extra borrowing, and £10 billion more in higher debt
repayments. Mortgage payments are up, and there is
austerity for employers and workers. A loveless landslide
has become a loveless tax rise for the British people, and
they will not wear it.

6.41 pm

The Chief Secretary to the Treasury (Darren Jones): I
rather enjoyed that! I hope the hon. Gentleman can
take a breather now. May I welcome the new shadow
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster to his place?
From what he has said today—I should confess that I
am not a clinician—I think he may have some amnesia
about the performance of his party in government, but
maybe the right hon. Member for Tatton (Esther McVey),
the former Minister for common sense, can help him
find some before he next appears before the House.

May I also welcome the new shadow Chief Secretary
to the Treasury, the hon. Member for North Bedfordshire
(Richard Fuller), to his place? Madam Deputy Speaker,
some Members of this House will know that you, the
shadow Chief Secretary and I worked very well together
for many years on the Business and Trade Committee.
Clearly, some things have changed and some have not.
You, Madam Deputy Speaker, are now very much in
control in the Chair; I am on the other side of the Table
and answering the questions; and the shadow Chief
Secretary will still shout at Ministers, irrespective of
whether they are Conservative or Labour, for being too
socialist.

Every Government come into office seeking to improve
the country, but it is now clear that the last Conservative
Government did not come into office to improve public
services. In a recent report from the Institute for
Government, two key conclusions were drawn: first,
that most public services are performing substantially
worse in 2024 than they were in 2010, and secondly, that
public service performance has been damaged by a lack
of capital investment.

After 14 years of failure from the Conservative party,
this Government will begin the work of implementing a
bold programme of public service reform. This Budget
starts that work by choosing a different path—by choosing
investment over decline. In doing so, we will make sure
that every pound is spent well and that reform is baked
into our approach to governing, but we have also signed
up to the much greater challenge of fundamentally
reforming our public services. I see no greater opportunity
than modernising the very nature of the state—not to
get stuck on the old debate about the size of the state,
but to fundamentally rewire and improve the state of
the state.

This is a generational Budget. It is a Budget that
meets the scale of the challenges we face as a country.
To illustrate that more clearly, it is worth the House
reflecting on the story so far and on where the country
found itself before this new Labour Government came
into office. Our national debt was almost the same size
as our GDP, our investment share was the lowest of any
in the G7 and, perhaps most significantly, our growth
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lagged behind that of other OECD countries over the
course of the last Parliament, resulting in lost opportunities
and lost growth totalling £171 billion.

The impact of this is painfully clear in our fiscal
picture, because the public finances we were told we had
inherited from the last Government have been proven to
be a fiscal fiction. Ahead of the election, we all knew
that the public finances were bad. That was no secret,
but nobody expected to discover the negligent, shameful
hidden secret of the £22 billion black hole of in-year
spending. That was hidden from this House, from the
media, from the Office for Budget Responsibility and
from the public—[Interruption.] I encourage Conservative
Members to look at the evidence from the OBR to the
Treasury Committee today, which makes just this point.
These issues were a direct result of 14 years of papering
over the cracks in our country’s foundations instead of
fixing them.

Mr Perkins: My right hon. Friend is repeating a
statistic that we will all be familiar with—that of the
£22 billion black hole—but it is important to make
the point that that £22 billion is not the extra money the
Conservatives were spending compared with what they
were bringing in. The deficit last year was £120 billion.
This £22 billion was extra money—worse than the
£120 billion deficit we already knew we were inheriting.

Darren Jones: My hon. Friend is absolutely right.
These were promises made by the last Government that
they knew they did not have the money to pay for. This
was spending from the general reserve—the money put
aside for genuine emergencies each year—that they
blew three times over within the first three months of
the financial year. Anyone who runs a business, anyone
who runs family finances and anyone who is in charge
of the country’s finances should know that that is
shameful, and the Conservatives should apologise to
the country for it. Nowhere is that more true than in our
public services, which have suffered as a consequence
of the Conservatives’ mismanagement. For example,
Lord Darzi’s independent report into the state of our
NHS found that the past 14 years had left the NHS in a
critical condition.

Jim Shannon: We very much welcome what the
Government are doing in relation to the contaminated
blood and Post Office Horizon scandals, but let ask the
Minister a very gentle question—a question that needs
to be answered—in relation to the WASPI women?
When the right hon. Gentleman was in opposition, we
all supported the WASPI women, and now he is in
government. I understand that the Government are
looking at this issue. What will happen to the WASPI
women? Can we expect to have that addressed during
this term?

Darren Jones: As the hon. Gentleman knows, the
ombudsman reported to this House before the election,
making a number of recommendations, but did not
conclude the basis on which a compensation scheme
might apply. Further work is therefore required, which
the Secretary of State for Work and Pensions is looking
at, but I would point him to the fact that this is a
Government who honour their promises. If we look at
the infected blood scandal or the Post Office Horizon

scandal—an issue that I worked on for many years—we
were told by the Conservatives that they were doing the
right thing by compensating the victims, but they did
not put £1 aside to pay for it.

From education to our justice system, we have inherited
public services that are on life support, but I do not
need to tell working people that. Sadly, they know it all
too well, because the last Government lost control of
both our public finances and our public services. This
Budget and this Government will get both back under
control. I will now outline how we should do that, by
focusing on one simple word: reform. Reform is urgent,
because we cannot simply spend our way to better
public services.

This is a Government for working people, and we are
determined that they will get the best possible public
services for the best possible price, but public service reform
is not just about policy or IT systems or procurement,
as important as they are; it is about people. It is about
the people at the end of each of our decisions: the
patient in the hands of the NHS with worry and hope in
their heart; the pupil in a school, college or university
with aspirations that should be met; and the pensioner
who wants to feel safe walking to the shops on their
high street. Behind each of those people is a doctor, a
nurse, a teacher, a police officer or a civil servant.

These are public servants who have chosen to work in
public service to serve the public, as this Government
do. They are public servants and people who today feel
frustrated by not being able to access public services
and not being able to deliver them. These are public
services that, when performing well, deliver a well-
functioning state and help keep workers educated, well
and able to help grow our economy and protect our
country. It is for these people that my right hon. Friend
the Chancellor confirmed we will deliver a new approach
to public services that is responsible, that looks to the
future and that balances investment to secure public
services for the long term with reforms to drive up the
quality of those services today, and with reform as a
condition for investment. From the Attlee Government
founding the NHS to the Blair Government reforming
poorly performing state schools, reform is in Labour’s
DNA.

I now turn to some of the points made by right
hon. and hon. Members today, and I begin by
congratulating my hon. Friends the Members for Broxtowe
(Juliet Campbell), for Sunderland Central (Lewis Atkinson)
and for Stourbridge (Cat Eccles), and the hon. Member
for Yeovil (Adam Dance), on delivering their maiden
speeches.

There were many speeches today, so colleagues will
have to accept my apologies for not being able to
address all 80 contributions individually. However, I
join my Labour colleagues in celebrating this Budget,
because building an NHS that is fit for the future is one
of this Government’s five missions. That is why we have
invested over £22 billion, the highest real-terms rate of
growth since 2010 outside of the covid response.

I have also heard the voices of hon. Members from
Northern Ireland and Scotland, including the hon. Member
for Inverness, Skye and West Ross-shire (Mr MacDonald),
who encouraged me so dearly to listen to his speech but
has not returned to the House for my summing up.
Under this Labour Government, the largest real-terms
funding increase since devolution began has been delivered
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for Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland. This Labour
Government are delivering from Westminster for the
people of Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland, and
we will work in partnership with the devolved Governments
to deliver the change for which people voted, and which
we have now given the devolved Governments the money
to deliver.

Pete Wishart: We thank the Minister for that, but will
he reassure the Scottish Government right now that
their £500 million of national insurance contributions
for public sector employees will be given back in full
compensation to the Scottish Government, rather than
being put into the block grant?

Darren Jones: It is the greatest real-terms increase in
funding since devolution began. If the devolved
Government wish to take responsibility for devolved
matters, they should do so. If they do not wish to do so,
Labour will happily take over at the next election to
deliver better services for the people of Scotland.

Many Members have asked me to comment on the
new hospitals programme. As the Secretary of State for
Health and Social Care has confirmed, this Government
are committed to delivering a realistic and deliverable
plan, and we will deliver the outcomes of the review to
the House in due course.

Many Members have also asked me about the difficult
decision to increase employer national insurance
contributions, in the context of Labour honouring its
promise to working people not to increase employee
national insurance contributions or income tax in their
payslips. It is right that the Government are not legislating
to exempt non-public sector organisations from these
changes but, as the Secretary of State said, we pay for
these services and it will be reflected in their settlements.
To answer the shadow Chancellor of the Duchy of
Lancaster, whether now or in the spring at the conclusion
of the spending review, those departmental settlements
will be published in the normal way.

Alex Burghart: Does the Minister not think that it is
important that hon. Members see those figures, to see
how much the services I mentioned will be taxed, before
they vote on this Budget? Would that not be transparent?

Darren Jones: The hon. Gentleman perhaps forgets
that the vote is tomorrow. No doubt he will come to the
House to vote to support the allocation of £22 billion of
extra funding so that the national health service can
cover the cost of the doctors and nurses who, under his
Administration, were striking on the picket line while
Ministers refused to talk to them. Under this Government,
they are back on the wards and in the theatres delivering
for the people of this country.

The Government recognise the need to reform the
social care system, and we thank those who work in the
system for the work they do to help those in need. That
is why we agreed a £600 million funding increase for
2025-26, and we will return to this issue in the second
phase of the spending review.

I politely say to Members that I understand the
temptation to ask for more spending, as I often did in
opposition, but Ministers have to explain how they will
pay for it. If Opposition Members want more spending
or, indeed, fewer tax rises, they will have the opportunity

tomorrow to set out to the House what they would do
differently. Would they increase income tax and national
insurance on workers once again? Would they increase
VAT on people who go to the shops? Would they
increase corporation tax for businesses, which we have
pledged not to do? Would they reject the investment in
schools, hospitals, the police service and the future of
our country? Given their behaviour under the last
Administration, do they wish just to borrow money
every single month to pay the bills, month after month,
increasing the national debt and increasing the cost of
the national debt, but not investing in the fabric of this
country, as this Government will do?

Jeremy Corbyn: May I take the Minister back to the
question of social care? I understand what he is saying
and that proposals will be brought forward, but there
are two things: immediately, there is a crisis in local
government about simply paying for existing social
care, and, for families all over the country, there is a
crisis about how they will support people who are in
care at the present time. Is there an aspiration to bring
forward a much more comprehensive model that will
provide hope for people who are often going deeply into
debt, selling property and all kinds of things, just to
support a loved one who is in desperate need of profound
social care?

Darren Jones: I thank the right hon. Member for his
question. This Government have aspirations to improve
the social care system, and we will set out further detail
on those plans in due course.

Lastly, although not related directly to the NHS or
public services, I welcome the supportive comments
from Members across the House about the mineworkers’
pension scheme and the Post Office Horizon compensation
scheme. As you know, Madam Deputy Speaker, I worked
on those issues for many years when in opposition. We
failed to persuade the former Government to do the
right thing, but the great thing about being in government
is that we can just say it is so, and it has been so. That is
the difference that a Labour Government can make.

The Labour party has a proud heritage of delivering
public services to meet the needs of the nation: the
national health service, social security, comprehensive
schools, the Open University, academy schools. This
new Labour Government will seize the generational
need to reimagine public services once again. We have
an ageing society, fewer working people paying tax,
increasing demand, failing standards and increasing
costs. After 14 years of a Conservative Government,
that is the legacy they have left this country. We will not
walk by on the other side and ignore those challenges.
We will set out how we will reform our public services,
building on this Budget of investment, choosing it over
decline, focusing on outcomes, prevention, devolution
and innovation in order to modernise our public services.

As I have set out today, the big opportunity—the
opportunity to build the new foundations of the new
public sector—is technology. The productivity of our
public service is held back by IT systems often dating
back to the 1950s and the 1970s: fax machines in the
NHS, an inability to share information between public
services, tens of thousands of public servants doing
their best to administer casework using paper. That
situation has not been affected in any positive way over
the past 14 years.
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This is not about machine-learning algorithms, but
about old computers in cupboards with information
that is in desperate need of being transferred to the cloud.
It is about the un-newsworthy but vital work of integrated
software across Departments, an area of spending I
protected and encouraged in phase 1 of the spending
review. It is about what might seem obvious to people at
home who are now used to doing their banking on an
app or their shopping online, who cannot get through
to a GP surgery, a decision on their universal credit or
an answer to their tax question without a lengthy and
often unsuccessful attempt to speak to someone on the
telephone.

Our new digital centre of Government will drive
digital transformation across Government, because
modernising public services is not just a great opportunity;
it is a non-negotiable requirement for any modern party
in a modern Government today. If we had followed the
Conservatives’ path of further decline, we would have
broken public services that cost more, while failing the
public who rely on them and the public servants who
work in them. By choosing to invest, this party—this
Government—will deliver a modern state that meets the
needs of the nation and delivers a bright future for us
all. Reform and growth, investment over decline—those
are the choices reflected in this Budget and that is the
change this Labour Government will deliver.

Ordered, That the debate be now adjourned.—
(Gerald Jones.)

Debate to be resumed tomorrow.

NHS Dentistry: Rural Areas
Motion made, and Question proposed, That this House

do now adjourn.—(Gerald Jones.)

7 pm

Sarah Gibson (Chippenham) (LD): I am grateful to
have secured this evening’s Adjournment debate on
access to NHS dentistry in rural areas.

In my first few months as the Member of Parliament
for Chippenham, there has been one issue that has been
raised with me almost every day: the decision by Hathaway
dental practice in Chippenham to close its doors to
NHS patients on 1 November. Today, I wish to put
on the record why dentists like Hathaway are ceasing to
offer NHS dental care, and why that is particularly
devastating in rural communities such as the one I
represent.

Since being elected, I have corresponded with hundreds
of my constituents about the state of NHS dentistry in
Wiltshire. I have met patients, one of the directors of
Hathaway dental practice, representatives of our integrated
care board, Denplan and the British Dental Association—
anyone that could help me understand what was happening,
why it was happening, and how we might save NHS
dental care in Wiltshire from disappearing altogether.

Only a week into this Parliament, I was able to raise
the issue with the Secretary of State for Health and
Social Care during a briefing on preventive healthcare.
Today, I hope to make the case to Ministers—yet again—
that NHS dental care is in crisis. The failure to fix NHS
dentistry is proving catastrophic in rural communities
up and down the UK and is, unfortunately, not a
problem unique to the south-west. I thought it might be
helpful for colleagues if I took the time to relay some of
the facts.

Clive Jones (Wokingham) (LD): I thank my hon.
Friend for giving way. At a time when tooth decay is the
most common reason for hospital admission in children
aged between six and 10, and when my constituents in
rural areas such as Swallowfield and Hurst struggle to
access dentists, does she agree that the Conservative
party has fundamentally failed the country on dentistry?

Sarah Gibson: I agree that dentistry has been failed
over the past 14 years.

According to the House of Commons Library, 51,000
children have not seen a dentist in Wiltshire in the past
year.

Sarah Dyke (Glastonbury and Somerton) (LD): My
constituent in Ilton is now in debt because they had to
take their son, who is eligible for free NHS dentistry, to
a private dentist, as they could not find an NHS dentist
in the whole of Somerset. Sadly, that comes as no
surprise, given that four in 10 children in Somerset have
not been able to see a dentist this past year. Does my
hon. Friend agree that dentists need to be encouraged
back into the NHS by reforming the broken NHS
dental contract?

Sarah Gibson: I do agree with my hon. Friend, and I
will mention that point later in my speech. It is no
surprise to me that children in her constituency are
having similar problems to children in my constituency.

273 2745 NOVEMBER 2024Budget Resolutions



According to NHS England, only 33% of adults
under the NHS Bath and North East Somerset, Swindon
and Wiltshire integrated care board have seen a dentist
in the past two years. According to a freedom of information
request by the British Dental Association, my local
ICB’s projected dentistry underspend equates to
£4.6 million.

When Hathaway closed its door to NHS patients last
Friday, this was a major blow to my constituents.

Brian Mathew (Melksham and Devizes) (LD): Some
of my constituents in Melksham and Devizes, who until
recently have had an NHS dentist in Chippenham, now
find that the service has been stripped away from them.
They now have to pay a monthly fee, which totals up to
more than £150 a year at a minimum. Does my hon.
Friend agree that that and the state of children’s dentistry
are becoming a source of national shame? Urgent funding
is needed now to revive vital services and to ensure that
the oral health of the nation’s children and adults is
protected.

Sarah Gibson: I agree with my hon. Friend; that
speaks to the fact that we are being left with a dental
desert, with no sign of relief.

David Smith (North Northumberland) (Lab): I commend
the hon. Lady for securing this important debate. She
mentioned that dental deserts can be a problem up and
down the country. That is certainly the case in my
constituency of North Northumberland. I welcome the
Government’s dental rescue plan and the commitment
to an additional 700,000 appointments per year. However,
my situation is like hers: constituents in hundreds of
square kilometres of my constituency tell me that they
simply cannot access NHS dentistry. It is a real shame
that no Conservative Members are here to hear this.
Does the hon. Lady agree that rural residents should
expect the same provision of NHS dentistry as those in
urban areas?

Sarah Gibson: I do agree with the hon. Member. The
real issue for rural areas is, again, access to public
transport. Dental provision might be relatively close in
theory, but public transport does not allow people to
get to the dentist. The issue of rurality is important and
needs to be addressed.

Analysis conducted by the Rural Services Network
shows that someone living in a rural area is less likely to
be able to access an NHS dentist than those living in an
urban area, with 10% fewer dental practices taking on
new adult NHS patients in rural areas. The analysis also
shows that in rural areas, there are 16% fewer dental
practices with an NHS contract per 100,000 people.
That again points to the fact that rural areas are definitely
in a worse situation than urban ones.

Jim Shannon (Strangford) (DUP): I commend the
hon. Lady for bringing this issue forward; the number
of people in the Chamber indicates the interest in it
right across the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland. Does she agree that dentistry is on
the brink and that the additional national insurance
contributions are going to push even more dentists into
refusing NHS contracts and taking private patients
only? Should not the Government immediately instigate

an increase in prices in rural areas, to save the few
dentists left who are braving rural isolation and the
increased costs of operation?

Sarah Gibson: I agree with the hon. Member. The
disparity is clear. As he mentioned, rural areas are being
hardest hit by our broken NHS dental contract system.

Unfortunately, there does not seem to be much hope
on the horizon. Denplan tells me that 90% of dentists
plan to reduce their NHS commitment in the next two
years and that the UK has the lowest dentist-to-population
ratio in the whole of Europe. Although all dentists are
dedicated to improving the nation’s health, access to
NHS dental services remains a persistent challenge
under the current system, particularly in rural areas.

Jayne Kirkham (Truro and Falmouth) (Lab/Co-op):
In lieu of the dental contract being renegotiated, could
something not be done by the local integrated care
boards that commission dentistry to make special provision
for local contracts when dentists are considering giving
up contracts in the short term? That could be done now,
in lieu of that renegotiation.

Sarah Gibson: I agree. Hold on. [Interruption.] Sorry.

Richard Foord (Honiton and Sidmouth) (LD): Will
my hon. Friend give way?

Sarah Gibson: Yes—thank you, Richard.

Richard Foord: My hon. Friend is making an excellent
speech. She has mentioned ICB commissioning. I wrote
to the Minister to ask whether there were set criteria for
knowing where a patient is on the waiting list, and I
understand that that is entirely in the gift of individual
practices. Does my hon. Friend think that it ought to be
for ICBs, or for NHS Devon in my case, to determine
where people are on the waiting list for NHS dental
care?

Sarah Gibson rose—

Madam Deputy Speaker (Ms Nusrat Ghani): Let me
give the hon. Lady a moment to gather her thoughts
before she resumes her speech. It is best not to refer to a
Member by their first name. She has a solid 30 minutes—
although the Minister has to respond within those
30 minutes—so she can take her time.

Sarah Gibson: Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.

I remind the House that the Conservative Government
had the last decade to reform the dental contract but
failed to do so. I therefore implore the new Government
to act now with two simple actions. First, they should
introduce a timeline for reforming the NHS dental
contracts system. The Secretary of State for Health and
Social Care said that that was their intention, but I feel
that there is an element of urgency about this—especially
for rural areas—that has not been addressed. Secondly,
I would like it to be a mandatory requirement for ICBs
to appoint dentists to their boards. There is a strong
feeling among dentists that ICB boards of directors do
not understand the issues they face.

Perran Moon (Camborne and Redruth) (Lab): Does
the hon. Member think it indicative of the state of
politics today that, although Members from both sides
of the House are here, not a single one of the culprits—those
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responsible for the shameful state of dentistry across
the UK, not least in my constituency—is here to listen
to her very important speech?

Sarah Gibson: I agree with the hon. Gentleman. It is
disappointing that those who have failed to address this
issue over many years still do not seem to see it as
important. Although the dental contract was introduced
under a Labour Government, it was clear that, after a
length of time, there was an obvious moment when it
should have been reformed but was not. That is
disappointing and noticeable.

Andrew George (St Ives) (LD): To reinforce the points
made by the hon. Members for Truro and Falmouth
(Jayne Kirkham) and for Camborne and Redruth (Perran
Moon), and by my hon. Friend, this is not purely down
to money. Indeed, there is an underspend in the dentistry
contracts of many ICBs, and not just in Cornwall.
Fundamentally, we know that it is the nature of the
contract itself that means we end up in situations such
as that in Cornwall, where children can expect never to
see an NHS dentist until adulthood.

Sarah Gibson: I agree with my hon. Friend. As I have
mentioned, the ICB that represents my constituency
has quite a significant underspend in its dental budget.
That is quite often because dental practices do not wish
to take up the contract as they find that the payments
system, and its use of units of dental activity, fails to
support them in a way that allows them to make a
living. As we said earlier, small businesses are struggling
across the country. They find that they are subsidising
their NHS dentistry with private dentistry, to the point
that it is no longer sustainable.

Another issue that is prevalent in most rural areas,
and certainly in the south-west, is recruitment. While
NHS dentistry does not pay, it is extremely difficult for
dental practices to find dentists who will take on NHS
contracts. Many of the dentists who took on NHS contracts
have left—some were European citizens—or are simply
no longer prepared to spend that many hours in a
dental surgery and have decided either to retire or to take
on easier work elsewhere. This ongoing problem will
continue unless the dental contract is reformed quickly.

Claire Young (Thornbury and Yate) (LD): Does my
hon. Friend agree that it is wrong that patients who
have been forced to seek private care in an emergency
are then refused NHS registration, because they are
considered to already be registered as private patients?
Should this not be addressed in any revised contract?

Sarah Gibson: My hon. Friend makes an interesting
point that I was not aware of. From discussing this
matter with dentists, it was my understanding that these
days, nobody is actually registered with a dentist; they
are merely allowed to come regularly, and if they do
not, they are taken off that dentist’s lists. My understanding
was that it is quite difficult to register, so that is an
interesting point that I hope the Minister will note.

A particular concern to dental practices, and a point
that Denplan made very clear to me, is that once a
dental practitioner has handed in their NHS provider
number, even if the dental contract is improved, they are
unlikely to come back to the NHS because of the

complications involved in getting that provider number
reinstated. That is why we need the Government to act
now, before more dentists leave the NHS. Another issue
for dental practices is that when qualified dentists come
over from the EU, their qualifications are valid, but
they have to spend an extra year training before they are
allowed to register as NHS practitioners. That is slowing
down any chance of increasing our intake from our
European partners.

Adrian Ramsay (Waveney Valley) (Green): I am very
grateful to the hon. Lady for securing this debate, and
particularly for highlighting the added impact that the
loss of dentists has in rural areas, where, if people lose
their dentist, there is often no other dentist nearby. In
my constituency, people frequently say that they struggle
to find any dentist taking new NHS patients. She is
right to highlight that the dental contract is the root
cause of the issue, and to press for a clear timescale.
Does she agree that by the end of this calendar year, the
Government should have set out a timescale for starting
crucial negotiations on the contract?

Sarah Gibson: I agree that a timeline for reforming
the dental contract is vital; that is what I am asking for.
If we lose this opportunity and our NHS dentists leave
the system, we will be in an increasingly difficult place.
Across Wiltshire, for those not already registered with
an NHS dentist, it is absolutely impossible to get one.
There is not a single practice taking on NHS patients
right across the unitary authority of Wiltshire, despite
its size.

Lee Pitcher (Doncaster East and the Isle of Axholme)
(Lab): The number of dentists is obviously extremely
important, but that is just part of what goes into the
equation. In rural constituencies such as mine, access to
healthcare services is heavily dependent on frequent,
reliable services—in particular, bus services. Does the
hon. Lady agree that if people are to access dental
services, we need to ensure that those reliable, frequent
public services are back in place?

Sarah Gibson: As I am sure the hon. Member will
remember, I have already mentioned the serious issue of
public transport in rural areas on several occasions. I
could not agree with him more.

I thank the House once again for allowing me to
make the case for improved NHS dental care, and I
implore the Minister and his colleagues to do the right
thing by my constituents and those of the Members
who have intervened, in order to support dental care,
specifically in rural areas.

7.19 pm

The Minister for Care (Stephen Kinnock): I start by
thanking the hon. Member for Chippenham (Sarah Gibson)
for securing this important debate. As my right hon.
Friend the Secretary of State has said, we will be honest
about the problems and challenges facing our health
and care system, and we will be serious about tackling
them.

Mrs Sarah Russell (Congleton) (Lab): In my constituency,
there has been an 11% decline in the number of adults
who have seen an NHS dentist in just the last few
years—it has been precipitous. There is a specific problem,
however, with adults in care homes. I spoke to a local
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dentist, and she explained that the standard insurance
for dentists no longer covers them visiting and performing
services in care homes in the community. Can the Minister
look into that, and does he agree that it is a huge
problem that when vulnerable people cannot come to a
dental practice, dentists cannot go to them?

Stephen Kinnock: My hon. Friend points to a specific
problem set against the backdrop of the general challenge
that we face in dentistry, thanks to the legacy of 14 years
of Tory incompetence and negligence. We will of course
look into it, and if she would care to write to me,
I would be happy to look into the issue.

The hon. Member for Chippenham is right to raise
the problem of NHS dentistry in rural areas—a problem
that will, sadly, be familiar to Members across the
House. The truth is that we are very far from where we
need to be. Lord Darzi’s review laid bare the true extent
of the challenges facing our health service, including
NHS dentistry, and even he, with all his years of experience,
was shocked by what he discovered. His report was
vital, because it gave us the frank assessment we need to
face the problems honestly and properly. It will take
lasting reform and a long-term health plan to save our
NHS. Rescuing NHS dentistry will not happen overnight,
but we will not wait to make improvements to the
system, increase access and incentivise the workforce to
deliver more NHS care.

The Government have committed to three seismic
shifts: from hospital to community, from analogue to
digital and from sickness to prevention. Our 10-year
plan will set out how we will deliver those shifts to give
the country an NHS that is fit for the future.

Tim Roca (Macclesfield) (Lab): I share the astonishment
of other Members that not a single Conservative Member
is here, in a debate on NHS dentistry in rural areas. I am
a bit old-fashioned and I want a functioning Opposition.
It is sad that they are not here to take part in this debate.
When I contacted surgeries in Macclesfield to find out
the state of play, 15 said that they do not accept NHS
patients at all. That is the legacy that the Conservatives
have left us. Can the Minister confirm that the Government
will move urgently and quickly on NHS dentistry reform?

Madam Deputy Speaker (Ms Nusrat Ghani): Order.
Interventions should be short, and the Minister must
respond to the Member whose debate it is.

Stephen Kinnock: We are working at pace, and I will
say more about that shortly. I share my hon. Friend’s
reflections on the complete absence of the Conservatives.
They made a complete mess of our public services,
called an election and ran for the hills.

On 4 July, we inherited a broken NHS dentistry
system. It is a national scandal that tooth decay is the
leading cause of hospital admission for five to nine-year-olds
in our country. It is truly shameful and nothing short of
Dickensian. In the area served by the NHS Bath and
North East Somerset, Swindon and Wiltshire integrated
care board, which includes the constituency of the hon.
Member for Chippenham, 33% of adults were seen by
an NHS dentist in the 24 months up to March 2024.
That compares to a 40% average across England. In
2023-24, there were 44 dentists per 100,000 of the
population there, whereas the national average was 50.

When we look at the problem in the round, it is not so
much that we do not have enough dentists, but that not
enough of them are doing NHS work, and they are not
in the parts of the country that need them most. That
challenge is compounded by the fact that some areas of
the country are experiencing recruitment and retention
issues, including many rural areas, where the challenges
in accessing NHS dentistry are exacerbated. That of
course includes Chippenham, where Hathaway dental
practice has recently had a request granted to reduce its
NHS activity, as the hon. Lady pointed out. I understand,
thanks to a freedom of information request by the British
Dental Association, that the practice had a £4.2 million
underspend on its NHS contract. That is precisely the
problem that hon. Members have pointed out. There is
a quantum of funding, but the way in which it is
structured makes private sector dentistry far more attractive
than NHS dentistry. That is the root cause of the
problem; we are alive to that issue.

Overall, it is clear that we have a mountain to climb.
It is a daunting challenge, but we are not daunted, and
we are working at pace. The golden hello scheme, for
example, will see up to 240 dentists receive payment of
£20,000 to work for three years in one of the areas that
needs them the most. Integrated care boards have already
begun to advertise posts, as we have accelerated that
process. In the ICB area of the hon. Member for
Chippenham, there have been seven expressions of interest,
five of which have been approved. Providers can now
include incentive payments when they advertise vacant
positions.

Alongside that, we will deliver a rescue plan that gets
NHS dentistry back on its feet. That will start with
providing 700,000 additional urgent appointments as
rapidly as possible, as set out in our manifesto. Strengthening
the workforce is key to our ambitions, but for years the
NHS has faced chronic workforce shortages, so we have
to be honest about the fact that bringing in the staff we
need will take time.

Alison Bennett (Mid Sussex) (LD): Will the Minister
give way?

Stephen Kinnock: I have very little time left.

We are committed to reforming the dentistry contract
to make NHS work more attractive, boost retention,
and deliver a shift to prevention. This Government will
always make sure that our health and care system has
the staff it needs, so that it is there for all of us when we
need it.

We are already working at pace with the British
Dental Association and the dental sector to improve
and reform the dental contract. The Secretary of State
met the BDA on his first day in office, and I have met it
a couple of times, including yesterday. We will listen to
the sector and learn from the best practice out there.
For example, I know that the ICB of the hon. Member
for Chippenham has applied its delegated powers to
increase the availability of NHS dentistry across the
south-west through other targeted recruitment and retention
activities. That includes work on a regional level to attract
new applicants through increased access to postgraduate
bursaries, exploring the potential for apprenticeships
and supporting international dental graduates. In addition,
a consultation for a tie-in to NHS dentistry for graduate
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dentists closed on 18 July, and we are now considering
the responses. The Government position on this proposal
will be set out in due course.

We are also working round the clock to end the
appalling tooth decay that is a blight on our children, as
I have mentioned. We are working with local authorities
and the NHS to introduce supervised tooth brushing
for three to five-year-olds in the most deprived communities
across the country, getting them into healthy habits for
life and protecting their teeth from decay. We will set
out plans for that in due course, but it is clear that to
maximise return on investment, tooth-brushing programmes
must be targeted at children in the most disadvantaged
communities. In addition to our supervised tooth-brushing
scheme, the measures we are taking to reduce sugar
consumption will have a positive effect on children’s
oral health. We also know that water fluoridation is a
safe and effective measure to reduce tooth decay. It
currently covers 6 million people in England, and a
decision on expanding that will be made in due course.

We find ourselves in an extremely challenging fiscal
position, but we remain committed to tackling the
immediate crisis, and to fixing NHS dentistry in the
long term with dental contract reform. We are committed
to: providing 700,000 more urgent dental appointments;
the golden hello scheme to recruit more dentists in areas
of greatest need; continuing to work with the sector to
help find solutions to improve access to NHS dentistry;
tackling the disparities that are commonly seen in dentistry;
rolling out supervised tooth-brushing for three to five-
year-olds in our most deprived communities; making
sure everyone who needs a dentist can get one, irrespective
of whether they live in a city or in a rural area; and
doing the job on long-term dental contract reform,
which will take some time. We will clear up the mess we
have inherited, we will get NHS dentistry back on its
feet, and we will build an NHS dentistry service that is
fit for the future.

Question put and agreed to.

7.29 pm

House adjourned.
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Tuesday 5 November 2024

[SIR CHRISTOPHER CHOPE in the Chair]

Women and Equality: North of England

11 am

Mary Kelly Foy (City of Durham) (Lab): I beg to
move,

That this House has considered inequalities faced by women in
the north of England.

It is a pleasure to serve under your chairmanship,
Sir Christopher. This debate is about the “Woman of
the North” report, published in September 2024 by
Health Equity North. I thank Health Equity North for
the report and for their support for today’s debate, as
well as all those who contributed to that vital research.

Women in the north of England face unequal challenges
and inequalities in their lives and their health, compared
with the rest of the country. They are more likely to
work more hours for less pay and be in worse health.
They are also more likely to be an unpaid carer, live in
poverty and have fewer qualifications. In fact, the inequality
between women living in the north of England and
those in the rest of the country has grown over the past
decade. It has harmed women’s quality of life and work
and harmed their communities and families.

Today, I am going to debate the key findings of the
research and highlight the report’s recommendations.
The report does not make for easy reading. Even though
the Minister, like me, will be all too aware of the impact
of austerity on our communities, many of the findings
will, I am sure, come as a shock, as they did for me.

I will not be able to cover everything, but I hope the
debate will begin a dialogue between the Department
and the contributors to this important research.

Jim Shannon (Strangford) (DUP): I commend the
hon. Lady for bringing this issue forward. First, there is
an anomaly—there are two and a half times more
self-employed men than women, with jobs and
opportunities. Women have the skills and the talent, but
one of the things that holds them back is childcare. It
does not matter where someone is in this great United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland: if
they do not have childcare, they have nothing—they
cannot get the opportunities. Last week on the TV it
said that the cost of childcare for some families is as
much as the mortgage. That is a massive issue.

Mary Kelly Foy: I could not agree more. That is why
I am pleased that the Labour Government will be
bringing in thousands of new nursery places and breakfast
clubs, which will hopefully alleviate some of the problems
of childcare. I know that childcare is an issue not just in
the north of England but also in the north of Ireland.

I shall begin with employment. Employment rates for
women in the north are lower than the national average
of 72.2%. In my region, the north-east, the rate is just

under 70%; in Yorkshire and the Humber, it is just
over 70%; and in the Minister’s region, the north-west,
it is just over 71%.

Disability and long-term sickness is a major issue in
the north. All northern regions have levels of disability
and long-term sickness higher than the national average,
and considerably higher than the south-east. The report
states that the resulting estimated economic cost is
around £0.4 billion per annum. Compounding that
is the fact that the median weekly wage for women in
the north is below the national average for both full-time
and part-time employment. For instance, the average
weekly wage for a full-time working woman in the
north-east is £569. That is much lower than the national
average of £625 and considerably lower than the average
weekly wage for women in London, £757. Overall,
women in the north could be losing out on around
£132 million a week.

In terms of education, the number of women without
qualifications is higher in the north than it is in the
south and the south-east. That leads to the next point
about women and poverty—an issue that is worth its
own debate. A higher percentage of families in the
north are on universal credit than in regions in the south.
In fact, the average number of families on universal
credit across the north is 3% higher than in the south.
The figure is even higher if London is excluded.

All 12 local authorities in the north-east have rates of
absolute child poverty above the English average. By
contrast, all 30 local authorities in the south-west have
rates of absolute child poverty below the English average.

The north is also the region of unpaid care, with
12% of women in the north-east providing it—just
under 2% higher than the national average. Health
Equity North estimates that women in the north are
providing around £10 billion a year in unpaid care.
Harrowingly, it also estimates that, in the last decade,
the life expectancy of girls born in the north of England
has begun to stall and in some cases decrease. In addition,
girls born in the north will not live as long in good
health compared with the national average. For older
women, menopause is often cited as a potential driver
of change in women’s health, which makes it all the
more concerning that there are regional differences in
levels of hormone replacement therapy, with lower levels
of HRT being prescribed in the north of England.

The picture is even more bleak when we consider
pregnancy and reproductive health. We have seen the
biggest increase in abortion rates between 2012 and 2021,
and there has been a demonstrable relationship between
austerity, the implementation of the Tory two-child limit
and the increased rate of abortions. I should also add
that the two-child limit itself affects over a million
children in the country, and it impacts over 60,000 babies,
children and young people in the north-east alone.
Right now, over 25% of pregnant women in the north of
England are living in the most deprived 10% of areas,
with 40% of pregnant women living in the top 20% most
destitute areas. Tragically, stillbirths are the highest in
the most deprived communities, and highest among
black African and Caribbean women living in the areas
of greatest deprivation. Also, women living in poverty
are at increased risk of death and depression. Subsequently,
babies are at a higher risk of stillbirth, neonatal death,
pre-term delivery and low birth weight.
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The report also refers to smoking and pregnancy;
I am glad to see that the Tobacco and Vapes Bill will
receive its First Reading today. It would be good to hear
from the Minister whether the Government will continue
to fund the financial incentives scheme for pregnant
smokers.

Women in the north of England have the highest
rates of domestic violence abuse in the country, which is
something that many children are exposed to. That also
deserves its own debate. When we consider mental
health, the report highlights that, in a cohort of over
a million women aged between 16 and 65, from 2005 to
2018, the prevalence of mental illness was higher in
three northern regions compared with the south of
England. With severe mental illnesses, such as bipolar
disorder and schizophrenia, the north-west and the north
have higher prevalence rates. Lastly, the report covers
the reality of marginalised women in the north, which
includes a range of areas, from criminal justice to education
and health, as well as issues related to homelessness and
substance abuse. I do not have time to go into each
point, but I encourage the Minister to read that section
if he has not already, and I will either write to him
about those issues or table parliamentary questions.

The report’s recommendations are spread across multiple
departmental areas, so the Minister may want to follow
up in writing if he prefers. One key recommendation of
the “Woman of the North” report is that central
Government should deliver a national health inequalities
strategy—one that convenes Government Departments
from across Whitehall to put health at the heart of all
policies to address the wider determinants of health.
Many of the policies announced in the Budget, as well
as the Employment Rights Bill, will be welcome, such as
uprating universal credit in line with inflation and tackling
zero-hours contracts. Of course, we wait in anticipation
for the child poverty taskforce strategy next year, and
I sincerely hope that we will see an end to the Tory
two-child limit. In addition, the report recommends
that the Treasury should consider targeted support for
pregnant women, as well as improving childcare. When
it comes to local and regional government, which I know
the Minister has experience in, the report suggests
targeted support delivered to 11 to 18-year-olds through
careers hubs in the areas of greatest deprivation and a
higher level of the adult education budget for the north.
Greater support is also required for women navigating
the social security system and for social security uptake,
and for women to transition back to their families and
integrate into their communities after involvement in
the criminal justice system.

Finally, with health and social care, NHS England
could provide additional support and investment for
women’s health hubs, and health services should be
supported to collect routine data on ethnicity and other
key demographic data. That would help deliver better
information for service development and improve our
understanding of different health needs. It would also
explore the ways in which the services’ work can be
adapted to address health inequalities across different
population groups, with examples including providing
cultural sensitivity training, adopting a trauma-informed
approach to care and promoting person-centred approaches.

I have been an MP since 2019 and have spoken about
health inequalities ever since I was elected. Today’s
debate is not pleasant, but I am genuinely hopeful that
we can turn a page under a Labour Government. We
have already seen positive measures, such as those in the
Employment Rights Bill and the Budget. I look forward
to the Minister’s reply and hope to work with him
alongside Health Equity North to deliver happiness
and dignity for women in the north, which is long
overdue.

11.11 am

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Health
and Social Care (Andrew Gwynne): It is a pleasure to
serve under your chairmanship, Sir Christopher. I am
grateful to be responding for the Government to this
vital discussion brought to the House today by my hon.
Friend the Member for City of Durham (Mary Kelly
Foy) about the issues raised by the “Woman of the
North” report. The report highlights the challenges
facing women across the northern regions of England
and I am pleased that the Government’s women’s health
ambassador, Professor Dame Lesley Regan, delivered a
keynote speech at the report’s launch in September, in
which she spoke about the importance of addressing
the health inequalities faced by women living in the
north of England.

While the report brings into focus the striking health
inequalities that women in the north contend with, our
Government are committed to addressing those regional
inequalities head on. I will be clear, up front, that the
conditions outlined in the report are unacceptable in a
country as resourceful as ours. Women in the north face
stark inequalities, not just in health but, as we heard
from my hon. Friend, in economic security and social
support. Our response must be to tackle those on
multiple fronts, and that work has already begun.

We are committed to working across Government to
tackle wider inequalities that lead to poor health, focusing
our health and care system on preventing ill health,
shifting more care into the community and intervening
earlier in life to raise the healthiest generation of children
in our country’s history. We will improve healthy life
expectancy for all and halve the gap in healthy life
expectancy between different regions of England.

The Government are committed to prioritising women’s
health as we build an NHS that is fit for the future, and
women’s equality will be at the heart of our missions.
We are considering how to take forward the women’s
health strategy developed by the last Administration,
but we want to align it with the Government’s missions
and the forthcoming 10-year health plan. The report is
therefore timely. As my hon. Friend set out so powerfully,
reducing inequalities must be a central focus in our
strategy going forward. We will carefully consider each
of the report’s recommendations as we do that, and I
will ensure that Ministers across Government have sight
of the report and consider those recommendations that
relate to their policy areas.

My hon. Friend mentioned women’s health hubs,
which will be key to improving access to women’s health
services and reducing the inequalities we care so passionately
about tackling. They will do that by providing a set of
integrated women’s health services in the community,
centred on meeting women’s needs across their life.
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The Department has invested £25 million over the past
year and over 2024-25 to support the establishment of
at least one pilot women’s health hub in every integrated
care system. I am pleased to say that integrated care
systems in the north of England are making good
progress on setting up their pilot hubs. For example, the
funding is being used to set up three pilot hubs—two in
Sunderland and Gateshead in the north-east and one in
north Cumbria—with a strong focus on tackling inequalities
and community outreach.

My hon. Friend also mentioned smoking, which is a
huge driver of inequalities in too many communities,
particularly, but not exclusively, in the north of England.
She is right, and I can confirm—on the day the tobacco
and vapes Bill receives its First Reading—that good-quality
smoking cessation services remain a big part of the
jigsaw in achieving a smoke-free UK. I can report that
financial incentives are working well.

I mentioned some of the wider social inequalities that
underpin poorer health chances, as did the hon. Member
for Strangford (Jim Shannon). It is shocking that a
woman in the north, working full time, may earn £56 less
per week than the national average, and £188 less than
a woman in London. Every part of the country has a
vital contribution to make to our economy, but too
many areas have been held back because decisions
are often taken here in Westminster and not by local
leaders who understand the ambitions, strengths and
opportunities—and the weaknesses and threats—of the
local population.

That is why the new Labour Government are committed
to empowering local government, enabling it to pursue
growth, create jobs and improve living standards, with
support from central resources. Providing central support
where needed, we will ensure that the places we are
talking about have the strong governance arrangements,
capacity and capability to deliver. In addition, as my
right hon. Friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer set
out in our first Budget last week, the national living
wage will increase from £11.44 to £12.21 next April.
That boost—one of the largest since the creation of the
national minimum wage in 1998—benefits women, who
make up a significant proportion of minimum wage
earners.

Turning to mental health and domestic violence, the
“Woman of the North” report revealed stark challenges
facing northern women, with rising rates of mental
illness and domestic violence. We have committed to
taking a number of important measures to improve
support for women, which we are already introducing
those across Government. We are committed to an
NHS that is responsive and accessible, with 8,500 new
mental health workers to reduce waiting times, and a
specialist mental health professional in every school.
Young Futures hubs in every community will also offer
open-access mental health support for young people,
including girls.

Recognising healthcare’s role as a frontline for survivors,
all NHS staff undertake mandatory safeguarding training,
which includes a focus on domestic abuse. Furthermore,
my Department has published and disseminated a working
definition of trauma-informed practice for the health
and care sector. NHS integrated care boards enable
provision of more integrated services for victims and
survivors. The Victims and Prisoners Act 2024 also
places a new legal duty on integrated care boards to

work with local authorities and with police and crime
commissioners to join up the commissioning of victim
support services.

One of the most striking points raised in the report is
the extraordinary burden of unpaid care on northern
women. Women who give over 50 hours a week in care
duties deserve our utmost respect, as well as the support
of this Government, and we are working to ensure that
they have it. Our recent increase in the earnings threshold
for carer’s allowance will help 60,000 more carers to
maintain work while receiving financial support. For
the first time, carers can now earn more without reducing
hours, due to minimum wage rises. That will bring
much-needed financial stability to carers and allow
them to retain their links to the labour market, which
is crucial.

We will continue to monitor and respond to the
needs of carers, ensuring that they have the resources to
support their families and wider communities. Moving
forward, we will continue to assess the needs of carers,
in the north and beyond, to ensure that we are offering
tangible, effective assistance to those unsung heroes.

I put on record that the Government’s commitment
to our northern communities, and to the women who
drive them forward, is unwavering. We recognise that
the strength of our nation rests on the health, security
and potential of all women, regardless of where they
live. But we know, as northern MPs, the stark inequalities
that are far too prevalent in far too many parts of the
regions that make up the north of England. For women
in the north of England, we will ensure that we rebalance
not only their health outcomes but the economic
opportunities offered to them. It is not a matter only of
justice, but of building a society that values every woman’s
contribution equally and that provides her with the
means to thrive.

Let me affirm that this Government, and I as the
Minister responsible for public health and prevention—
albeit a man—stand ready to support the women of the
north, and every woman in this country, by addressing
the entrenched inequalities that hold too many women
back. Through our co-ordinated efforts across health,
economic policy and social care, we will see the real
benefits of a mission-led Government who do not work
in silos but across the whole of Government to tackle the
needs of the citizen—in this case women, including women
in the north—as we march towards the decade of national
renewal that the country voted for on 4 July.

That co-ordinated effort will be across health, economic
policy, social care, housing, planning, transport, the
environment and all public policy, such as education,
skills and training. We will work towards a future where
all women, wherever they are in this country—although
I and my hon. Friend the Member for City of Durham
are northerners, and this debate is about the north of
England—can look forward to lives filled with good
health, economic security and the opportunity to achieve
their potential.

I will leave the House with just one thought. On my
first day as public health Minister, I had lots of presentations
to bring me up to speed on a range of policy areas, and
the first was on life expectancy. There was a simple bar
chart that showed two women: one who has the privilege
of living in a less deprived part of England and one who
has the misfortune of living in a more deprived part of
England. The life expectancy of the woman in the less
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deprived part was just shy of 80—79.9 on average. For
the other woman, it was 70—10 years were shorn off
her life.

But that was not the most shocking part of the chart.
The two bars were shaded in part in orange, which
signified the healthy life expectancy of the two women.
The woman who lives to nearly 80 in the less deprived
part of England falls into ill health at 75. All of her
working adult life is spent in good health, and she falls
into ill health only in the final five years of her life. The
other woman, who lives to 70, falls into ill health at 52.
That shocked me to the core. Those are not statistics;
they are people—people I and my hon. Friend represent.
Indeed, there are inequalities across the country, and
they are people you too represent, Sir Christopher.

Each person falling into ill health with another 15 or
16 years of adult working life to go is a tragedy on a
personal level. It is the economics of the madhouse,
because those people have potential—they have economic
ability and hopes and dreams that are whipped away
because of inequalities. It is the duty of Government to
push that orange bar as close to retirement age as
possible for those women, and preferably into retirement
age. Look, let’s be ambitious: let’s put sickness beyond
death. It is the duty of Government to tackle those
health inequalities. I hope I have assured the House,
and my hon. Friend the Member for City of Durham,
that while I am in this ministerial post, it will be my
No. 1 aim to make sure that we live healthier, happier,
longer lives. Here’s to the women of the north.

Question put and agreed to.

11.28 am

Sitting suspended.

Future of Fishing

[CLIVE EFFORD in the Chair]

2.30 pm

Rupert Lowe (Great Yarmouth) (Reform): I beg to
move,

That this House has considered the future of fishing after 2026.

It is a pleasure to serve under your chairmanship,
Mr Efford.

Britain has some of the richest fishing grounds in the
world within our 200-nautical-mile, or 230-mile, coastal
limit, within which we own both living and non-living
resources. Historically, that gold mine has supported a
flourishing fishing industry, as well as an extensive
fish-processing industry, to supply valuable, healthy,
sustainable food to both domestic and export markets.
Iceland, Norway and the Faroe Islands enjoy a profitable
and sustainable fishing industry and are the model to
which we should aspire.

In June 2016, 17.4 million people voted to leave the
European Union in an unambiguously worded referendum
called by David Cameron. To understand the demise of
our fishing industry, which was severely damaged by
both world war one and world war two, it is important
to understand the history. Britain, Russia and Serbia
have always provided the balance of power between the
frequent Franco-German wars on the continent. After
the defeat of Napoleon in 1815, Europe enjoyed 100 years
of peace, free trade, and both fishing and general prosperity.
In 1914, a unified Germany precipitated the worst ever
European war, which combined improving armament
technology and early forms of biological warfare, resulting
in massive loss of life. That war was followed 20 years
later by another brutal, German-inspired war, which
caused widespread death, dislocation and economic
misery as Hitler sought to conquer Europe. The British
establishment came close to surrender to Mr Hitler,
avoided only by the inspirational Winston Churchill.

The post-war socialist reconstruction of Europe reflected
the continent’s loss of confidence and the need to
mutualise the risk of another Franco-German conflict.
The British empire began to break up, and the British
establishment lost the will to govern a proud sovereign
nation as socialism precipitated a visit to the International
Monetary Fund and a sterling crisis in the 1970s.

We joined the European “Economic” Community in
1973. British fishing was one of the sacrificial industries
to pay the price for that membership, as the other
member states were free to fish outside a 12-mile coastal
band, with some allowed to fish in the 6 to 12-mile zone.
It is interesting that the Dutch were active in fishing our
waters before we won the fourth Anglo-Dutch war in
1784, with the North sea described as “the principal
gold mine” of the Dutch. After the defeat of Napoleon
in 1815, in which Admiral Nelson, a proud—

Rachel Gilmour (Tiverton and Minehead) (LD): I
came here under the misapprehension that I was attending
a debate on fishing. I know my history perfectly well.
Could we move on to fish, please?

Rupert Lowe: That was a very unhelpful intervention.
Nevertheless, I will carry on as I was before.
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It is interesting to note that after the defeat of Napoleon
in 1815, in which Admiral Nelson, a proud Norfolk man,
played a prominent part, British fishing had a golden
century. My constituency, Great Yarmouth, is known
as the herring capital of the world, with herring fishing
at its peak between 1900 and 1913, when up to 12 million
tonnes of bloaters were landed, processed and sold.
Sales were domestic, with a prolific export of smoked
herring going to both Germany and Russia. Mackerel,
cod and sole off the Dogger bank were also prolific.

Since our membership of the EU, European fishing
fleets have fished our waters heavily, using questionable
methods such as electric pulse fishing, which damages
the seabed and destroys biodiversity. Supertrawlers
continue to plunder our waters, scooping up whole
shoals of fish, including seabass, common dolphin,
bluefin tuna and John Dory, driven more by profit than
by conservation.

Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs
marine management is allowing EU vessels to help
themselves to our fish, unmonitored and unregulated.
EU supertrawlers have destroyed fisheries off west Africa,
have been banned in Australia and are causing controversy
in Chile. Our EU membership severely damaged our
fishing and fish processing industries, with the threat of
breaking up our legacy fishing skills, permanently destroying
our fishing expertise. Fishing and processing will require
extensive investment, but the full return of our fishing
rights in 2026 under the deficient Brexit arrangement
will be a golden opportunity to rebuild both industries
and revitalise our coastal communities, which have been
overlooked and badly treated.

The model for this reconstruction has to be Iceland,
which took control of her 200-mile coastal waters and is
now a flourishing centre for fishing and fish processing,
with a vibrant export market. Within two weeks of the
now-forgotten cod war, we were importing Icelandic
fish, to be processed in Hull factories, which were
desperate for raw fish to keep their staff employed.
Holland, France and Belgium have huge factories in
rather the same way.

Europe has, by design, made Brexit very difficult for
the UK. It has quibbled over quality, created uncertainty
and filibustered in the hope that the UK will rejoin its
failing post-war trade bloc, founded on a protectionist,
socialist philosophy. It needs our fish. Currently the
French have 92% of cod quota in the channel, and three
times the British allocation of Dover sole, four times
more cod and five times more haddock in the Celtic sea.

Torcuil Crichton (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (Lab): Will
the hon. Gentleman give way?

Rupert Lowe: I am going to carry on.

Of the 35,000 tonnes of fish that arrive in Boulogne
each year, two thirds come from British waters. There is
an opportunity to rebuild the industry. One job at sea
supports eight jobs on the land: processors, merchants,
transport operatives, shipbuilders, welders, platers,
electricians, carpenters, engineers, painters and other
areas of expertise benefit. DEFRA’s inability to respond
to the evolving industry is exemplified by the emergence
of bluefin tuna in British waters. Quotas exist for only
40 tonnes, but 400 tonnes to 600 tonnes would help
start the process of rebuilding.

We must ensure that fish are landed in our ports. An
education programme must be undertaken to promote
British fish. Tax breaks must be given for fishing boat
purchases and processing factory construction. If the
Government are intent on fulfilling their duty to the
British electorate, we need to know their post-2026 plans
for a rebuilding blueprint to benefit our economy and
food security. Our £100 billion trade deficit was overlooked
in our Brexit negotiations, which resulted in a border
down the Irish sea and a threat to the sanctity of the
Union. We need to know the Government’s intentions
now. The Reform party has the blueprint for success,
but it cannot be put in place without a committed intent
to act in Britain’s best interest.

How can we move forward and ensure the fishing
industry is properly protected and supported as it should
be? We need to introduce a revised version of the
Merchant Shipping Act 1988 to rebalance quotas and
protect against quota hopping and foreign exploitation.
We must speed up the return of the fishing quota to UK
fishermen. We should introduce a fee or licence for
foreign vessels—including EU vessels—seeking to access
UK fishing waters, and the money should be invested
directly in the UK fishing industry. We should enforce
rules stating that all fish caught in UK waters must be
landed and processed in, and then exported from, the
UK, with the eventual rule that all fish caught by
foreign vessels in UK waters will be landed and processed
in the UK once the fish processing industry has reached
sufficient capacity. We should ban foreign supertrawlers
from UK waters.

Melanie Onn (Great Grimsby and Cleethorpes) (Lab)
rose—

Torcuil Crichton rose—

Rupert Lowe: We should bring fishing communities
and their generational knowledge into the policymaking
process. We should guarantee sustainable stocks by
working closely with national partners and regional
organisations such as the North East Atlantic Fisheries
Commission, and by implementing a dynamic management
system. We need wholesale reform of the quota system
and a ban on the commercial trading of fishing quotas.
We should use stringent tax and provenance tests to
prevent foreign owners from using a British flag of
convenience. Crucially, we should ensure full British
control over our exclusive economic zone.

The time has come for all Members of this House
who represent coastal communities to come together to
fight for British fishermen. We must unite and push this
Government to restore full British fishing rights in
British waters. Anything short of that would be an
unacceptable failure.

Clive Efford (in the Chair): I remind Members who
intend to speak to stand in their place to give me a
chance of understanding how many people want to
make a contribution.

2.41 pm

Torcuil Crichton (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (Lab): It is a
pleasure to serve under your chairmanship, Mr Efford. I
thank the hon. Member for Great Yarmouth (Rupert Lowe)
for staging this important debate. As he would not take
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an intervention, I am forced on to my feet to make a
speech, if only to ask him whether he is aware that two
thirds of the UK’s fishing quota is owned by just
25 businesses, and that 80% of England’s fishing quota
is in the hands of foreign owners or families who appear
on the Sunday Times rich list each year. How we will
resolve that foreign ownership of the fleet and the
quota is a question that he must answer in his conclusion.

I come here fresh from the annual general meeting
of the Western Isles Fishermen’s Association in my
constituency. While fishing quotas are devolved to another
Parliament, I think the principles that I will address—on
which I might find common ground with the hon. Member
—are points worth making. The Western Isles Fishermen’s
Association looks on Brexit, as many of us do, as
having just one glimmer of hope, and that is the return
of fishing quota to the UK Government. It has led to
additional fishing quota being available, at least for the
next two years, and the distribution of that quota is
devolved among all different Governments.

The Western Isles Fishermen’s Association argues, as
I do, that that is a national resource and should be
distributed in a system that is fair, and that takes into
account, as the hon. Member says, the economic linkage
between quotas, fragile coastal communities, and those
that are adjacent to quotas. If the quota is distributed
according to historical catching patterns, it will simply
go to those on the Sunday Times rich list and the foreign
shipping owners he so deplores.

On the historical track record, the distribution of
quota would not give any opportunity to our coastal
communities. The system has to be rethought, it has to
be linked, and additional quota has to be given to
municipal or local authorities in order that they can
share or lease that quota to locally based boats and build
up—as the hon. Member wants too—from very small
beginnings a new pelagic fleet, new processing and a
new future.

Melanie Onn: I am struck by the need for intense
negotiation and good relationships, which will form the
basis of a good outcome post 2026 and even of the
structural reform that the hon. Gentleman describes.
Does he agree that an adversarial approach, such as
preventing people from intervening in historical speeches,
is not the way forward if cross-party consensus and a
collective view are sought to try to get the best out of
our fishing industry post 2026?

Torcuil Crichton: I agree that we should disagree
agreeably when it comes to common national assets
such as fishing.

Mr Alistair Carmichael (Orkney and Shetland) (LD):
I am interested to see that the hon. Gentleman has
rediscovered his distributist roots from Glasgow university.
There are serious, practical considerations here to be
faced before we get to the point that the hon. Gentleman
would want to get to, which has significant force. Most
skippers in my constituency, and in his, are carrying
massive amounts of debt and loans. If we cut the feet
out from underneath them in terms of quota reallocation
and the rest, the law of unintended consequences could
be really severe for the people who have kept that
industry going through the lean times.

Torcuil Crichton: I thank the right hon. Member for
that; as he knows, fishermen in my constituency look
enviously to the north at the vast amount of value
landings that have come from the Shetland field. But, if
he looks a little further south than his own constituency,
Orkney council owns prawn quota, which it then leases
out to young fishers to get into the industry. I dare say
there are enough fish in the sea, and certainly there is
enough quota to be shared out, not to have a deleterious
effect on his own constituency.

When the hon. Member for Great Grimsby and
Cleethorpes (Melanie Onn) mentions 2026, I think of
only one event, the Scottish Parliamentary election, at
which I hope this will be an issue, but of course 2026 is
also the time of quota renegotiation with the EU and
Norway. I hope with the additional quota and in these
negotiations, that we can find common ground and a
way of sorting this out so that our most fragile coastal
communities benefit from the resource at their doorstep.

2.46 pm

Jim Shannon (Strangford) (DUP): It is a pleasure to
serve under your chairship, Mr Efford. I congratulate
the hon. Member for Great Yarmouth (Rupert Lowe)
on bringing this forward. I spoke to him earlier about it,
and I am very pleased to be here. Indeed—I can say this
without boasting—there has not been a fishing debate
in this Chamber in all the time I have been here that I
have not attended and participated in, because fishing
for me and my constituency is vital. The right hon.
Member for Orkney and Shetland has been here longer
than me, so he has spoken in every fishing debate even
before that and I thank him for his attendance too.

Why is this debate important? It is a vital issue
not simply for the fishing sector in my constituency and
in Northern Ireland, but for food security throughout
Northern Ireland. For that reason, I contacted the
fishing representatives, and their response was clear—I am
going to quote them. I am glad to see the Minister here.
I know he met the representatives from Northern Ireland
and I thank him for that; it was a very good initiative to
gauge opinion. I reflect some of that opinion in my
contribution today. I am also pleased to see the shadow
Minister, the hon. Member for Keighley and Ilkley
(Robbie Moore) here, and to see his interest in this
matter. It is also lovely to see the hon. Member for
Great Grimsby and Cleethorpes (Melanie Onn) because
the hon. Lady was here in a previous Parliament, she
was often active in the fishing debate we had in Westminster
Chamber every year before the quota was brought
in—almost a date for the calendar so it was.

The Northern Ireland Fish Producers Organisation
has made very clear what its issues are. I deal and work with
the organisation often and with Harry Wick in particular.
The key issue is the visas. That is the issue that the hon.
Member for Great Yarmouth has brought up, and the
issue that the hon. Member for Na h-Eileanan an Iar
(Torcuil Crichton) referred to as well. I think others will
refer to is as we continue, too. On 24 October we saw
seasonal visa allocations confirmed for the horticulture
and poultry sector. The Food Minister said:

“Confirming the seasonal worker visa allocation for 2025 gives
growers and producers certainty,”—

so they have the certainty—

“allowing them to plan ahead and secure the labour they need to
grow and thrive.”
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I welcome that; it is the right thing to do. However, it is
also the right thing to do for the fishing industry. All the
industry wants is that same certainty that the poultry
and horticulture sectors have. I know that is one of the
questions that the NIFPO asked the Minister this morning.
We are well focused on what is important to do. It is not
the Minister’s responsibility, but I am quite sure that he
will put that forward to the relevant Minister.

The pathway to their growth is clear and easily achieved
by showing fishers—fishermen and fisherwomen—the
same flexibility that has been shown to the horticulture,
poultry, salmon and offshore energy industries. They
deserve this. I am honestly unable to understand fully
why that certainty for the fishing sector has not been
given. The scampi caught by the Northern Irish fleet is
the last bastion of UK seafood, caught by UK fishermen
and sold at scale in UK supermarkets. We welcome the
Minister’s statement:

“Food security is national security, and this can only be
achieved by supporting food and farming businesses.”

The Minister is right on the nail; he said the right
thing. However, inaction is contraction. With that in
mind, and against the background of what the fishing
industry is already doing to support itself, I am conscious
that fishing businesses in Northern Ireland are now
only a few months from bankruptcy. What immediate
plans do the Minister and Government have to address
the labour supply challenges?

Carla Lockhart (Upper Bann) (DUP): My hon. Friend
will know well, as his constituency has a great fishing
background, that 30% of Northern Ireland prawns have
not been caught this year, as a direct result of labour
shortages. The market is there, the produce is there, but
labour shortages are holding the industry back. Does he
agree that we need action on visas? We cannot keep
talking about it; we need action.

Jim Shannon: I certainly do, and I thank my hon.
Friend for her intervention. That is a key issue for me in
this debate, which I conveyed to the Minister beforehand.
I am confident the Minister will take our thoughts on
these issues and bring them forward to the immigration
Minister or the Secretary of State. The questions I have
asked in the Chamber in the past have focused attention
on getting a visa system that works. If we have one that
works for one part of the country, for one section of the
food sector, we could do the same and mirror that for
the fishing sector.

Seamus Logan (Aberdeenshire North and Moray East)
(SNP): Does the hon. Member agree that it might be
advantageous for the administration or development of
visas for these hard-pressed sectors to be devolved to
the local Administrations in Scotland and Northern
Ireland, for example?

Jim Shannon: I think it is better if it comes from
Parliament but, if there is an obstruction here to bringing
it forward, then yes. I hope the Minister will come back
to us positively. If it can happen within regional
Administrations that is something to consider, but I am
very conscious of Parliament’s prominence and pre-
eminence on such decisions. I would not wish to do
anything that would change that position, if possible.

A further issue that needs to be looked at is an
apparent attempt by the Irish Government—I am not
against the Irish Government, but I must make quite

clear that I am a Member of this great Parliament of
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, as is everyone in this room, so we understand
the issues—are trying to gerrymander what counts as
Irish and what counts as UK herring quota. My local
fishing industry has highlighted that they have produced
some extremely limited science, which the Agri-Food
and Biosciences Institute claims is full of holes, to
support their overtures to the EU and the International
Council for the Exploration of the Sea. That is quite
simply a transparent attempt at a smash and grab to try
to recoup what they have lost through Brexit. We feel it
is important to get the issue on record. My Minister and
my Government in this House need to support the UK
fishing fleet against that blatant EU interference.

The shock of Brexit is still felt in some EU fishing
quarters. One way that has manifested is in increasingly
desperate attempts by EU nations to secure UK quota
through the back door. Our fishermen need that quota;
we do not need to give it to anybody else. We should
look after our own at home first. After having success
claiming UK citizens—as the EU has also done—for
their football team on the strength of very tenuous
genetic links, they are now applying the same strategy to
claiming herring quota. My goodness—at what limits
will they stop?

I say this gently, respectfully and positively: I would
appreciate if the Minister would confirm his Department
is alive to EU nations using weak, inaccurate and biased
science as a means to circumvent honest negotiation.
Can the Minister offer reassurance to the people of
Northern Ireland in the fishing sector, who work in the
herring boats and processing factories, that he is not
going to let other EU countries walk off with their
quotas and jobs? What steps will be taken to support
our industry?

For too many years the EU fishing industry made
their living off our waters and our fish, while we were
hampered at every turn. They now seek to abuse regulations
further to dip in our pond. That must be acknowledged
and dealt with. The hon. Member for Great Grimsby
and Cleethorpes is right that we need to negotiate—
I understand that—but they also need to realise that
this is our fish, these are our jobs and, with that in
mind, negotiation has to be handled respectfully. I am
respectful to the Minister because he is a decent, honest
man, who does a good job. At the same time, I put
forward my views in a way that, I hope, he can respect.

Melanie Onn: Does the hon. Gentleman think it is
easier or harder to undertake those negotiations now
that we have left the EU?

Jim Shannon: I think as I do with the Irish Government:
they are our neighbours, and we have to have economic
contact with them. They will not be getting Northern
Ireland as part of their great united Ireland, which is
their constitutional position; we oppose that, but that
does not mean we cannot have working relationships
with neighbours. The hon. Lady made a positive and
helpful intervention, but we need to start from the level
that says, “What we have is ours, and what we have we
hold for our fishermen and fisherwomen.” That being
the case, the best thing for us to do now is to secure our
food and industry and act accordingly for the benefit of
everyone throughout this United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland. That is what we should
be doing.
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2.56 pm

Seamus Logan (Aberdeenshire North and Moray East)
(SNP): It is a pleasure to serve under your chairmanship,
Mr Efford. I thank the hon. Member for Great Yarmouth
(Rupert Lowe) for calling this debate today and for his
historical inputs, which were a bit of a surprise nevertheless.

The constituency that I represent, Aberdeenshire North
and Moray East, boasts two of the largest fishing ports
in the UK, Peterhead and Fraserburgh, with Aberdeenshire
noted for the highest fishing gross value added of
£153 million in 2021, the latest year for which figures
are available—48% of the entire Scottish fishing GVA.
That is 0.21% of the Scottish economy, seven times the
UK figure of 0.03%. It is important to bear that in
mind. Fishing has a value of £321 million to the Scottish
economy and employs 4,241 people, on those 2021 figures.

Fishing is part of the DNA of our coastal communities.
The sea of disappointments that these communities
have faced from the previous Government’s broken
Brexit promises have cost them dearly, leaving the UK
in a far weaker position to negotiate on fishing rights
than when we still had a seat at the table in the European
Union. These fishing communities face huge economic
challenges due to the loss of freedom of movement, as
already referred to by the hon. Member for Strangford
(Jim Shannon). Principally fish processors, and perhaps
to a lesser extent the catching sector, are facing labour
shortages, alongside new trade barriers erected by a
Tory Brexit deal that was supported by Labour at the
time. Trade barriers are estimated to have resulted in a
30% increase in transport costs and a 50% increase in
packaging costs.

It is feared that the European Union will use the new
Labour Government’s desire to renegotiate the UK’s
trade deal with the EU as leverage to secure greater
access for EU fishing fleets to UK waters in the pre-2026
negotiations. With the new Labour Government promising
a reset ahead of the trade and co-operation agreement
negotiations in 2026, there are serious concerns that the
coupling of fishing and energy negotiations might be a
problem. The potential linkage between energy and
fishing in whatever deal is agreed could result in fishing
communities in the north-east suffering a far worse deal
after 2026. If that happens, the blame will lie squarely
with the Westminster Government, but it is the Scottish
fishing communities that will pay the price.

I agree with the hon. Member for Strangford that the
Minister is doing an excellent job, but he needs to
reassure fishing communities in my constituency and
indeed across Scotland and these islands that the UK
Government will liaise with the Scottish Government
and the Scottish fisheries groups to ensure that the best
possible deal can be negotiated when the TCA expires,
and so that access to our waters will not become a
casualty of any new trade deals. I ask him to ensure that
these points are fully considered in the coming negotiations.

3 pm

Richard Tice (Boston and Skegness) (Reform): It is a
pleasure, Mr Efford, to serve under your chairmanship,
and I congratulate my hon. Friend the Member for
Great Yarmouth (Rupert Lowe) on securing this debate.

Boston has a long and rich history in fishing; indeed,
fish landed in Lincolnshire ports constituted about
20% of all fish eaten in Britain in the 20th century.
However, my fishermen in Boston have been let down

by decades of European Union membership—they were
delighted to leave the EU—and by over-regulation. In
fact, they are deeply concerned about the regulatory
pressures from the Environment Agency and from inshore
fisheries and conservation authorities, which frankly
seem designed more to strangle what is left of our
fishing industry than to enhance it.

So 2026 is an opportunity for the great reset—an
opportunity to take back control of our waters properly
and to start again. We all know that the previous
Government, under the leadership of Theresa May and
then Boris Johnson, failed to secure the promised good
deal for fishing, in the same way that they failed to
secure a good deal for Northern Ireland.

In business, we all know that no deal is better than a
bad deal, and that must be the starting position for the
negotiation. EU members are desperate to start negotiating
as soon as possible, but as the hon. Member for
Aberdeenshire North and Moray East (Seamus Logan)
rightly identified and as the Minister may know, there is
a serious risk that they will use the renegotiation of the
energy deal, which ends at the same time, to create
unacceptable pressure and leverage for the fishing deal.
It is therefore vital that the two elements are decoupled
and that we work on the basis that no deal is better than
a bad deal. Frankly, that is true for both those
renegotiations, but they must not be linked, otherwise
we will end up with a bad deal. I urge the Minister and
the Government to start from that position.

Torcuil Crichton: I fear that the hon. Gentleman and
his party might be targeting the wrong people when
they blame the EU for the lack of fishing in British
waters, because half of England’s fishing quota is ultimately
owned by Dutch, Icelandic and Spanish interests. The
problem is not access to waters; the problem is the
concentration of ownership of the quota we already
have. The way to revive communities, such as those in
his constituency and Great Yarmouth, with which we
have historical herring fishing connections, is to redistribute
that quota and to make sure that the quota we have—that
additional quota—is given to fragile fishing communities.
It is about not keeping foreigners out, but making sure
that the wealth of the seas is distributed fairly.

Richard Tice: I thank the hon. Gentleman for that
interesting intervention. The key to securing any distribution
is having the quotas; then we can talk about distribution—
and, yes, that can take time. But I repeat that no deal is
better than a bad deal. If we allow ourselves to go into
the negotiation on the basis that we must do a deal, we
will end up with a bad deal. We have been there; we can
do so much better. This is a great opportunity, so let us
grasp it.

3.3 pm

Caroline Voaden (South Devon) (LD): It is an honour
to serve under your chairmanship, Mr Efford, and I
congratulate the hon. Member for Great Yarmouth
(Rupert Lowe) on securing the debate.

I am grateful for the opportunity to speak on a
crucial issue for my constituency. South Devon is the
home of Brixham fishing port, which is the most valuable
port in England and Wales in terms of catch landed. I
hesitate to say my next line, because I was going to say
that the history of Brixham’s fishing industry goes back
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more than 1,000 years, but we will not go quite that far
back or have another history lesson on Napoleon and
Nelson.

In the late 18th century, the fishing industry boomed
when trawling was introduced as a method of catching
fish, and Brixham is still a vibrant harbour today. Last
year, it recorded an impressive £60 million in fish sales.
It deals with some of the finest catches available, landing
premium species such as cuttlefish, plaice, sole and
monkfish. Such species are highly valued not only by
UK buyers but by European markets.

Although Brixham has much to be proud of, the
community is facing profound challenges, many of which
have been exacerbated by our withdrawal from the
European Union. Despite the promises that some hon.
Members present made during the referendum campaign—
promises of greater control, increased quotas and a
more prosperous future—too many of our fishers now
find themselves in a precarious position, and the reality
is that the south-west’s fishing industry has not seen the
same benefits from quota uplifts as fishing industries in
other regions. That disparity has left many in our local
community feeling forgotten and sidelined in the broader
national conversation. Although I agree with the hon.
Member for Great Yarmouth that our fishing communities
need more support and investment, perhaps he and I
would approach that in different ways.

Brexit was sold to our fishermen as a golden opportunity,
yet the truth is that many fishermen have experienced
the complete opposite: instead of gaining more control,
they have met a series of hurdles that make their lives
harder. The administrative burden associated with exports
to the EU remains a significant issue. Around 70% of
the catch is exported, predominantly to the EU. They
are now facing massive trade barriers, but stable access
to EU markets is critical. The sheer cost of additional
paperwork has been eye-watering, with fishermen struggling
to pass on increased selling prices to their long-standing
customers. As a result, they have lost trading relationships,
and they find themselves with no choice but to absorb
the rising costs.

On top of that, the sheer volume and rate of change
at the UK level has added to the confusion and uncertainty.
With 43 fisheries management plans in place along with
marine protected area management, offshore renewables
and new EU regulations, our fishers are left navigating
a complex web of policies. Poor implementation and
imprecise scientific advice have also led to cuts to total
allowable catches, and that threatens the livelihoods of
those who depend on fishing. This is not the control
that was promised; it is a recipe for frustration and despair.

The reality is that the Government’s handling of post-
Brexit fishing policy has been disappointing. Promises made
during the referendum campaign have not materialised
into tangible benefits for our coastal communities, and
fishermen are left feeling betrayed; they face a landscape
filled with uncertainty, rather than the bright, sunlit
uplands they were promised.

Melanie Onn: I intervened on the hon. Lady because
I had just written down the words “sunlit uplands”.
Would she agree that fishermen around the country
have been sold down the river on the basis of empty
promises and simple solutions that do not exist? There
are hon. Members in this debate offering brinkmanship
as a solution, but that will not provide the security that
fishing communities deserve.

Caroline Voaden: I absolutely agree. Funnily enough,
Brixham was quite a Brexit-supporting community. As
a proud remainer, I had hesitations about Brixham as
part of the constituency at first, but as I tour the
constituency, I find it astonishing how many people in
the local fishing community openly tell me that they feel
betrayed and that they were lied to with promises that
could never have been met. We must be honest about
the challenges that have arisen and acknowledge that
our departure from the EU has not yielded the benefits
that were claimed.

Sadly, the hon. Member for Clacton (Nigel Farage),
who seems to have strayed quite far from his constituency
this week, failed to stand up for the fishing community
when he apparently represented it in Brussels—he attended
only one of 42 European Parliament Fisheries Committee
meetings in three years. Far from the EU gutting the
UK fishing industry, the industry did not have a chance
of being properly heard during that time, because the
hon. Gentleman was not in the room.

As we look towards 2026, we have a responsibility to
chart a new course with the renegotiation that prioritises
the interests of all our fishing communities. We need a
strategy rooted in three essential principles: fair access,
sustainable management and economic support for growth
in the UK seafood sector.

We would all agree that we need fairer access to our
waters. Under the trade and co-operation agreement,
we will have a significant opportunity to redefine access
to UK waters, although I fear that we are not starting
from a strong position, given recent history. Access to
EU markets is crucial.

Richard Tice: That is the key point; this is the moment
for the great reset. We are in agreement: the hon. Lady
rightly highlighted that many of the problems arose not
from leaving the European Union but from the failures
of the previous Government. We are critical of them for
negotiating a bad deal and of civil servants for implementing
it with unnecessary regulation. Would she agree that
this is the opportunity?

Caroline Voaden: I agree that we have an opportunity
to renegotiate, but I do not think that renegotiation will
be successful if we start from the position that the EU is
the enemy. We have to go into it with a positive mindset
and be willing to co-operate with our closest neighbours
if we are going to get any kind of resolution.

James McMurdock (South Basildon and East Thurrock)
(Reform): On negotiations, everyone would agree that
camaraderie and agreeableness where they can be found
are good things, but we do not win negotiations with
weakness. It is probably more effective to start from a
position of strength and be firm and resolute about
that, and then to extend kindness, than to start with the
over-friendliness that is being suggested, given that we
have not had good results in the past. Would the hon.
Lady agree that a bit of strength is necessary, as well as
the kindness that we all agree on?

Caroline Voaden: We in the Liberal Democrats are
resolute in our—

James McMurdock: Your strength.

Caroline Voaden: In our strength, yes, and in our
desire to protect the UK fishing industry, but we will do
it with kindness.
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[Caroline Voaden]

Access to EU markets is crucial, and restrictions
would risk not only livelihoods but the £60 million in
revenue that supports hundreds of jobs local to me.
While we negotiate with the EU, we must ensure that
local small fishermen are prioritised and protected. In
Brixham, approximately 80% of the boats are owned by
small, family run businesses, and these small enterprises
cannot afford lengthy delays or steep tariffs. They are
the backbone of our community. We must prioritise
their industry and ensure that small-scale fishers benefit, not
just the large-scale operators, as was mentioned by the
hon. Member for Na h-Eileanan an Iar (Torcuil Crichton).

We must have a discussion about visas, which several
hon. Members have mentioned. The sustainable
management of our marine environment is also important
for the health of fish stocks and marine biodiversity.

Alison Hume (Scarborough and Whitby) (Lab): On
sustainability, I highlight the work of the Whitby Lobster
Hatchery, which has released 25,000 baby lobsters into
the ocean. We are Yorkshire, the lobster capital of
Europe, and it is really important that we can trade and
sell lobsters.

Caroline Voaden: I agree that we must do far more to
protect the equally important shellfish industry. In my
part of the world, we have a budding aquaculture industry
of mussels and oysters. They are a good, healthy food,
and they capture carbon and improve marine biodiversity.
Again, however, the industry has been severely hampered
by export red tape and cannot export easily to Europe.
It could expand massively if it was given the support
required.

On the point raised by the hon. Member for Strangford
(Jim Shannon), the water classification rules in England
differ from those in Northern Ireland. That was a
purely political decision of the previous Government
that has nothing to do with the health of the water, and
I implore the Minister to look at that. If he would like
to have a conversation with me about that, I would be
very happy to do so.

Fishermen are the stewards of our marine ecosystem.
They know better than anyone how important it is to
preserve fish stocks, and the Government and scientists
must work with them.

Anna Gelderd (South East Cornwall) (Lab): This
debate focuses on the future of fishing, but we also need
fisheries that are fit for the future. Does the hon. Member
agree that collaboration with our fishing communities,
such as those in South East Cornwall, is essential to
achieve our shared goals of fish stock recovery and
safeguarding a sustainable future for our fishing industry?

Caroline Voaden: I absolutely agree that we need
collaboration between science and the fishing industry
to make sure that we have sustainable fishing stocks and
a productive fishing industry that can survive.

The hon. Lady predicted the next part of my speech:
the new Labour Government must increase funding for
marine research and work with fishers to implement
sustainable fishing measures. We need more selective
gear, better bycatch policies and fair quotas based on
scientific evidence. In the long term, we should aim for

gold-plated sustainable fishing practices across the UK
that reflect our commitment to environmental sustainability
and our understanding that healthy fish stocks are the
bedrock of the industry.

Steff Aquarone (North Norfolk) (LD): My hon. Friend
mentioned bedrocks. As she may know, the North
Norfolk coast is a perfect place for oyster beds. We have
a number of flourishing businesses in the sector. I am
sure she is also aware that oysters are excellent at
sequestering carbon from the atmosphere and can play
their own special part in tackling the climate emergency.
Does she agree that innovative solutions like this can be
beneficial to the future of fishing and to the future of
our planet?

Caroline Voaden: I completely agree. There are oyster
farmers in my constituency who are currently doing
battle with the Duchy of Cornwall, which wants to get
rid of them. We are trying to ensure that they are
allowed to stay. We must also invest in growth for the
UK seafood sector. That means investing in modernised
port facilities and processing plants to maximise the
value of each catch. In Brixham, we have seen tremendous
success in recent years, but the industry needs further
investment across the UK. That will support ailing
coastal communities as well as the fishing industry.

Lastly, we must consider marine spatial squeeze. Fishing
grounds, marine protected areas and now renewable
offshore energy installations are all competing for the
same space, yet the fishing industry is asked merely to
consult on plans for new renewables. Why is the industry
not consulted at the outset to find suitable locations for
offshore wind? Giving them just a few weeks to respond
to plans that have already been laid out is insulting and
inadequate.

To conclude, as we approach the renegotiations for
2026, we have a unique opportunity to redefine the
fishing industry’s future—a future in which ports like
Brixham can not only survive but thrive, where fishers
are the respected custodians of our seas, and where our
coastal communities can prosper as they rightly deserve.
I look forward to us working together across the House
for the benefit of all our fishing communities.

3.17 pm

Robbie Moore (Keighley and Ilkley) (Con): It is a
pleasure to serve under your chairmanship, Mr Efford. I
thank the hon. Member for Great Yarmouth (Rupert Lowe)
for securing this really important debate. As an island
nation, fish are one of the most valuable resources our
country possesses. I echo the comments made by hon.
Members throughout this debate in championing our
fishermen and our wider fishing sector.

Towns and communities across the coast were built
on fishing. Just as the previous Government committed
to levelling up across the country, the Opposition
remain committed to supporting our coastal communities
and the fishing industries they are based on. A major
part of this commitment was the announcement in
December 2021, when the last Conservative Government
allocated £100 million to specifically support the long-term
future of our UK fishing sector, supporting job creation
and boosting seafood exports to new markets. The last
Conservative Administration also began the process of
replacing the EU’s common fisheries policy with a new,
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bespoke framework for UK fisheries. Six fisheries
management plans have already been consulted on,
covering major species including bass, scallops, lobster
and crabs. I would be grateful if the Minister could
outline what progress he has made in continuing these
efforts and delivering the remaining management plans.

Given the importance of the fishing sector, it was
deeply concerning that there was no mention of fishing
in the Labour manifesto. I am sure that this was deeply
worrying to the industry at large. We are unaware of the
Labour Government’s plans, as we get closer to 2026.
The Government must get its ambitions and plan in line
now as we move towards the 2026 conclusion of the
UK-EU trade and co-operation agreement, and we
must re-enter negotiations with the EU to provide certainty
for the wider sector.

As a report outlined earlier in 2023,

“Since 2021 the UK has completed 3 sets of annual fisheries
negotiations as an independent coastal State, including bilaterally
with the EU, trilaterally with the EU and Norway, and with
coastal States in the North-East Atlantic, and beyond. The conclusion
of the latest negotiations means the UK fishing industry will
benefit from 665,000 tonnes of fishing opportunities in 2023 worth
over £750 million. As a result of quota share uplifts agreed in the
TCA, the UK has around 115,000 tonnes more quota in the 2023
negotiations than it would have received with its previous share as
an EU Member State.”

The year 2026 is incredibly important. Given that the
TCA requires a level of interaction from the Government,
will the Minister outline what conversations he and his
Department are having? Will he confirm that the
Government will not use UK fisheries as a bargaining
chip to secure a more favourable energy relationship
with the EU, as many Members have mentioned?

It is important to support the entire fishing supply
chain. The UK’s coastal waters are an incredible natural
resource, but the whole sector must be sufficiently supported
to properly exploit them. Domestic fish processing and
sales are just as important as our fishing fleet in ensuring
we have a robust fishing industry that can strengthen
our national food security. I am deeply concerned that
the introduction of a raft of new labour and employment
reforms may threaten all food processing, including our
fishing industry, by making it harder and more expensive
for our businesses to carry out their activities.

Melanie Onn: It is not a Labour issue that has caused
consternation in the fishing sector; it is the implementation
of the previous Government’s proposals and plans, which
seriously affected distant-water fishermen. We have been
left with just one distant water ship operating in the UK,
and its catch dropped to less than 6,500 tonnes—a
reduction of 70%—under the leadership of the hon.
Gentleman’s Government. That gap is being filled by
fish from Norway, Iceland and Russia. Does he think
that we need improved negotiations with our neighbours,
such as Norway, to restore jobs and fish in this country?

Robbie Moore: Right now, the current Government
have a real opportunity to reset the situation as they go
into the negotiations with the European Union. Before
2026, there is an opportunity to provide much more
certainty to the fishing fleet. As Opposition Members
have said, when going into negotiations it is important
to set the bar incredibly high, so that we get the landing
pitch right and ensure we get the best result for our UK
fishing industry. If that means setting the bar so high

that we are unwilling to enter into a deal that is set too
early, so be it. At the end of the day, we have to get the
right result for the UK fishing industry, because it will
be under threat if we do not.

On the concerns I raised about employment law, I
would be grateful if the Minister could outline any
economic analysis that was undertaken for the Employment
Rights Bill, specifically on the fishing sector. I am
deeply concerned that the introduction of a raft of new
labour reforms will threaten that sector. They will not
only hike up employers’ national insurance rates and
lower the threshold, but will hike up the minimum wage
and introduce day one rights that pile on risk for
employers. Concern has been raised with me and other
Members that that will put pressure on the fishing
industry. That is why it is so important that we get the
discussions right at this time.

Lorraine Beavers (Blackpool North and Fleetwood)
(Lab): I come from Fleetwood, and our fishing industry
was decimated after the cod wars. My husband works in
fish processing in my area, and let me tell the hon.
Gentleman that Brexit, which was introduced under his
party’s leadership, destroyed fish exports from Fleetwood.
Every Monday, a van used to come from Peterhead and
stop at Fleetwood; we used to fill it up with fish, and it
went out to France. That has never happened since we
left the European Union. The legislation that the Labour
party is bringing in will secure jobs on Fleetwood dock
and look after the men who work there. Fish processing
is very hard work. It is very cold, and it is a skill—

Clive Efford (in the Chair): Order. This is an intervention,
not a speech.

Robbie Moore: I thank the hon. Lady for her intervention,
but have to politely disagree, given the concerns that
have been raised by businesses and wider industry about
the impact that the Employment Rights Bill will have
on employers—not only those that want to recruit
temporary staff, but those that are directly involved
throughout the whole supply chain. Having a farming
background, I am well aware how difficult it is for
anyone producing food in any primary industry, not
least the fishing industry or the farming sector. Can we
see the Government’s analysis of the economic impact
of the Bill on the food processing sector, and can the
Minister tell us his view on the impact it will have on
the primary sector? I fear that it is far worse than the
Government are saying.

We all want to see fairer access and a fairer deal for
our fishermen. Time is of the essence as we move
towards 2026. I hope that the Government will aim high
in their aspirations to achieve a better deal for our
fishermen.

3.26 pm

The Minister for Food Security and Rural Affairs
(Daniel Zeichner): It is a special pleasure to serve when
you are in the Chair, Mr Efford. I thank all hon.
Members for their contributions, and particularly the
hon. Member for Great Yarmouth (Rupert Lowe) for
securing this debate. I remember that in the last Parliament,
a happy band of Members often used to assemble for
fisheries debates. I suspect we will see the same people
gathering over the months and years ahead, and I look
forward to constructive discussions with them.
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This is a timely opportunity to talk about the UK’s
fishing and seafood industry. It is such an important
part of the UK’s food system and I welcome the chance
to set out some of my views. I will briefly address some
of the points raised by Members from across the Chamber.
I listened closely to the hon. Gentleman’s introduction.
He is absolutely right about the historic strength of
Great Yarmouth’s fishing sector. I know Yarmouth
reasonably well, and those were halcyon days. The world
has changed for a variety of reasons. I do not necessarily
agree with his historical analysis, but it is always important
to remember what a great industry it was and—to reflect
other contributions—what a great industry it will be again,
because we really do have opportunities.

I was delighted to hear interventions from my hon.
Friend the Member for Great Grimsby and Cleethorpes
(Melanie Onn) and the right hon. Member for Orkney
and Shetland (Mr Carmichael), the new co-chairs of
the all-party parliamentary group on fisheries. I look
forward to working with them closely over the months
and years ahead. I very much enjoyed the speech by my
hon. Friend the Member for Na h-Eileanan an Iar
(Torcuil Crichton), who always speaks powerfully on
behalf of his constituents. I listened closely, as always,
to the contribution of the hon. Member for Strangford
(Jim Shannon). He is right; I have been talking to all the
fisheries organisations over the last few months, and I
understand his points on scampi and herring. I also
listened closely to the contribution from the hon. Member
for Boston and Skegness (Richard Tice), particularly
about the European Union. I suspect it will come as no
surprise to him that I do not entirely agree with his
analysis, but I look forward to continuing the debate. I
am afraid that there are probably others I have missed,
but I will come back them.

One thing that struck me about all the contributions
is the recognition of just how significant the fishing
industry is, and not just as a food producer; it is
culturally significant to our sense of identity in this
country, particularly in the remote coastal communities.
As well as having a really important role, fishing is a
dangerous and difficult job. We should all be conscious
of the risks that fishers face as they go to work. Just last
week, those risks were brought home to me when I heard
about the difficulties of the Fraserburgh-based vessel,
Odyssey. I welcomed the comments from the hon. Member
for Aberdeenshire North and Moray East (Seamus Logan)
—I visited Fraserburgh and was very impressed by what
I saw. Six crew members were rescued from that vessel,
which is welcome news to us all. It is a dangerous
industry, and we should pay tribute to all those who put
their lives at risk to secure our food supply.

To move on to the broader picture of what this
Government are trying to achieve, my right hon. and
learned Friend the Prime Minister has talked about the
missions that will drive the Government, and our fisheries
have an important role across several of those priorities—
certainly, as I have said, in relation to food security, but
also by helping us to protect our marine environment,
which is so important. As we have heard, there are often
many more jobs onshore, so our fisheries also have a
key role in boosting regional economic growth, and in
general, better fisheries management will be helpful as
we tackle the huge challenge of nature recovery, which
is so important for the future of us all.

The motion’s reference to the future of fishing “after
2026”hints at our relationship with the European Union,
as hon. Gentlemen have suggested. As a Government,
we have been very up front in talking about the need to
reset our relationship with the European Union, and of
course we will work closely with our near neighbours to
identify areas where we can strengthen co-operation to
our mutual benefit.

Of course, 2026 is the year when the temporary
adjustment period for fisheries access ends, as described
in the UK-EU trade and co-operation agreement. During
the adjustment period, DEFRA—I pay tribute to my
predecessors; they worked hard on this—has successfully
concluded four annual negotiations with the EU since
2020. That has shown that we have the ability to build a
strong relationship on fisheries matters with the European
Union. We have put in place strong foundations on
which to take forward future agreements to benefit both
our shared fish stocks and our respective industries.
Our working relationship with the EU on fisheries
matters remains strong. As we are debating here today,
DEFRA officials are commencing the fifth set of annual
consultations with the EU, in which we will set fishing
opportunities for 2025. However, I should point out
that although we may be close partners with the EU, the
significant difference is that, now, the future of fisheries
is not driven by the relationships; we are masters of our
own destiny.

Seamus Logan: You are describing the new deal that
you are going to reach with the European Union, but it
does not address the problems to do with freedom of
movement and the labour shortages that some of us
have mentioned, so will you say something about your
plans to deal with those labour shortages through new
visa arrangements, please?

Clive Efford (in the Chair): Order. Hon. Members
keep referring to “you”. You are speaking through the
Chair, so when you say “you”, you mean me. It is a
mistake that I have made, but I remind you not to use
the word “you” unless addressing the Chair. It is “the
hon. Member” or “the Minister”.

Daniel Zeichner: I would be delighted if you were to
resolve all these issues, Mr Efford, but it falls to me. The
hon. Member tempts me into a wider discussion about
the reset with the European Union. I will speak carefully
and limit my observations today to fisheries, but I will
acknowledge that labour matters are a particular challenge
for this sector, and there are benefits to be found if we
can get a good outcome. The point that I was making is
that we are now able to place our own domestic priorities—
particularly the environmental, social and economic
factors—at the centre of our priorities for UK fisheries.

Melanie Onn: Will the Minister ensure that the distant
water fleet, which has been very successful in providing
jobs and training and supporting the fishing industry, is
at the forefront of the negotiations that he mentions?

Daniel Zeichner: My hon. Friend raises an important
point and allows me to follow up on the points raised by
the shadow Minister, the hon. Member for Keighley
and Ilkley (Robbie Moore), which I have not yet addressed.
Yes, of course: the distant fleet has had a challenging
time, to put it mildly, so we are well aware of the need to
try to achieve a fair balance across all sectors of the UK
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fishing industry as we look ahead to the negotiations. I
can also reassure the shadow Minister on the fisheries
management plans, of which we are consulting on a
further five. In general, I would say that we are trying to
secure a balanced outcome—as I am sure the Government
in which he served did—that will benefit all sectors.

The skills issue is very important. We recently set up
the UK seafood careers programme, which we hope will
begin to help address the long-term challenge of how
we boost our domestic workforce. That is very important.
Changes to the apprenticeship levy ought to help too.

Several hon. Members rose—

Daniel Zeichner: I will take another intervention from
my colleague and then go to the other side of the
Chamber.

Melanie Onn: I am grateful to the Minister for being
so generous. The University of Lincoln’s centre of excellence,
which will be established in my constituency, will focus
on high-need skills in the processing sector, which we
have not discussed a great deal, to support people in the
local area into high-skilled, well-paid and long-term
processing jobs. Will he join me in welcoming that?

Daniel Zeichner: I most certainly will. I greatly enjoyed
visiting both the University of Lincoln and my hon.
Friend’s constituency about a year ago, and I am sure I
will be back again soon.

Jim Shannon: I thank the Minister for his response.
The hon. Member for Aberdeenshire North and Moray
East (Seamus Logan) referred to the visa issues, and I
have a suggestion to help the Minister in his discussions
with the Immigration Minister. The poultry and horticulture
sectors have already been given seasonal worker status,
and the same system would work for fishermen. I hope
the Minister does not mind me pressing him on it, but
will he please speak to the Immigration Minister? If he
can do it for one sector, he can do it for another.

Daniel Zeichner: I very much hear what the hon.
Gentleman is saying. The visa issues are complicated
but important, and there certainly could be opportunities
if we can achieve the right outcome.

The Fisheries Act 2020 set the broad outlines of
where we will be going, and it and the joint fisheries
statement that followed it detail the objectives for a
thriving and sustainable fishing industry, which I know
we all want to see. Since 2020, the UK has demonstrated
its own approach to fisheries and to its role on the
international stage. As an international coastal state,
our relationship with the EU sits alongside our relationships
with other international partners, as well as domestic
partners. It is our status as an independent coastal state
that gives us the right to negotiate with others in the
north-east Atlantic on management measures for mackerel,
blue whiting and Atlanto-Scandian herring. Those are
important stocks for the UK that sadly have been
overfished in recent years because of the lack of proper
sharing arrangements between the coastal states. We are
pushing for comprehensive quota-sharing arrangements
that are in the best interests of stock sustainability and
of the UK catching and processing sectors.

As hon. Members will be aware, a full and faithful
implementation of the fisheries heading of the trade and
co-operation agreement will see access for EU vessels to
the UK zone become a matter for annual negotiation,
which will sit alongside our annual consultations on
catch limits with a range of coastal states and international
fora on fishing opportunities. Let me repeat that our
ambitions for fisheries are no longer tied to the EU
common fisheries policy. We have our own objectives
for our own UK fishing industry, and they are central to
our priorities and to the thriving and sustainable fishing
industry that we want.

As I have already said, the fisheries management
plans are a key part of the way in which we intend to
take the industry forward. I again pay tribute to the
previous Government; they set that process in train and
we are pleased to continue it. We are grateful for the
support of the fishing sector and wider stakeholders in
helping to shape the plans; they are being developed
collaboratively with the fishing industry, and I think
they are probably being looked at elsewhere around the
world as an example of how best to manage the complicated
trade-offs in our maritime space. The spokesperson
for the Liberal Democrats, the hon. Member for
South Devon (Caroline Voaden), raised the spatial squeeze
issue. We are very aware of that, and we will come back
to the House with proposals in the coming months and
years.

The fisheries management plans will play a crucial
role in supporting the long-term sustainability of fishing
businesses and delivering growth in coastal communities.
As I have said, they are internationally recognised as the
gold standard in managing fisheries. They protect and,
where necessary, set out how to maintain or restore fish
stocks to sustainable levels. Progress is being made. We
have now published a sixth plan and work is being done
to implement actions in the previously published plans.
Legislation was recently introduced that will bring into
law a number of the fisheries management measures set
out in those plans. As I said, we opened consultations
on the next five FMPs on 10 October.

Beyond FMPs, we are putting in place a wider set of
fisheries management reforms, in line with our domestic
priorities as an independent coastal state. They include
changes to the way we manage discards, the introduction
of remote electronic monitoring, trialling new ways to
allocate quota, and the opening of new fisheries, such
as for bluefin tuna, which I am sure the hon. Member
for Great Yarmouth will welcome. We will of course be
looking at all ways to reform and best support all UK
fisheries sectors to help our fishing and seafood industries
thrive and contribute to economic growth and the nation’s
food security.

We are also considering the role of inshore and
under-10 metre fisheries, including those in my part of
the world—the east of England—and how we can best
support that sector. A number of initiatives we are
undertaking will benefit those inshore fishers, including
the provision of additional quota and new quota trials,
which should help the inshore fleet in the long run. We
are continuing to engage with the five regional fisheries
groups that have been set up for inshore fishers to
discuss concerns with policymakers and regulators to
help identify problems, contribute to policy development
and secure solutions.
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In conclusion, the future of UK fisheries will be
driven by our domestic agenda. We have domestic
frameworks, including the Fisheries Act and joint fisheries
statements, and policies such as the fisheries management
plans that are part of the improvements we seek to make.
For many years, our fisheries management was dictated
by the EU common fisheries policy. That is no longer
the case. Our relationship with the EU remains important
and sits alongside other relationships we hold as an
independent coastal state. We will continue to meet our
international obligations, including those of the TCA,
and the default arrangements for access after 2026 are
clear. There are many opportunities ahead for our fishing
sector. The Government are committed to making the
most of them to secure the industry and ensure that it
can best contribute to our country’s food security and
economic growth, but this will be driven by our own
domestic objectives.

Clive Efford (in the Chair): I call Rupert Lowe to
briefly sum up the debate.

3.41 pm

Rupert Lowe: First, I apologise for not taking more
interventions during my opening speech, but I consulted
widely with my constituents and they were keen that I
got that message across uninterrupted. Secondly, I make
no apology for going back over history. As Churchill
said, “The farther you look back, the farther forward
you can see.”

I will sum up the various contributions, which I think
is my duty. The hon. Member for Ross and Cromarty—

Torcuil Crichton: Na h-Eileanan an Iar, but the hon.
Member can say the Western Isles.

Rupert Lowe: I thank the hon. Member—my Celtic is
not great. I thank him for his contribution and agree
that we need a complete review of our fishing arrangements
now that we have the ability to do that.

The hon. Member for Strangford (Jim Shannon)
made some extremely valuable points, particularly about
visas. We have also talked about apprenticeships, which
are incredibly important. I run businesses in electrical
contracting, and we have a huge apprenticeship scheme.
That is something we should be looking at for the
fishing industry and the fish processing industry.

The hon. Member for Aberdeenshire North and Moray
East (Seamus Logan)—

Clive Efford (in the Chair): Order. This is a brief
summing-up of the debate and the hon. Member should
use it to get his message across to the Minister, not to
respond to all the speakers’ points. Will he sum up
briefly?

Rupert Lowe: Okay. The other point that I want
to make about the debate, which came out quite clearly,
is that the British people voted to take back our own
sovereignty. That, I am afraid, is an indisputable fact,
and it is something we have to respect. The Government’s
primary job is to protect the interests of the British
people, and it is important that we understand that. My
hon. Friend the Member for Boston and Skegness
(Richard Tice) made an incredibly important point about
over-regulation, which is now rife in all our markets. It
has destroyed our stock market, and if we are not
careful it will strangle enterprise and damage our industries.

I thank everyone else for their speeches and interventions.
I think we can all agree that the way the British fishing
industry has been treated by those in these corridors is
nothing short of unacceptable. It has been ignored,
forgotten and sacrificed. We have let entire coastal
communities rot and decay—whole towns decimated,
once-thriving economies ruined—because this place did
not have the courage to fight for them. It is a shameful
legacy that has alienated entire generations up and
down our coastline. We are an island nation surrounded
by some of the most fertile seas on the planet, yet we are
a net importer of fish. Does anything sum up the sheer
madness of Britain’s relentless managed decline more
than that? The fishermen of Great Yarmouth deserve
better, the fishermen of Norfolk deserve better, and the
fishermen of every single coastal town and port deserve
better.

I will finish with a quote from Aneurin Bevan, which
I thought hit the mark. He said:

“This island is made mainly of coal and surrounded by fish.
Only an organising genius could produce a shortage of coal and
fish at the same time.”

Question put and agreed to.

Resolved,

That this House has considered the future of fishing after 2026.

3.45 pm

Sitting suspended.
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Scotland’s Architectural Heritage

4 pm

Torcuil Crichton (Na h-Eileanan an Iar) (Lab): I beg
to move,

That this House has considered Government support for Scotland’s
architectural heritage.

It is a pleasure to serve again under your chairmanship,
Mr Efford.

Given my constituency, Mr Efford, you and the Minister
might expect me to use this debate to make an appeal
for the continued restoration of Kisimul castle, which is
the jewel of Castlebay on the isle of Barra, or to talk
about the lottery funded virtues of the restored Lews
castle on Stornoway. Worthy as both those projects are,
time is short, so I will move directly to my main subject,
which is the role that the Department for Culture, Media
and Sport and the UK Government could play in
responding to what is not a local or Scottish issue but a
national and international tragedy: the restoration of
Glasgow School of Art’s Mackintosh building. I make
a direct appeal to the Minister and to the Government
to reach out and help with the complete restoration of
the Mack.

It is a full 10 years since fire first broke out at the
Mackintosh building, as students prepared for their final
degree show. Scotland wept—we all wept—as the news
broke and the fire spread through the building, destroying
the Mack’s library, which was one of the most famous
examples of art nouveau design in the world. The
situation was grave, but a £35-million restoration was
nearly complete in June 2018 when a second fire ripped
through the building, engulfed the whole site and left
a burnt-out shell of what should be a grade I listed
building—the crowning achievement of Charles
Rennie Mackintosh.

Scotland is still grieving and Glasgow is still in trauma
over the loss of the Mack. The pall of it still hangs over
the city and the tang of burnt timbers could still be
smelt on Garnethill when I walked up to the art school
last week. I think that is mostly because of the demolition
of the neighbouring ABC building, which continues
apace. The fire that damaged that building also took
with it Charles McNair’s art deco entrance, so that
portico has also been lost to the city. Indeed, much of
Glasgow’s incredible built heritage is in danger of falling,
either to the elements, to neglect, to lack of funding or
to simple malicious demolition.

Wendy Chamberlain (North East Fife) (LD): The
hon. Member is making a powerful statement; as the
daughter of a woman from Glasgow, I know the importance
of Glasgow School of Art. He is talking about longer-term
resilience when acts of God, or indeed acts of individuals,
happen but organisations or local authorities do not
have the funding to respond, as is also true with St
Andrews harbour and Largo pier in my constituency.
May I support his appeal for direct investment?

Torcuil Crichton: I thank the hon. Lady for that
intervention and I will say later what is or is not
considered an act of God.

Jim Shannon (Strangford) (DUP): The issue means
a lot to my constituency, because the plantation
brought my brothers and sisters from Scotland to Northern
Ireland, and they brought their architecture, culture,
history, poetry and music with them.

In Newtownards, the main town in my constituency,
the market cross is architecturally similar to those in
Edinburgh and Glasgow. The local council spent some
money on it. Has the local council spent money on the
project that the hon. Gentleman is discussing? Does he
agree with the hon. Member for North East Fife (Wendy
Chamberlain) and I that these pieces of history in
Glasgow and Edinburgh—and indeed everywhere—should
be preserved for future generations, and that national
UK-wide funding is needed to do that?

Torcuil Crichton: I heartily agree: the links across the
Irish sea between Scotland and Northern Ireland are
well known, and the influence of Scottish architecture,
as I will go on to demonstrate, is worldwide.

Hon. Members have talked about other stories, but
above Sauchiehall Street, wrapped in a white plastic
shroud, is the burnt-out shell of the Mack. The site is
sealed, like a sarcophagus, against the elements. The art
school board, the engineers, the architects and the
firefighters have all done their utmost and the walls are
still standing, but there is no sign of a phoenix rising
from these ashes.

The architectural value of Charles Rennie Mackintosh’s
masterpiece is recognised all over the world. It was
built in two phases, from 1897 to 1899 and again from
1907 to 1909. There has never been a building like it,
whether in Scotland, the UK or the world. It is the
inspired design of Charles Rennie Mackintosh. He was
only 29 when he started work on it, which is quite
humbling. Of course he did not do it on his own and he
did not spring from nowhere. Not far from here, in west
Kensington, the inspiration for a young Mackintosh
can be found in the work of another Scottish architect,
James M MacLaren. His towers and delicate spires find
an echo in the masterpiece on Garnethill, which contains
strands of Japanese design, modernism, art nouveau
and sheer genius.

It was by combining three elements—imagination,
engineering and art; as good a definition of good
architecture as one can get—that the Mack was created.
Unlike many of our other monumental buildings, it
actually worked. For over a century, the Mackintosh
building performed the purpose for which it was designed,
combining exquisite craftmanship and design while
producing an incredible production line of talent.

I never attended art school, but I was a citizen of
Glasgow for many years and I did live next door to the
Mack for a time. The second city was my second home,
and I have many lifelong friends who are graduates of
Glasgow School of Art. As the song goes,

“the art school dance goes on forever”.

The Mack runs through our personal lives as much as it
does through the life of the nation.

In my constituency, I have many friends who are
alumni of the Mack, such as my good friend Calum
Angus Mackay, a photographer, painter and TV producer,
who only recently produced a retrospective of 40 years
of work since he left the Mack; Roddy Murray, the
director of An Lanntair art gallery, ex-Dreamboy, local
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hero, actor and writer; his cousin, Ishbel Murray, and
her brother Kenneth, who are both teachers and fine
artists; Maggie Smith, a Harris tweed designer; Kenneth
Burns, a landscape painter who has chronicled Glasgow
and his native islands; Christine Davidson; and many
others. Outwith the islands, there is Andy Scott, the
internationally renowned figurative sculpture of the
Kelpies, and my friend David Pratt, a photojournalist
and war correspondent, who turned his unflinching lens
on the flames of the art school as it was consumed a
second time.

The impact and influence of the art school has been
profound on all our lives—not just on those who were
lucky enough to pass through its doors. Its structure is
integral to Scotland’s identity and central to the image
of brand Scotland we want to portray, and an asset to
the UK on the world stage.

Chris Murray (Edinburgh East and Musselburgh)
(Lab): I congratulate my hon. Friend on securing this
debate. Does he agree that the art nouveau Charles
Rennie Mackintosh style speaks to a time when Scotland
looked outward at the world? There are examples of
that art nouveau Charles Rennie Mackintosh style in
Paris in the Musée d’Orsay, and the Japonisme spoke to
a Scotland that was looking outward. When we think of
the art school in my home city of Glasgow being
wrapped in sheets, we should remember that it is part of
a group of buildings, including those on Waterloo Street
and Carlton Place, that are falling into decay. Scotland
is not looking out at the world and preserving its
architecture. Does he agree that the new UK Government
should step up to protect it, and that the Scottish
Government also have a role? It is disappointing that no
SNP Members are here to even listen to the debate.

Torcuil Crichton: I thank my hon. Friend for the
point that Glasgow is a cultural lighthouse and a beacon,
although much decayed in present days, as he has
noted. Its buildings do speak to the world, and hopefully
will again when the Mack is restored.

Winston Churchill said:

“We shape our buildings and afterwards our buildings shape
us.”—[Official Report, 28 October 1943; Vol. 393, c. 403.]

The Mack and Glasgow School of Art has certainly
done that. It is a 20th century dynamo that has produced
some of the most talented British artistic practitioners
we have seen. Doctor Who went to Glasgow School of
Art in the shape of Peter Capaldi, who is my favourite
Doctor. Coincidentally, my good friend Annie Grace, a
piper who was also at Glasgow School of Art, is sharing
the stage with another Doctor, David Tennant, in the
west end production of “Macbeth”. It is not just the
previous students we have to think about.

Patricia Ferguson (Glasgow West) (Lab): Having gone
to school next door to the Mack, it holds a great place
in my heart. I also worked next door to it for a time, so
it was rooted in my life when I was growing up. It is
incredibly sad to see what has happened to it, not only
because of its architecture but because of what it has
meant to generations of Glaswegians and of art students
who have gone through its doors.

It is also disappointing to see, as my hon. Friend
mentioned, the other examples of where we in Glasgow
are not looking after our heritage in the way we should.
The ABC cinema was also affected by the fire at the
Mack, and just today, it was reported that some elements
of it, which were meant to be retained, have been
skipped, to use the vernacular. It is disappointing that
we are in this situation and that Glasgow, which once
respected its heritage, now seems to be ignoring it.

Torcuil Crichton: I think my hon. Friend was referring
to Charles McNair’s portico in the ABC cinema, which
has sadly been demolished. She spoke of generations of
art students, past and present. It is for the educational
experience of future students and those currently
undergoing their studies at Glasgow School of Art that
we should take cognisance of what is happening. They
should not be overlooked.

In the years following the fire and in the absence of
the Mack—the beating heart of the school—students
were dispersed across the campus estate to workshops
and exhibition spaces. That removed them from the
concentrated network of experience that makes art
education so enriching. It is essential that the building is
restored so that generations more artists and students
can feel the vibrancy and alchemy of Mackintosh’s
masterpiece.

Despite a global outpouring of support and donations
after the first fire, the restoration project following the
second fire suffered a series of setbacks, and those
setbacks only fuel the anger, pain and frustration of all
those who love the Mack. A report by the Scottish Fire
and Rescue Service published two years ago concluded
that the 2018 blaze was so fierce and all-consuming that
the cause might never be known.

Earlier this year, the art school, which is frustrated, as
is everyone who loves the Mack, initiated an arbitration
process with the insurers over what the hon. Member
for North East Fife (Wendy Chamberlain) might describe
as an act of God. It is a complex case and a complex
claim. It does not take in the whole insurable cost of the
building, but it has been slow and has brought the
restoration to a halt until the case is resolved.

In 2023, the art school management also had to
abandon its search for an architect to lead the restoration.
The meter, of course, is running on that restoration
because of a flaw in the procurement process, but
thankfully, the GSA board is working on a fresh business
case, which will consider the economic and cultural
impact of the art school not just on Glasgow but on the
rest of Britain and on the world. It will also take into
account the pressures of the modern era—the rising
cost of living, the pandemic and wars—and the effects
they have on the cost of construction and particularly
the cost of heritage reconstruction.

I am told that revised costs and completion dates will
not be available until early 2025. Leading architects,
politicians—such as my good friend Paul Sweeney MSP,
formerly of this House—and heritage experts have expressed
dismay at the lack of progress. They fear, as do many
others who have the best interests of the art school at
heart, that the project is faltering. The Mack is a
landmark of national importance, and we are all collectively
the custodians of it.

31WH 32WH5 NOVEMBER 2024Scotland’s Architectural Heritage Scotland’s Architectural Heritage



Martin Rhodes (Glasgow North) (Lab): My hon.
Friend talks about the restoration of the art school.
Does he agree that it would be an important impetus to
give focus to an area that is so rich in cultural heritage
and the arts? The art school is there, but so too, in the
vicinity of Sauchiehall Street, are the King’s Theatre, the
Pavilion, the Theatre Royal, the Royal Conservatoire,
the Glasgow Film Theatre and so on. The restoration of
the art school could be the impetus to bring that together
and create a much more vibrant area—at the moment it
feels a bit neglected.

Torcuil Crichton: My hon. Friend echoes the bare bones,
or the Z shape, of Glasgow School of Art board’s
economic case—that the Glasgow School of Art, and
the Mack building, is the anchor for that whole zone of
development in Glasgow city centre, because it is such
an important landmark, one of national importance, of
which we are all collectively the custodians. It should
fall on us as a nation to restore the building to its glory.
This Government should be willing and ready to engage
with the Glasgow School of Art board in that project. It
is no less than what Glasgow, Scotland and the legacy
of Charles Rennie Mackintosh deserve.

When Notre Dame was consumed by flames, the
French Government threw the entire strength of the
state into the effort of restoration—whatever it took,
whatever it cost. Calling on talents from all over the
world, they rebuilt that symbol of the nation in record
time. I am not questioning the ability or the experience
of the architects and engineers involved in the restoration
project in Glasgow, or the commitment of Glasgow
School of Art to return the Mack into a working
undergraduate school, but I am calling on the UK
Government to be ready and willing to help.

Some have argued that the responsibility for restoring
Mackintosh’s masterpiece should be taken out of the
hands of the arts school and placed in an independent
body, such as a specialist board of trustees or an Olympic-
style delivery system. There are templates for that that
have worked before, but it would need careful consideration
and talks between all parties. The aim is the same—everyone
has the same destination, and that destination is restoration.

I am not calling on the Department to bigfoot the art
school or trample on the duties of the Scottish Government.
I am just calling for positive engagement from the UK
Government, for them to roll up their sleeves and find a
solution for what everyone wants—the restoration of
the Mack. It can be done; I am sure it will be done.
Evidence for what can be done is not far from us, in the
Chamber of the House of Commons. Bombed out in
1941, faithfully restored after the war, it is still working
its political alchemy on us all. That is what we want for
the Mackintosh building, too—for it to rise from the
rubble, to work its artistic magic on students, on Glasgow,
on Scotland and the world.

4.18 pm

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Culture,
Media and Sport (Stephanie Peacock): It is a pleasure to
serve under your chairmanship, Mr Efford. I am pleased
to respond to this debate on the Government’s behalf. I
congratulate my hon. Friend the Member for Na h-Eileanan
an Iar (Torcuil Crichton) on securing it.

The Minister for Creative Industries, Arts and Tourism,
my hon. Friend the Member for Rhondda and Ogmore
(Chris Bryant), would ordinarily have replied to this

debate, but unfortunately has another parliamentary
engagement. However, I will be sure to reflect the content
of this debate to him. I know that it is an issue close to
his heart, as his mother studied at Glasgow School of
Art. My hon. Friend the Member for Na h-Eileanan an
Iar rightly paid tribute to the many who have studied
there and the wider impact that the school has had.

First, I would like to express my great admiration for
all those involved in the rebuild and restoration of the
Glasgow School of Art’s Mackintosh building after the
two terrible fires in 2014 and 2018, and the school’s
commitment to a faithful reinstatement of the iconic
building. As a pioneer of the modernist style, Mackintosh’s
innovative approach to form and function provides an
important contribution to the architectural heritage of
Glasgow and beyond.

I know the fire and damage to the building captured
the hearts of people across Scotland, as well as celebrities
such as Peter Capaldi, who spearheaded the appeal for
funding. I am also aware that the Scottish Parliament
debated this issue in 2019, where the impacts on the
local community and businesses were emphasised.

As my hon. Friend the Member for Na h-Eileanan an
Iar will be aware, the UK Government committed
£10 million to help restore the damaged building following
the 2014 fire. Like all of us present, I hope to see it
returned to a working art school at the heart of Glasgow’s
creative and cultural community.

Heritage is of course a devolved matter, and the
Scottish Government have power over their policies and
funding in Scotland. Some 25 years on from the devolution
settlement introduced by the previous Labour Government,
I am proud to support the principles behind devolution
to Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland. Nevertheless,
this Government and Historic England, our statutory
agency for heritage, work closely with Historic Environment
Scotland, Cadw in Wales and the Historic Environment
division of the Department for Communities in Northern
Ireland to support our heritage across the UK. We also
work closely with our heritage arm’s length bodies to
promote and protect the UK’s diverse and priceless
heritage. This is the approach that the UK Government
have taken, and will continue to take to support the
restoration of the Mackintosh building.

In terms of the existing routes and channels through
which funding for heritage in the UK is delivered,
DCMS delivers two UK-wide funding programmes—the
listed places of worship grant scheme and the memorial
grant scheme. They fund heritage in places of worship
and charities across the country. Unfortunately, that
means that neither of the programmes would be appropriate
for the restoration. DCMS’s arm’s length bodies deliver
the most significant support for the wider heritage
sector, and I encourage my hon. Friend to speak to
them in relation to the Glasgow School of Art’s work
on rebuilding the Mackintosh building.

First, my hon. Friend may wish to consider an application
for funding from the National Lottery Heritage Fund.
Since 1994, the fund has awarded more than £970 million
of national lottery and other funding to 5,000 projects
in Scotland. The Heritage Fund previously provided a
grant of £4.7 million in 2005 to the Glasgow School of
Art, which saw original features of the building restored
and unsympathetic additions removed. The grant also
allowed for conservation work on the school’s collections,
encouraging visitor access to all its heritage assets.

33WH 34WH5 NOVEMBER 2024Scotland’s Architectural Heritage Scotland’s Architectural Heritage



[Stephanie Peacock]

Later, in 2017, it provided a grant of £3.5 million to the
restoration of Charles Rennie Mackintosh’s Willow Tea
Rooms building at 217 Sauchiehall Street in Glasgow.
This year, Glasgow was selected as one of the first
11 priority places to receive a share of £200 million
through the Heritage Fund’s heritage places initiative.
This began with a grant of £350,000 to Glasgow Life to
plan and develop a cultural heritage district on the city’s
iconic Sauchiehall Street. Given that, although the decision
would be for the Heritage Fund, I hope that my hon.
Friend will consider an application.

Secondly, I highlight the National Heritage Memorial
Fund as a source of UK-wide heritage funding that
may be appropriate in relation to the Mackintosh building.
It has historically dedicated funds to save Scottish
architectural heritage; notably, this year, it gave a grant
of £5.3 million to save Mavisbank House just outside
Edinburgh. I encourage my hon. Friend to speak to the
fund about the available options. Finally, he may wish
to encourage an application to the Architectural Heritage
Fund, with which DCMS works closely. It has helped to
bring the new Galloway town hall in Dumfries and
Galloway into community ownership by providing
successive project viability and development grants of
between £5,000 and £10,000. This project in particular
highlights how we can empower local communities to
take ownership of their heritage by bringing neglected
historic buildings back into use.

Whether providing funding via our existing grant
programmes or through our arm’s length bodies, we want
to ensure that people’s access to heritage and other
creative industries is not limited by where they live or
how much they earn. From the Isles of Scilly to the
Western Isles, DCMS is committed to making that
ambition a reality. Put simply, it is the ambition of this
Government to support organisations and individuals

who protect our heritage and encourage access for all.
We want to use that heritage to attract tourists from
around the world, providing jobs in local communities
and boosting growth, and of course we want to see that
happen across Scotland and throughout the UK. We
know that restoring and maintaining heritage assets of
all shapes and sizes is an investment into community
and helps to boost the local economy. Ensuring that
everyone has access to these assets brings a renewed
sense of pride and commitment to the area. As well as
creating social cohesion and inclusion in local communities,
heritage plays an important role in supporting wellbeing
and quality of life.

This debate reminds us of the wealth and value of
Scotland’s architectural heritage, including the historic
Mackintosh building, and why it is so important to
ensure that we all have access to it. Although this is a
devolved matter, I have highlighted how this Government
and our arm’s length bodies play a vital role in supporting
Scotland’s architectural heritage. We are open and willing
to facilitate conversations with organisations such as
the National Lottery Heritage Fund and the National
Heritage Memorial Fund to expedite the restoration of
the Mackintosh building, as my hon. Friend the Member
for Na h-Eileanan an Iar rightly and passionately outlined.
I will relay the contents of this debate and his ask to the
Minister for Creative Industries, Arts and Tourism, my
hon. Friend the Member for Rhondda and Ogmore,
and I am sure that he will do everything he can to work
with him. As we look to the future, this Government
will continue to work with the Scottish Government
and all the devolved Administrations to ensure that the
UK’s heritage is protected and accessible to all.

Question put and agreed to.

4.25 pm

Sitting suspended.
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4.30 pm

Sir Roger Gale (in the Chair): Before I call the hon.
Member for North Down to move the motion, I inform
Members that the Parliamentary Digital Communications
Team will be conducting secondary filming during today’s
debate.

Alex Easton (North Down) (Ind): I beg to move,

That this House has considered funding for policing.

I wish I could present a more optimistic picture
of police funding across our United Kingdom to the
House. Unfortunately, that is not the case. No discussion
on policing should overlook the contributions of Sir Robert
Peel, the founding father of modern policing. Although
we have made significant progress since the establishment
of the Metropolitan Police Service in London in
September 1829, there remain critical challenges that
we must address and I fear that, without adequate
funding, we are in danger of regressing.

The significance of police funding cannot be overstated,
particularly when considering the Peelian principles,
which emphasise the prevention of crime and the
maintenance of public order. The principles remind us
that the true measure of policing effectiveness lies not in
the physical presence of police officers, but in the absence
of crime and disorder. Adequate funding is essential to
uphold those ideals and ensure that our police service
can effectively serve and protect their communities.

Where do we stand? I will begin with an overview of
the United Kingdom, focusing specifically on the Police
Service of Northern Ireland. It is with deep gratitude
that I represent North Down in this House, though it
pains me to acknowledge that my constituency lacks a
fully operational, full-time police station open to the
public. Not one member of the public can report a
crime in a police station in my constituency, because
they are not open.

Using Eurostat, we can compare international policing
strengths, with England and Wales ranked 29th, Scotland
23rd and Northern Ireland 16th. As of 31 March 2024,
our police force stands at 170,500 full-time equivalent
police officers. While that marks a 10% increase from
2003, when the Home Office first began its recording of
these figures, it still represents a 0.7% decline from the
peak numbers of 2010. In Scotland, there are 16,536
full-time equivalent officers, a figure 2% lower than last
year and 7% lower than the peak numbers recorded
in 2013.

As I come to Northern Ireland, I will pause, as we are
in the season of remembrance, and take a moment to
honour those across the UK who have made the ultimate
sacrifice in police service for us all. I pay tribute to the
300 members of the Royal Irish Constabulary, following
on from the Belfast police in 1836, who lost their lives,
and the 312 officers of the Royal Ulster Constabulary
deservedly awarded the George Cross, along with their
370 gallantry awards and 712 awards for distinguished
service. We remember the 16 members of the Police
Service of Northern Ireland who have been killed in the
line of duty.

It is with deep concern that I must place on record
that the Police Service of Northern Ireland has been
underfunded since 2010. While the Northern Ireland
block grant has increased by nearly 50% since the
2010-11 financial year, reaching approximately £14.2 billion
for this financial year, the police budget has unfortunately
decreased from £903 million to £892 million. To put
that in perspective, funding for health has increased by
89% in Northern Ireland and funding for justice has
increased by 8%, while policing has faced a 3% cut.
Benjamin Franklin, a founding father of the United
States, wisely noted:

“If you fail to plan, you plan to fail.”

In the context of the Police Service of Northern
Ireland, accurate planning reveals that there is a significant
need for funding, with £166 million required for 2025-26,
a further £235 million for 2026-27 and a further £307 million
for 2027-28.

Gavin Robinson (Belfast East) (DUP): I congratulate
the hon. Gentleman on securing this important debate
and on advancing his argument so expertly. When he
acknowledges the projected pressures that police will
face in the coming years, does he recognise that the
Budget made no reference to the McCloud judgment,
to the holiday pay issue, to legacy liability or to the
recent PSNI data breach, which amounts to £750 million
of unfunded pressures that will put even more difficulty
on PSNI, the Ministry of Justice and the Northern
Ireland Office?

Alex Easton: I totally agree with the right hon. Member:
what we have does not even touch the amount of
funding that the PSNI needs to find, and he raises the
most valuable points.

These figures underscore the urgent requirement to
address the ongoing issue of structural underfunding. I
acknowledge the £37 million in additional security funding
allocated from the Budget, as well as the investment in
the Paramilitary Crime Taskforce. While those measures
are welcome, let me be unequivocal: they do not adequately
address the underlying pressures facing our police service
in Northern Ireland.

Don Quixote reminds us that the truth of the pudding
is in the eating, so let me now present to the House the
stark truth of policing in Northern Ireland. Neighbourhood
policing is diminishing; response times for non-emergency
calls are excessively prolonged; the capacity to investigate
crimes has been reduced; inquiry offices are closing and
the ability of the police to support partner organisations
is compromised.

However, I am supported by listening to policing
colleagues on the frontline, committed to proposing
solutions alongside dialogue on those challenges. A
comprehensive approach to address those issues includes
supporting the business case for maximising the Police
College’s potential over the next three years, aiming for
7,000 police officers and 2,572 staff by 2028. It is
important to note that those figures remain significantly
below the Patten commission’s recommendation of 7,500
police officers. The funding required for the initiative is
£8 million in year one, £25 million in year two and
£47 million in year three.

To put it bluntly, any viable solution must be threefold.
First, the monitoring round must address the £37 million
funding gap. Secondly, there must be an increase in the
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budget baseline to establish sustainable funding. Finally,
we need approval of the business case to enable police
headcounts to recover to previous levels. It is entirely
appropriate for the chief constable of the police service
to accurately highlight the current position, and he has
my unwavering support, along with that of many others.

There is no doubt that the Justice Minister faces a
crucial set of questions regarding the adequacy of the
current budget allocation in the light of recent crime
rates and increased public safety concerns. First, how
can the budget be considered sufficient when community
safety, recruitment and training—essential components
for maintaining public trust and safety—are insufficiently
prioritised? The current funding allocation leaves much
to be desired, and as a result the PSNI’s ability to
effectively serve the community is hindered. Furthermore,
the limited resources allocated for community safety
directly impact the PSNI’s ability to perform its duties,
which raises the urgent need for accountability.

An explanation is required as to why public safety is
not being treated as a top priority, especially when the
current funding does not reflect that crucial need. Sadly,
it appears that the voices of the public, of the police
unions, of community leaders and of political parties,
all calling for adequate resources, are not being heard
sufficiently by either the Ministry of Justice or the
Minister. I challenge the Government to be open to a
comprehensive review of policing budgets. That is essential
to ensure the PSNI’s mandate, but I must be honest and
place on record that they have fallen short in that
regard.

It is unsustainable to have approximately only 4,500
deployed officers in Northern Ireland. The reality we face
is that the PSNI loses around 40 officers each month
due to retirements and departures, while the number of
graduate officers fails to keep pace with that attrition.

Mr Gregory Campbell (East Londonderry) (DUP): I
congratulate the hon. Member on securing this debate.
Does he agree that we had the perfect example of
insufficient numbers earlier in the year, when the Chief
Constable had to apply to Police Scotland to try to get
personnel from Scotland to Northern Ireland, because
there was a risk of a massive increase in violence and he
had insufficient offers to deal with it?

Alex Easton: The hon. Member is right: recruitment
levels have got so bad that we have had to go to Scotland
to get extra police to make up the shortfall in emergency
situations, which is not acceptable. Northern Ireland is
projected to have fewer than 6,000 officers by 2025,
underscoring the need for urgent action. Although I
strongly welcome initiatives such as “Right Care, Right
Person”, which addresses the current mental health
crisis in partnership with health and social care colleagues,
we must acknowledge that PSNI officers are often the
first and last resort for many individuals in crisis.

Let us consider the broader context of national security.
According to “No place to hide: serious and organised
crime strategy 2023 to 2028”, the cost of organised
crime is estimated at £47 billion. In Northern Ireland,
where approximately one third of organised crime groups
have links to paramilitary organisations, that is particularly
concerning. It is alarming to note that 30% of the

PSNI’s investigative organised crime unit is dedicated to
tackling those paramilitary gangs. Furthermore, the
impact of paramilitarism is widely felt, with 40% of
adults and 45% of our young people in Northern Ireland
affected by its presence.

In conclusion, adequately resourcing our police across
the United Kingdom is essential for maintaining effective
law and order, ensuring appropriate enforcement of the
law, safeguarding community safety and supporting the
overall functions of the justice system. We ask our
officers to perform a challenging task, often running
towards danger while others move away. They deserve a
fair allocation of resources that enhances their ability to
serve and protect the United Kingdom effectively. That
need is particularly pronounced in Northern Ireland,
where the challenges are unique and significant. Together
we can work towards ensuring a robust and effective
police service, where our police officers are aware of the
respect they are rightly held in, not least through the
provision of financial resources to match the immense
challenges that they face.

Sir Roger Gale (in the Chair): Will those Members
wishing to speak please stand up? I want to see who
they are. Right—I am going to put a time limit of
six minutes on each speech. There are four who certainly
want to get in and we need to hit the winding-up
speeches at about 5.5 pm.

4.43 pm

Luke Myer (Middlesbrough South and East Cleveland)
(Lab): I congratulate the hon. Member for North Down
(Alex Easton) on securing this debate. Although his
focus is of course on the PSNI, the general issues he
raised concerning policing are echoed across the United
Kingdom. I hope to raise some of those issues that are
affecting my constituents.

Last week in my constituency a fire was started in
Marton, shop fronts smashed in Guisborough, a pharmacy
broken into and its contents burglarised and staff assaulted.
Police officers responded and arrests were made, but
those are not individual, isolated incidents—that is a
pattern and picture of crime across the country. It is a
picture of criminals who feel emboldened and residents
who feel unsafe. I am grateful to the Policing Minister
for taking the time to meet me to discuss police funding
in Cleveland, the area I represent.

I am grateful for the opportunity to raise these issues
here as well, because this is what people are dealing with
every day. People feel afraid to leave the house; they do
not feel safe in their communities, They do not feel
confident that when they call the police, the police will
come, or that crimes will be investigated when they
report them. They do not feel confident that the courts
will see justice done, and certainly not timely justice.
That is why we need a change.

In my part of the world, we have seen major cuts to
our police force. We have lost more than 200 officers net
since 2010—a 12% reduction in full-time equivalent
officers—and all the while demand has gone up. Our
officers work incredibly hard under extraordinary pressure,
and although they make arrests, the broader criminal
justice system is creaking at the seams. Prosecution
rates have fallen over the past decade, victims wait
months and even years for cases to come to trial and
judges have been advised to delay sentencing because of
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the lack of prison capacity. The system is in crisis and it
has been allowed to get to this point after years of
systematic underfunding and a lack of support. That is
why investment in our criminal justice system is crucial.

Investment has to come at all four stages of the
system. It has to come into our prison estate, and I
welcome the £2.3 billion investment announced in the
Budget last week to expand our prison capacity and
ensure that we have the necessary prison places. Investment
needs to go into bringing down the court backlog so
that cases are heard in a timely fashion and victims feel
that justice will be served.

We need investment in visible community policing
again. Residents desperately want a named officer for
every community, who understands their village or town,
knows the families and the history, and can tackle issues
before they escalate. That was the cornerstone of the
consent-based model of British policing for decades,
and it has been eroded in recent years; it must be restored.

We also need investment in prevention. The previous
Labour Government were famously tough on crime
and tough on the causes of crime. They provided funding
for Sure Start and targeted schemes such as the safer
school partnerships and the family intervention projects.
That is what the new Labour Government need to do.

When I was in local government, we invested heavily
in setting up a specialist team to tackle the exploitation
of vulnerable children and young people by organised
criminal gangs. It was about getting upstream of the
process and making sure that vulnerable children were
diverted. That saved the state money in the long term
and ensured that those young people had opportunities.
This Government need that kind of ambition, and I
believe they will have it. We need that investment; we
need to make sure that our police have the resources
they need to do their jobs; and we need to take back our
streets and make them safe again.

4.47 pm

Carla Lockhart (Upper Bann) (DUP): I welcome the
opportunity to speak in this debate, and I commend the
hon. Member for North Down (Alex Easton) for securing
his first Westminster Hall debate and for his efforts. I
agree with much of what he said. Members will forgive
me for continuing to champion the needs of Northern
Ireland and highlighting the uplift needed.

The House is well aware that Northern Ireland is
running a deficit of an estimated £37 million. The numbers
are well below what is safe for policing, and crime is on
the increase. It would be remiss of me, as a female MP
from Northern Ireland, not to raise the increased attacks
on females in Northern Ireland: 42 have been killed in
the last eight years, making Northern Ireland the most
lethal place in Europe for women.

Drugs, criminality, terrorism and changing crime
patterns—especially the rise of cyber-crime—place
additional demands on police resources. The recent
PSNI-led investigation into Alexander McCartney’s online
crimes, which tragically involved hundreds of victims
globally, illustrates the massive resources that complex
cyber cases require. Traditional crimes are no longer a
measure.

Years of tight budgets have left officers facing even
greater workloads, but pay has effectively fallen by
25% over the past decade. Low pay and increasing job

pressure are driving officers to leave soon after completing
training—a costly waste of resources. We have the highest
number of officers leaving after their two-year probation.
Retention is a major concern in Northern Ireland, but
the exodus is not all about money; officers feel demoralised
by slow, punitive disciplinary systems and worry about
being targeted unfairly. The situation is driving up
sickness rates and early retirements due to mental health
issues, further straining resources. The PSNI is now
grappling with record levels of sick leave and rising
medical retirements, with nearly 800 officers off sick on
a given day.

There is also the issue of mission creep. As other
public services have faced cuts, the police are increasingly
called on to fill the gaps, especially with mental health
and social care. Officers in Northern Ireland, and across
the UK, spend a significant portion of their time in
A&E, and the demand from children’s homes is high
with calls about children who miss curfew—a task that
stretches resources and takes time away from core duties.

What am I getting at? Policing budgets must reflect
the wide array of duties that are now attached to
policing in Northern Ireland. While there are those in
this place—although they are not present today—whose
party bemoans the Chief Constable’s ask of the Prime
Minister for urgent moneys, I want to say that my hon.
Friends and I support him 100%. He does so knowing
the crisis point we are at, and because he presides
over the crisis. Therefore, I support his asks and trust
that the Minister is advocating for such with the Treasury.

There are specific challenges that the Police Service of
Northern Ireland faces that differ from those in England
and Wales. Unlike police forces in other parts of the
UK, the PSNI does not receive funding through a local
precept, although we acknowledge that it gets a top-up
to help address terrorism threats. Also, unlike its
counterparts in England, the PSNI lacks easy access to
mutual support from neighbouring forces. When English
forces need extra help, they can call on neighbouring
teams, which is a very cost-effective and efficient solution.
For the PSNI, mutual aid requires extensive planning,
which limits flexibility in emergencies, so headcount
must reflect that.

Another urgent issue for the PSNI is the compensation
bill related to the recent data breach and fines from the
Information Commissioner’s Office, which again will
deeply impact already stretched budgets. It was bitterly
disappointing, but not surprising, that policing in Northern
Ireland did not feature in last week’s Budget. UK
policing—we accept that this is right across the UK—faces
a funding shortfall so deep that it is not just about
money and funding now; it is about a thoughtful,
strategic funding package. We need to rethink how to
resource the police so that they can meet the needs,
retain their officers and focus on core responsibilities.

4.53 pm

Jim Allister (North Antrim) (TUV): There is no
doubt that policing is in pretty dire straits in Northern
Ireland, but it would be a mistake simply to say that it is
all the fault of Westminster. Policing has been devolved
in Northern Ireland since 2010, and comparing the
policing situation today with 2010, it is woefully below
the level it was then, in terms of police on the beat and
the provision of basic services. We lament the lack of
funding, but we must face the fact that the Northern
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Ireland Executive have not prioritised police funding.
As we have heard, when policing was devolved, the
budget was £903 million. However, 12 years later it was
£892 million—a massive real-terms reduction. That is
because the priorities of the Northern Ireland Executive
were not issues of policing but other things.

I think it is fair and important to recognise that the
failings are not all on this side of the United Kingdom.
Yes, there is a deficiency in funding. Yes, it is appalling
that in the recent Budget allocation, there was nothing
of the £142 million required for the data breach that the
PSNI now has to face, and nothing for other special
needs in that regard. But we need to keep the perspective
right. There is a responsibility on the Northern Ireland
Executive to put their priorities in order, and policing
should be a priority.

I have a large, essentially rural constituency. In the
towns of Ballymoney and Ballycastle and all the villages
around it, on any given night we are lucky if there is one
patrol car. We are lucky if, on any given day, there are
two or perhaps three community officers, covering a
vast area. There is a huge deficiency and need in that regard.
Let me say this to the Government. They found for the
Northern Ireland Office extra money that essentially—in
large measure—will be going to the Finucane inquiry.
Once again, we are going to pour tens of millions of
pounds into an insatiable inquiry for a family which has
never been capable of being satisfied and which previously
rejected the very inquiry that it is now getting. It would
be a far more prudent and appropriate use of funding
to put the money where it is needed—and where it is
needed is in the coffers of the PSNI.

When we had the Patten report way back in 1999,
there was great hype, and hope and expectation that
policing was going to be wonderfully transformed. I
think most people in Northern Ireland today would
gladly go back to the real, effective policing of the
RUC, rather than having the depleted policing of the
PSNI. We were promised a 7,500 complement of police
officers; we are 1,200 and more below that today. Patten
has not been a success. It has not been delivered as
promised, and policing in Northern Ireland has effectively
gone from bad to worse. We now have a situation in
which a hapless Chief Constable has to, almost cap in
hand, come to the Prime Minister and say, “Can you
help us?” For that, of course, he is criticised by the local
Minister who has failed the police in getting the funding
that is needed—namely, the Justice Minister.

I am anxious to promote in this House the genuine
needs of policing within the context of recognising that
there also has to be responsibility with the Northern
Ireland Executive. Perhaps the priorities of the Northern
Ireland Executive are not uninfluenced by the fact that
we have the bizarre situation in which the PSNI is
accountable to a Northern Ireland Policing Board upon
which sits a convicted terrorist from an organisation
that murdered and butchered policemen for years. That
convicted terrorist of course is Gerry Kelly, who came
to this city and bombed the Old Bailey. He sits in
lordship and control over the PSNI. That is not a
healthy situation, and it is not a healthy control situation
in terms of the PSNI, so when Patten and Westminster
produced that, they did not do policing any favours.

It is important, now, to get adequate funding into
policing and to ensure, if and when adequate funding is
supplied, that the Stormont Executive spend it. We have
had so many occasions when, under the Barnett
consequentials, money has been given, for example for
childcare and other things, and spent on something else.
There needs to be the proper spend of the money for the
purposes for which it is given.

4.59 pm

Robin Swann (South Antrim) (UUP): It is a pleasure
to serve under your chairmanship, Sir Roger. I congratulate
my colleague the hon. Member for North Down (Alex
Easton) on bringing forward this debate. It is interesting
to note that its title on the Order Paper is “Funding for
policing”. It is disappointing, I am sure, for the sponsor
to see the lack of Members from Government, official
Opposition or other parties who have come to Westminster
Hall today to debate the funding of policing across the
United Kingdom. This was not going to be a debate
that focused solely on the PSNI, although that is where
it has gone because of the Northern Ireland influence
here. That is testament to Northern Ireland’s MPs, in
regard to how we value the service and the dedication of
our police service across the United Kingdom. In the
interests of this debate—I note that it is the Under-Secretary
of State for Northern Ireland, the hon. Member for
Putney (Fleur Anderson), who will respond on the
funding for policing—I, like others, will focus my
contributions on the PSNI.

As other speakers have pointed out, the 6,300 officers
that we currently have represent an unsustainable level.
As the hon. and learned Member for North Antrim
(Jim Allister) said, in Patten that was envisioned to be
7,500, and our current Chief Constable has said that he
would expect to have a force of 8,500 to do the job that
he wants to do, given the size of our population and the
level of need in Northern Ireland. We are currently
asking our police service and our Chief Constable to do
more with less; when it comes to the security and
reassurance of the people of Northern Ireland, that is a
recipe for disaster.

The hon. Member for Upper Bann (Carla Lockhart)
has indicated that position, with women on our local
media this morning saying that they now feel unsafe
walking the streets of Northern Ireland. In this day and
age in any part of this United Kingdom, it is a shame
and a disgrace that we are now in a situation where
women feel unsafe walking the streets. This should be a
first-world country, with a first-world police service
looking after the people, who deserve and expect that.
By the end of this year, it is expected that our police
numbers will have fallen to 6,000 in Northern Ireland—as
the hon. Member for North Down has indicated, that
leaves about 4,500 who will actually be deployed—and
the purpose of this debate is to look at what more can
be done to address the further challenges that our Chief
Constable and the Northern Ireland Policing Board
face in delivering their service.

As has been referenced here—although I do not
think this is widely understood—policing in Northern
Ireland got to the critical point at which our Chief
Constable took it upon himself to write to the Prime
Minister to seek direct intervention, over the heads of
the Justice Minister, the Policing Board and the Northern
Ireland Assembly. Such was the situation he felt so
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desperate about—protecting not just the backs of his
own officers, but the people of Northern Ireland—that
he felt that that was the direction he needed to take.
How was he rewarded? With a letter of chastisement
from the permanent secretary of the Department of
Justice in Northern Ireland; our Chief Constable was so
dedicated to service and delivery, but he received that
level of put-down—and it was not corrected or even
challenged by the Justice Minister, who should have
stepped in to support the Chief Constable, the police
and the Policing Board.

The challenges of the PSNI have been mentioned.
Certain parts have not been perfect, including the data
breach compensation claim and the additional pressures
from the holiday pay claim, but it is concerning that
yesterday in the Northern Ireland Assembly—on the
back of the Budget announced in this place—the Finance
Minister said that His Majesty’s Treasury is insisting
that those payments come out of the Stormont budget.

It has been said that we have a challenged and declining
policing budget while health funding has increased by
60% to 80% over the last 13 years. That is an unfair
comparison. Any financial expert from the Northern
Ireland Fiscal Council will say that health needs 6% year
on year simply to stand still; I think that is a recognised
statistic, so it is not fair to compare what health has
received with what policing has not. As the hon. Member
for North Down indicated, justice has received additional
moneys, and—given the way that the structures in Northern
Ireland work—it should be up to the Justice Minister
how that works out.

I pay tribute to our police personnel in Northern
Ireland for the continued work they do in challenging
situations, day after day, night after night, and in the
face of a lot of criticism. I recognise the comments from
the hon. Member for Middlesbrough South and East
Cleveland (Luke Myer) about going back to having a
named, constituency, locally-recognised police officer.
The majority of police officers want to be in that
situation and we need to think about how we can
support them in doing so. I also pay tribute to the
Police Federation for Northern Ireland—particularly
Liam Kelly—and how it has represented its officers and
fought for them at every opportunity; I hope that the
rest of this House does likewise.

Sir Roger Gale (in the Chair): Order. Mr Shannon, I
appreciate that you have been detained elsewhere with
other business in the House but we are playing “beat the
clock”, so I will not be able to call you. Ordinarily,
because you arrived so late, I would not be able to allow
you to intervene, but under these circumstances, if you
choose to intervene on one of the Front-Bench spokesmen,
I will allow you to do so.

5.5 pm

Clive Jones (Wokingham) (LD): It is a pleasure to
serve under your chairmanship, Sir Roger. I congratulate
the hon. Member for North Down (Alex Easton) on
securing this debate. Everyone deserves to feel safe in
their own home, walking down their own streets, on
public transport and in their town centres, but for far too
many people in the UK today, that is simply not reality.

The previous Conservative Government failed to keep
our community safe from crime; their unnecessary cuts
left our police forces overstretched, under-resourced

and unable to focus on the crimes that affect our
communities the most. Every day, 6,000 cases are closed
by the police across England and Wales without a
suspect ever having been identified. Meanwhile, just
6% of crimes reported to the police result in a suspect
being charged, and three in four burglaries and car
thefts go unsolved. From 2015, the Conservative
Government slashed the number of police community
support officers by more than 4,500.

My constituency of Wokingham is served by Thames
Valley police force—the largest non-Metropolitan force
in England and Wales—which does incredible work and
is led selflessly by officers and civilian staff.

Jim Shannon (Strangford) (DUP): Thank you, Sir Roger,
for giving me the chance to intervene; I appreciate it
very much. I wanted to come along and support my
friend, the hon. Member for North Down (Alex Easton),
because the same police force, chief superintendents,
constables, sergeants and police cars that service his area
also service mine. The clear issues for us are antisocial
behaviour, under-age drug use, vandalism, petty crime
and paramilitaries. Does the hon. Member for Wokingham
(Clive Jones) agree that community officers’ knowledge
of their local areas is so important in order to ensure
that the communities can gather behind them and that
forces can thereby address local crime?

Clive Jones: I absolutely agree that local police officers
and PCSOs are invaluable. If they have a connection
with the local community, they do a very good job.

Thames Valley police protect 2.5 million people and
cover 196 miles of motorway, and I am proud of the
manner in which they serve our community. It is, however,
a disgrace that their hard work is severely let down by
the previous Government’s reckless mismanagement of
police forces. In the Thames Valley, we have only 198 police
officers per 100,000 people. That is below the national
average of 245. Only 88.1% of police officers in our area
are in frontline roles, which is below the national average
of 90.3%, and we only have seven special constables per
100,000 people, which is also below the national average
of 10 per 100,000; that is a complete failure. Thames
Valley police force needs more resources.

The Conservative party’s dereliction of duty is evident
in the consequences of the previous Government’s under-
investment. Between October 2021 and September 2024,
retail crime surged by 35.4%, from 10,306 cases to a
massive 18,208 cases. Robberies have also surged, with a
shocking 143% increase in robbery from businesses. In
fact, within the Bracknell and Wokingham area, robbery
from business property has risen by the higher figure of
147.4%. Whether at the national level or the local level,
our communities have been failed.

I recognise that the Government have inherited a
mess, but they must urgently restore the proper community
policing that people deserve. We must get more police
officers out on to the street, and that should be funded
by scrapping the wasteful, expensive police and crime
commissioner experiment, and investing the savings in
frontline policing instead. We also need to address the
dramatic cut in the number of PCSOs, and free up
existing officers’ time so they can focus on local policing.
That is why the Liberal Democrats are calling for a new
national online crime agency to take over the policing
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of crimes like online fraud and abuse, leaving local
forces more time to tackle burglaries and other
neighbourhood crimes.

For years, the previous Conservative Government
failed to keep our communities safe from crime, but the
new Government have said that they will act, so I ask
the Minister how and when the new Government will
deliver their manifesto promise of recruiting more
neighbourhood officers. The details should be brought
forward urgently.

5.12 pm

Paul Holmes (Hamble Valley) (Con): It is a pleasure
to serve under your chairmanship, Sir Roger.

I congratulate the hon. Member for North Down
(Alex Easton) on securing this debate. I believe it is his
first Westminster Hall debate—I hope the first of many.
I know that policing in Northern Ireland is a matter on
which he has long campaigned hard and I enjoyed
hearing the historical facts in his opening speech. I am
also grateful to other hon. Members for their contributions
this afternoon; several were similar, but they were all
passionate.

Clearly, it is for the operationally independent Police
Service of Northern Ireland to make decisions about
day-to-day policing in Northern Ireland, and it is for
the Northern Ireland Executive—who I am proud the
Conservative Government helped to restore earlier this
year—to decide how to allocate resources. Their being
independent of this place, however, does not mean that
we cannot harbour or express views about processes or
individual decisions, or recognise the challenges of policing
in Northern Ireland.

We note the commitment in the Budget last week of
£8 million for the Executive’s programme on paramilitarism
and organised crime, which builds on the funding put in
place by the Conservative Government to tackle that
issue and strengthen community resilience in Northern
Ireland. The Conservative Government also made
additional contributions to the PSNI through additional
security funding, including £31.2 million for the financial
year 2023-24.

The new Government had an explicit commitment in
their manifesto to help improve public services in Northern
Ireland. However, I am worried by the comments from
Jon Boutcher, Chief Constable of the PSNI, who has
said that the programme for government does not reflect
the pressures that the PSNI is under, with policing
numbers at an all-time low and further resources needed.
I would be grateful to the Minister if she would confirm
to the House what further discussions she intends to
have over the coming weeks and months with her
counterparts in Northern Ireland about policing needs.
What steps will the Government take to support the
Executive and PSNI to increase police numbers to the
level envisaged in the New Decade, New Approach
agreement, and to hit key milestones on the way there,
as this seems to be a common theme in speeches in this
House?

According to the PSNI, all policing districts experienced
a lower level of crime in the past 12 months. There were
also fewer shootings, bombings and paramilitary-style
attacks during the same period. However, just one of
those appalling incidents is too many, and I also join the

hon. Member for North Down in paying tribute to the
work of PSNI and all staff and police officers in Northern
Ireland, and our security services, for the daily job they do.

It is important that the new Government act in a way
that supports the Northern Ireland Executive and law
enforcement to help lock in a positive trajectory and
address areas where progress is more challenging. There
can be no return to the violence of the past and, as I say,
I commend the invaluable work of the PSNI, which faces
security threats every day and does an amazing job.

Northern Ireland has a tremendous peace dividend
of its own with the progress that has come off the back
of the Belfast/Good Friday agreement. With confusing
messaging and short-term measures, this issue is not off
to a great start for the Government. Whether it is the
city deals that were paused and started again through a
U-turn or the police funding levels, the Government
must work with the Executive on an equal footing. I
fear, judging by the announcements since this Government
have taken over, that the Executive and Ministers within
that Executive are not having solid and constructive
messaging from this Government, with U-turns and
various policies changed at the last minute. I hope the
Minister will reassure the House that in future there will
be a much more constructive relationship with the
Executive when it comes to the direct funding of various
Northern Ireland matters and governance.

As I said, the manner in which the Government have
handled issues in relation to Northern Ireland so far has
been rather abrupt. That needs to change, and it must
become more stable and consultative. We all want to see
a safer, more prosperous Northern Ireland, with community
cohesion moving only in the right direction and young
people looking to a better future—everybody in this
House absolutely wants that to happen; but we must see
commitments made at the last general election delivered
for the people of Northern Ireland, and see policing put
at the forefront. That is not just by the UK Government
but, as the hon. Gentleman and other hon. Members
have said, a stronger approach taken by the Executive
itself. That time has come, and it is time that the
drawbacks and funding issues that have been outlined
are sorted out, so that we can increase police numbers,
ensure that crime continues to come down and ensure
that policing is at the heart of all communities, as the
hon. Member for Middlesbrough South and East Cleveland
(Luke Myer) said. He cleverly outlined policing issues
in his constituency, which he is absolutely right to do in
this one United Kingdom. The issues in his constituency
are the same as the issues we heard in constituencies in
Northern Ireland, and I pay tribute to him for turning
up to this debate. Like him, I thought that it was a
debate on policing throughout the United Kingdom. It
should have been, but it is just that today we are
addressing predominantly Northern Ireland issues with
PSNI.

The Conservative party will always back Northern
Ireland—it has an integral place in our Union—and the
aspirations and hopes of its people. I know the Minister
shares that commitment, and I look forward to hearing
her answer some of the questions by hon. Members
from all around the Chamber, particularly when it
comes to funding for PSNI going forward, so that it can
make the decisions it knows it needs to make to ensure
that policy is at the forefront of domestic politics in
Northern Ireland and crime continues to come down.
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5.18 pm

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Northern
Ireland (Fleur Anderson): It is a great pleasure to respond
to this debate and serve under your chairship, Sir Roger.
I congratulate the hon. Member for North Down
(Alex Easton) on securing this Westminster Hall debate—
hopefully the first of many—on such an important and
timely topic. I welcome comments made by my hon.
Friend the Member for Middlesbrough South and East
Cleveland (Luke Myer), the hon. and learned Member
for North Antrim (Jim Allister), the shadow Minister
the hon. Member for Hamble Valley (Paul Holmes),
and the hon. Members for Upper Bann (Carla Lockhart),
for South Antrim (Robin Swann) and for Wokingham
(Clive Jones).

It is important to be talking about safety—safety on
our streets and in our homes, workplaces and schools.
Wherever we are, everyone deserves to feel safe, and
that is vital. Equality of safety goes alongside all the
other equalities that we want to see. This Government
are supporting frontline policing levels across the country,
putting us on track to start to deliver on the pledge to
boost visible neighbourhood policing. It is a key mission
of this Labour Government to take back our streets
and have safer streets. That is also a key mission in the
Northern Ireland Executive’s draft programme for
government, and we can agree on that whatever party
we represent.

I pay tribute to the brave men and women who
serve in the PSNI and work tirelessly to keep the people
of Northern Ireland safe. The commitment and bravery
of the PSNI is shown every day; however, two examples
vividly demonstrate its commitment and dedication.
The terrible attack on Detective Chief Inspector
John Caldwell last year reminded us that there is still a
small minority in Northern Ireland who wish to cause
harm to those who serve. More recently, officers sustained
serious injuries while ensuring the safety of others
during the violent disorder this summer.

In early August, the Secretary of State for Northern
Ireland and I met with PSNI and Northern Ireland Fire
& Rescue Service members in Belfast during that week
of protest to offer our thanks in person. We heard many
stories of bravery. The Prime Minister also met injured
PSNI officers. It was clear to us all that the response of
PSNI to the disorder was a testament to their dedication
and ability to deliver safety and security in Northern
Ireland. We owe all those who serve in the PSNI our
gratitude. The Government will continue to work alongside
the Northern Ireland Executive to support the PSNI. In
response to the shadow Minister’s question, we will
continue to have conversations with the Chief Constable
and other members of the PSNI as a matter of course.

In recognition of the unique security situation in
Northern Ireland, the UK Government make additional
contributions to the PSNI through additional security
funding, as has been mentioned. As we announced in
the spending review last week, we have increased that
funding for the PSNI for the financial year 2025-26. It
will be provided with £37.8 million in additional security
funding. It was previously provided with £32 million a
year, and that amount had been in place since 2015-16.
The increased funding that this Government have provided
will give the PSNI the resources it needs to tackle the

threat posed by Northern Ireland-related terrorism in
Northern Ireland and allow it to continue to keep
people safe.

The Government recognise the difficult financial position
that the PSNI faces. However, policing is largely a
devolved matter in Northern Ireland, and the PSNI’s
main budget is allocated by the Northern Ireland
Department of Justice.

Jim Shannon: The hon. Member for North Down
(Alex Easton) and I had a particularly difficult time
about a year and a half ago. There were special
circumstances—paramilitaries were feuding—so funding
for our area had to be above and beyond. The police
service was able to give officers more overtime, but it
was only able to do so because it had the resources.
Without the extra resources and extra money that was
provided due to the special circumstances, the police
would be unable to police.

Fleur Anderson: The need for more funding is understood,
which is why I was glad that more money was delivered
to Northern Ireland in last week’s Budget. It was good
news for Northern Ireland. The Budget delivered a
record £18.2 billion for the Northern Ireland Executive
for 2025-26—the largest settlement in real terms in the
history of devolution. That includes a £1.5 billion top-up
through Barnett consequentials for 2025-26: £1.2 billion
for day-to-day spending and £270 million for capital
investment. What will be done with that money? It is for
the Executive to set a budget for all Northern Ireland
Departments and for the Department of Justice to
allocate funding to the PSNI. How that funding is used
is an operational matter for the PSNI and the Chief
Constable.

The PSNI estate—police stations—was raised by the
hon. Member for North Down. The allocation of that
money and questions of whether police stations are
open or not are entirely operational matters for the
Chief Constable, who is accountable to the Northern
Ireland Policing Board.

Paramilitarism has been mentioned. The effort to
tackle paramilitarism is led by the Northern Ireland
Executive’s “Tackling Paramilitary Activity, Criminality
and Organised Crime”programme, which was established
after the “Fresh Start” agreement. The programme is
working to tackle the presence of paramilitaries through
evidence-based early interventions, targeted law enforcement
measures and initiatives that provide direct support to
help build safer communities who are resilient to
paramilitarism. The UK Government provide 50% of
the funding—£8 million a year—for the cross-Executive
programme for tackling paramilitary activity and organised
crime. As was announced in the spending review, that
has been secured through to March 2026.

One strand of this work is the Paramilitary Crime
Task Force, the PCTF, which is a multi-agency taskforce
including officers from the PSNI, the National Crime
Agency and His Majesty’s Revenue and Customs. Over
the period from April 2023 to March 2024, the PCTF
made 107 disruptions and 83 arrests, charged and reported
115 people and conducted 175 searches. The PCTF
seized drugs with a street value of more than £1.3 million
and illicit tobacco with a street value of more than
£2.8 million, along with 41 firearms and weapons, of
which eight were explosive devices.
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[Fleur Anderson]

The Executive programme for tackling paramilitary
activity and organised crime has provided PSNI with
£5.6 million in 2023-24, and the same for 2024-25. PSNI
police numbers have been raised several times—rightly
so. A well-staffed and resourced PSNI is vital to the
success and stability of Northern Ireland. I am aware
that the PSNI restarted recruitment earlier this year,
and that the Chief Constable has been speaking to the
Department of Justice to discuss funding to allow that
to continue. Recruitment and retention are absolutely
vital to delivering effective policing. Policing in Northern
Ireland, apart from national security, is a devolved
matter, and police numbers are a matter for the Department
of Justice and the Chief Constable. As of 1 October
2024, PSNI has 6,303 full-time officers. I am aware that
the Chief Constable aims to lift officer numbers to
7,000 within three years. That will be challenging, but I
understand that he is speaking to the Department of
Justice about it and we will continue to support him.

The hon. Member for North Down will be aware of
the Executive’s draft programme for government, which
was published in September. I note the programme’s
recognition that PSNI officer numbers are low, and
welcome the Executive’s commitment to grow police
officer numbers to 7,500 in line with New Decade, New
Approach. As I have said, last week’s Budget delivered
the largest settlement in real terms in the history of
devolution, including that £1.5 billion top-up through
the Barnett consequentials. The money is not ringfenced,
and the Northern Ireland Department of Finance will
work with Executive Departments to allocate it based
on budget pressures.

I welcome the fact that the data breach was raised by
the right hon. Member for Belfast East (Gavin Robinson).
In response to the August 2023 PSNI data breach, the
PSNI worked closely with the Department of Justice in
Northern Ireland to fully understand the cost implications
of its response to the very serious incident. The UK
Government granted an initial, non-repayable reserve
claim of £15 million after the data breach. That was
communicated to the Department of Finance and intended
to assist in addressing the challenges to the PSNI budget
caused by the data breach. In February 2024, however,
the Department of Finance confirmed that the funding
was not required and PSNI costs could be absorbed
within the NI budget. No additional funding was required

from the UK Government, but we continue to work
together in ways like that to ensure that policing can
continue.

Gavin Robinson: Would the Minister accept that that
was in relation to the likely fine from the Information
Commissioner’s Office? The fine was greatly reduced,
but there is no cover or resource allocation for the level
of compensation that will be due to the thousands of
officers that were involved. That figure is at £240 million.

Fleur Anderson: I thank the right hon. Gentleman for
raising that ongoing issue, but I will need to conclude
now. I agree with the hon. Member for Upper Bann
(Carla Lockhart) that ending violence against women
and girls must be a priority in policing. Altogether, it
has been demonstrated that the positive steps Northern
Ireland has taken to become a more peaceful and
prosperous place are ongoing, and reflect the commitment
of communities from across Northern Ireland to build
a safer place to live and work. The work of the PSNI,
alongside other security partners, is a crucial component
in the delivery of a safer Northern Ireland. I am delighted
that the Government have been able to increase the
additional security funding provided to PSNI to allow
it to continue to do that.

5.29 pm

Alex Easton: I want to thank all hon. Members,
including the shadow Minister and the Minister, for
being very supportive today and outlining the different
issues across the country where there is a lack of policing.
I hope that the Members from Northern Ireland have
highlighted the serious issues we have. We are more
than 1,000 police officers down, and the number of
officers is not growing. This debate will hopefully put
pressure on the Northern Ireland Executive, the Department
of Justice and the Minister of Justice to come up
trumps and deliver more policing for our overstretched
PSNI, which we love and support. They deserve this
recognition of our strength behind them.

Question put and agreed to.

Resolved,

That this House has considered funding for policing.

5.30 pm

Sitting adjourned.
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Written Statements

Tuesday 5 November 2024

BUSINESS AND TRADE

Post Office

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Business
and Trade (Gareth Thomas): The Horizon scandal represents
one of the biggest miscarriages of justice of our time.
The Government’s priority is to get redress to those
affected as quickly as possible and are doing all they
can to increase the pace of redress across all schemes.
We continue to review each scheme to explore ways to
speed up redress. To ensure postmasters are receiving
redress as quickly as possible, we are making up-front
fixed offers and providing interim and partial payments
wherever possible. As of 31 October 2024, approximately
£438 million has been paid to over 3,100 claimants
across four schemes. The total amount of redress paid
out has increased by over 85% since the end of June.
There is still a lot more to do.

While we continue to address the past, now is also the
time to consider the future of the Post Office. Exploring
ways to strengthen the Post Office network is a manifesto
commitment for the Government and a priority for the
Department for Business and Trade. The UK-wide Post
Office branch network is an essential part of the UK’s
economic infrastructure, supporting high streets, businesses,
and contributing directly to the Government’s mission
to kick-start economic growth.

The company has undoubtedly had a challenging
period and it is clear the Post Office is at a critical
juncture. While Post Office continues its work to make
the company more efficient, it is also important that
Government have a clear vision for the future direction
of the Post Office to make sure that this public asset
delivers what is important to the British public. Given
the complexity and scale of some of the challenges
being faced by the Post Office, the Department has
appointed external consultants to support this work.

The Government will be carefully considering what
customers, communities and postmasters would like to
see from a modern Post Office network. Given the Post
Office is a public asset, it is essential the public have
their say on the future direction. As such, the Government
plan to publish a Green Paper to seek the public’s views
on a range of different proposals in the first half of 2025.

[HCWS184]

TREASURY

Single Trade Window

The Exchequer Secretary to the Treasury (James Murray):
The Government are considering their future plans for
the border and how best to meet the needs of their
users. In the context of financial challenges, the Government
are pausing delivery of the UK single trade window in
2025-26.

As part of their efforts to support businesses trading
across the UK border, the Government will consider
the role of the single trade window and will provide an
update as part of the next phase of the spending review,
reporting in late spring 2025.

[HCWS188]

CULTURE, MEDIA AND SPORT

Local Digital Television Programme Services
(Amendment) Order 2024

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Culture,
Media and Sport (Stephanie Peacock): The Government
have today laid in draft the Local Digital Television
Programme Services (Amendment) Order 2024. This
statutory instrument will give Ofcom new powers to
renew the licences for the local TV multiplex and the
34 local TV services until 2034. The current licences are
due to expire in November 2025.

A previous version of this statutory instrument was
laid in draft on 7 May 2024. However it was subsequently
withdrawn as delays caused by the general election
meant that it was no longer possible to take forward the
renewal process provided for by the order. The updated
draft includes additional powers for Ofcom to extend
the licences for a period of 12 months, subject to the
consent of the licence holder, before renewing them.
This will ensure Ofcom has sufficient time to conduct
the renewal process before the licences would otherwise
expire.

This Government are committed to supporting a
thriving local media, and in particular the role it plays
in providing trusted and accurate news at a local level.
However, we are aware of the challenges it faces in the
context of a rapidly changing industry landscape. We
want local media, including local TV, to survive and
thrive long into the future. That is why we are taking
steps to ensure the continuity of local TV services until
at least 2034 so that audiences, and the sector more
widely, can continue to benefit from the valuable local
news and content that they provide.

[HCWS186]

HEALTH AND SOCIAL CARE

RAAC in the NHS Estate

The Minister for Secondary Care (Karin Smyth): Today
I wish to update the House on the presence of reinforced
autoclaved aerated concrete (RAAC) in the NHS estate.
RAAC is a type of concrete that is prone to collapse
and needs replacing.

As the Chancellor announced on 30 October, over
£1 billion will be invested to tackle dangerous reinforced
autoclaved aerated concrete (RAAC) and make inroads
into the existing backlog of critical maintenance, repairs,
and upgrades across the NHS estate. This Budget will
begin delivering on our promise of change for the NHS.
It will take time, but we are beginning to rebuild the
health service to make it fit for the future.
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We are committed to removing RAAC from the NHS
estate as a priority. The NHS has been surveying hospital
sites to identify the presence of RAAC since 2019. As of
3 October 2024, there are 47 hospital sites in England
with confirmed RAAC, a reduction of seven since
February of this year. To date, RAAC has been completely
eradicated at 13 hospital sites and further sites will have
eradicated RAAC this financial year. The published list
of sites on gov.uk has been updated accordingly and
can be found here:
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/
reinforced-autoclaved-aerated-concrete-raac-in-
hospitals-management-information
The full list of sites with RAAC as well as eradications
can also be found in the table below.

Once the presence of RAAC is confirmed at a hospital
site, the trust joins NHS England’s national RAAC
programme. This programme has delivered mitigation,
safety, and eradication works across all hospital sites
with confirmed RAAC to keep facilities safe and open
and is working to remove RAAC fully from the NHS
estate.

The Chancellor reiterated in her autumn Budget
statement that the seven identified hospitals in England
constructed wholly or primarily from RAAC in the new
hospital programme will proceed at pace, due to substantive
safety risks associated with these. These schemes were
out of scope of the recent NHP review and have continued
to their existing delivery timeframes.

These seven hospitals continue to receive funding and
support to ensure patient and staff safety from NHS
England’s national RAAC programme ahead of the
delivery of replacement hospitals. Keeping capacity
open but being scrupulous about RAAC monitoring
and mitigation until the RAAC can be removed is fully
in line with the current evidence and recommendations
of the Institution of Structural Engineers.

Current list of hospital sites with RAAC and eradications in England as
of 3 October 2024

Trust Site notes RAAC status

Doncaster and Bassetlaw
Teaching Hospitals NHS
Foundation Trust

Bassetlaw
District General
Hospital

RAAC
eradicated

London Ambulance
Service NHS Trust

Oval Depot RAAC
eradicated

Midlands Partnership NHS
Foundation Trust

Haywood
Hospital

RAAC
eradicated

Medway NHS Foundation
Trust

Medway
Maritime
Hospital

RAAC
eradicated

Lewisham and Greenwich
NHS Trust

University
Hospital
Lewisham

RAAC
eradicated

Norfolk Community
Health and Care NHS
Trust

Norwich
Community
Hospital

RAAC
eradicated

Barnsley Hospital NHS
Foundation Trust

Barnsley
Hospital

RAAC
eradicated

Barnet, Enfield and
Haringey Mental Health
NHS Trust

Chase Farm
Hospital

RAAC
eradicated

Warrington And Halton
Teaching Hospitals NHS
Foundation Trust

Warrington
General
Hospital

RAAC
eradicated

Hull University Teaching
Hospital Trust

Castle Hill
Hospital

RAAC
eradicated

Current list of hospital sites with RAAC and eradications in England as
of 3 October 2024

Trust Site notes RAAC status

Blackpool Teaching
Hospitals NHS Foundation
Trust

Blackpool
Victoria
Hospital

RAAC
eradicated

Cambridgeshire
Community Services NHS
Trust

North
Cambridgeshire
Hospital—
Wisbech

RAAC
eradicated

Stockport NHS
Foundation Trust

Stepping Hill
Hospital

RAAC
eradicated

Airedale NHS Foundation
Trust

Airedale General
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme
and in the NHP

Countess of Chester
Hospital NHS Foundation
Trust

Countess of
Chester Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Frimley Health NHS
Foundation Trust

Frimley Park
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme
and in the NHP

James Paget University
Hospitals NHS Foundation
Trust

James Paget
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme
and in the NHP

Liverpool University
Hospitals NHS Foundation
Trust

University
Hospital Aintree

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Mid and South Essex
Hospitals NHS Foundation
Trust

Broomfield
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Mid Cheshire Hospitals
NHS Foundation Trust

Leighton
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme
and in the NHP

Queen Elizabeth Hospital
King’s Lynn NHS
Foundation Trust

The Queen
Elizabeth
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme
and in the NHP

West Suffolk NHS
Foundation Trust

West Suffolk
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme
and in the NHP

North West Anglia NHS
Foundation Trust—
Hinchingbrooke

Hinchingbrooke
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme
and in the NHP

North West Anglia NHS
Foundation Trust—
Stamford

Stamford and
Rutland
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Manchester University
NHS Foundation Trust—
NorthManGH

North
Manchester
General

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Manchester University
NHS Foundation Trust—
Wythenshawe

Wythenshawe
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme
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Current list of hospital sites with RAAC and eradications in England as
of 3 October 2024

Trust Site notes RAAC status

York and Scarborough
Teaching Hospitals NHS
Foundation Trust

Scarborough
General
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Harrogate and District
NHS Foundation Trust

Harrogate
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

University Hospital
Southampton NHS
Foundation Trust

Southampton
General
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Northern Care Alliance—
Salford Royal Hospital

Salford Royal
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Northern Care Alliance—
The Royal Oldham
Hospital

The Royal
Oldham
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

East Lancashire Hospitals
(Blackburn)

Royal Blackburn
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Worcestershire Acute
Hospitals NHS Trust

Kidderminster
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Oxford University
Hospitals NHS Foundation
Trust

Churchill
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Solent NHS Trust St. Mary’s
Community
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

University Hospitals
Sussex NHS Foundation
Trust—St Richard’s

St Richard’s
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

University Hospitals
Sussex NHS Foundation
Trust

Worthing
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

North Tees and Hartlepool
NHS Foundation Trust

University
Hospital of
North Tees

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

South Tees Hospitals NHS
Foundation Trust

James Cook
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Northern Lincolnshire and
Goole NHS Foundation
Trust

Scunthorpe
General
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

The Shrewsbury and
Telford Hospital NHS
Trust

The Princess
Royal Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

The Dudley Group NHS
Foundation Trust—
Russell’s Hall

Russell’s Hall RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Royal Free London NHS
Foundation Trust

Royal Free
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Current list of hospital sites with RAAC and eradications in England as
of 3 October 2024

Trust Site notes RAAC status

Homerton University
Hospital NHS Foundation
Trust

Homerton
University
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Wirral University Teaching
Hospitals NHS Foundation
Trust

Clatterbridge
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Royal Devon University
Healthcare NHS
Foundation Trust

North Devon
District Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

University Hospitals
Plymouth NHS Trust

Derriford
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Royal Surrey County
Hospital NHS Foundation
Trust

Guildford
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

University Hospitals
Birmingham NHS
Foundation Trust

Queen Elizabeth
Hospital,
Edgbaston

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Royal Wolverhampton
NHS Trust

New Cross
Hospital,
Wolverhampton

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Sheffield Teaching
Hospitals NHS Foundation
Trust

Northern
General
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Kettering General Hospital
NHS Foundation Trust

Kettering
General
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Sandwell and West
Birmingham Hospitals
NHS Trust

Sandwell
General
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Sandwell and West
Birmingham Hospitals
NHS Trust

Rowley Regis
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Hampshire Hospitals NHS
Foundation Trust

Royal
Hampshire
County
Hospital,
Winchester

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Bolton NHS Foundation
Trust

Royal Bolton
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Royal United Hospitals
Bath NHS Foundation
Trust

Royal United
Hospital, Bath

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Wrightington, Wigan and
Leigh NHS Foundation
Trust

Leigh Infirmary RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

Queen Victoria Hospital
Foundation Trust

Queen Victoria
Hospital, East
Grinstead

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

University Hospitals
Bristol and Weston NHS
Foundation Trust

Bristol Eye
Hospital

RAAC
confirmed;
in national
programme

[HCWS190]
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HOME DEPARTMENT

Police Remuneration

The Secretary of State for the Home Department
(Yvette Cooper): I would like to provide clarification on
the written statement I made on 29 July 2024 (HCWS36).

I stated that London allowance for officers appointed
on or after 1 September 1994 will be increased by £1,250.
I would like to clarify that this should have stated that
the maximum rate of London allowance for officers
appointed on or after 1 September 1994 and not receiving
a replacement allowance will be increased by £1,250.

[HCWS187]

HOUSING, COMMUNITIES AND
LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Supported Housing Consultation

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Housing,
Communities and Local Government (Rushanara Ali):
Supported housing provides a home to over half a
million people who rely on support to live as independently
as possible or recover from a period of crisis. When it is
provided responsibly, it results in improved wellbeing,
health, and employment prospects for residents, and
can relieve pressure on services like the NHS and social care.

There are many excellent supported housing
providers in England providing high-quality support
and accommodation to their residents, but, sadly, there
continue to be cases of residents finding that they have
exploitative landlords. A minority of rogue landlords
are failing to give residents the support they need,
which is resulting in poor outcomes for residents and
poor value for money for the taxpayer. It is vital that the
quality of supported housing improves and delivers a
better experience for residents.

The Supported Housing (Regulatory Oversight) Act 2023
includes measures to drive out rogue providers and
drive up standards for vulnerable people living in supported
housing. It contains powers for the Government to set
new national supported housing standards for the support
provided to residents, enforced through a licensing regime.
It also allows for a link between licensing, the standards
and housing benefit, delivering better value for money
for the taxpayer. We are committed to delivering the

measures in the Act, and to improving the quality of
supported housing in England to ensure that residents
get the support that they deserve.

I am making this statement today to fulfil my duty
under the Act to update Parliament on the progress
made towards making licensing regulations. My officials
have been working with stakeholders to develop the
proposals in the forthcoming consultation on licensing,
which we will publish in the new year. We also remain
committed to establishing a supported housing advisory
panel.

We strongly encourage supported housing providers,
local authorities, regulators, provider organisations and,
crucially, residents to respond to the consultation, as it
is vital that we get these reforms right. I look forward to
working with the sector and residents on this important
issue.

[HCWS185]

PRIME MINISTER

NATO Parliamentary Assembly

The Prime Minister (Keir Starmer): The following
will represent the United Kingdom at the NATO
Parliamentary Assembly:

Derek Twigg MP (Leader)

Stuart Anderson MP

The right hon. the Lord Beamish

Kevin Bonavia MP

Nesil Caliskan MP

Juliet Campbell MP

The right hon. the Lord Dodds of Duncairn

Richard Foord MP

Lord Fox

The right hon. the Lord Lancaster of Kimbolton

Baroness Kingsmill

Emma Lewell-Buck MP

Gordon McKee MP

Yasmin Qureshi MP

Lucy Rigby MP

Tim Roca MP

The right hon. Sir Alec Shelbrooke MP

The right hon. the Lord Spellar

[HCWS189]
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Written Correction

Tuesday 5 November 2024

Ministerial Correction

EDUCATION

Higher Education Reform

The following extract is from the statement on Higher
Education Reform on 4 November 2024.

Bridget Phillipson: We will secure the future of higher
education so that students can benefit from a world-class
education for generations to come. That is why I am

announcing that, in line with the forecasts set out in the
Budget last week, from April 2025 we will be increasing
the maximum cap for tuition fees in line with inflation
to £9,535—an increase of £285 per academic year.

[Official Report, 4 November 2024; Vol. 756, c. 47.]

Written correction submitted by the Secretary of State
for Education, the right hon. Member for Houghton and
Sunderland South (Bridget Phillipson):

Bridget Phillipson: We will secure the future of higher
education so that students can benefit from a world-class
education for generations to come. That is why I am
announcing that, in line with the forecasts set out in the
Budget last week, from August 2025 we will be increasing
the maximum cap for tuition fees in line with inflation
to £9,535—an increase of £285 per academic year.
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