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Home Affairs 

See also the “Israel” section below for Commons and Lords Q&A about meetings 
between the Secretary of State for International Development, Priti Patel, and 
various Israeli politicians and organisations. 
 

House of Commons Written Answers 

Community Relations: Religion 
Andrew Gwynne (Labour) [107852] To ask the Secretary of State for Communities and 
Local Government, what grants his Department has made to which (a) Muslim, (b) 
Jewish, (c) Christian and (d) inter-faith organisations for the purposes of integration and 
community cohesion in each year since May 2015. 

Marcus Jones: The Department for Communities and Local Government 
provided funding totalling £9.7 million in 2015/16 and £11.2 million in 2016/17 to a 
range of organisations delivering projects and activity to help create more 
integrated communities. Within those totals, the following grants were provided to 
support organisations or activities with a significant faith element. 

Organisation 2015/16 (£000s) 2016/17 (£000s) 

Anne Frank Trust UK 63 84 

Board of Deputies of British Jews 25 10 

Faith Matters 182 504 

Fayre Share Foundation 125 175 

Holocaust Memorial Day Trust 980 980 

Inter Faith Network for the United Kingdom 220 305 

MITZVAH DAY 365 20 10 

The Church Urban Fund 1,500 1,960 

Ummah Help 333 400 

Wiener Library 300 0 

http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-
statements/written-question/Commons/2017-10-16/107852/  
 

Hate Crime 
Chris Ruane (Labour) [111085] To ask the Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
how many incidents have been recorded in each category of hate crime in each year for 
which data is available. 

Sarah Newton:  The  Home  Office  collects  information  on  the  number  of hate  
 

http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2017-10-16/107852/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2017-10-16/107852/
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crimes recorded by the police, by monitored strand. The latest statistics are 
published in the ‘Hate crime, England and Wales, 2016 to 2017’ statistical bulletin, 
available here: https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/hate-crime-england-and-
wales-2016-to-2017 
This Government is committed to tackling hate crime. The UK has a strong 
legislative framework to tackle hate crime. We are working across Government 
with police, (including National Community Tensions Team), the Crown 
Prosecution Service and community partners to send out a clear message that 
hate crime will not be tolerated and we will vigorously pursue and prosecute those 
who commit these crimes. 

http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-
statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-02/111085/  
 

Counter-terrorism 
Nicholas Soames (Conservative) [111151] To ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, what definition of British Values is used for the purposes of the Prevent 
Programme. 

Ben Wallace: The Prevent Strategy defines our fundamental values as including 
democracy, the rule of law, individual liberty and mutual respect and tolerance of 
different faiths and beliefs. It is important to articulate British Values as being core 
and fundamental to life in Britain. They are not uniquely British, but they are the 
things we value in Britain. 

http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-
statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-02/111151/  
 
 

House of Lords Written Answers 

Social Media: Bullying 
The Marquess of Lothian (Conservative) [HL2529] To ask Her Majesty's Government 
what actions they are taking, or are planning to take, to stop the rise in malicious 
communications via social media. 

Lord Ashton of Hyde: We are currently consulting on introducing a social media 
code of practice as part of the Internet Safety Strategy which was published on 11 
October. 
As laid out in the Digital Economy Act 2017, the code will seek to ensure that 
providers offer adequate online safety policies, introduce minimum standards and 
metrics and ensure regular review and monitoring. Government will continue to 
consult with stakeholders in the tech industry on the details of the code of practice 
before its introduction in 2018. 
More broadly, the Government published the Hate Crime Action Plan in July 2016 
to drive forward action to tackle hate crime. This action includes the recent 
announcement of the creation of a national online hate crime hub. 

http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-
statements/written-question/Lords/2017-10-25/HL2529/  
 

The Internet Safety Strategy and associated consultation referred to above can be read at 
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/internet-safety-strategy-green-paper  
 

The Hate Crime Action Plan referred to above can be read at 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/543679/Ac
tion_Against_Hate_-_UK_Government_s_Plan_to_Tackle_Hate_Crime_2016.pdf  
 

Children: Protection 
Lord  Warner  (Crossbench)  [HL2481]   To   ask   Her  Majesty's  Government  whether  
 

https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/hate-crime-england-and-wales-2016-to-2017
https://www.gov.uk/government/statistics/hate-crime-england-and-wales-2016-to-2017
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-02/111085/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-02/111085/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-02/111151/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-02/111151/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Lords/2017-10-25/HL2529/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Lords/2017-10-25/HL2529/
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/internet-safety-strategy-green-paper
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/543679/Action_Against_Hate_-_UK_Government_s_Plan_to_Tackle_Hate_Crime_2016.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/543679/Action_Against_Hate_-_UK_Government_s_Plan_to_Tackle_Hate_Crime_2016.pdf
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conduct by a parent preventing a child from attending an inspected state or independent 
school for religious or other reasons is a factor taken into account in determining whether 
a child is at risk; if so, what other criteria are applied to decisions in those circumstances; 
and what guidance they have issued to local authorities regarding this matter. 

Lord Agnew of Oulton: Wherever local councils have reasonable cause to 
suspect that a child is suffering, or likely to suffer, significant harm, they are under 
a duty to investigate. While a parent preventing a child from attending school for 
the reasons outlined is not in itself evidence of a child being at risk, local councils 
may assess whether, when linked to a number of other factors, it may contribute 
to a decision that the child is at risk. The statutory guidance, Working Together to 
Safeguard Children (2015) sets out the principles and parameters of a good 
assessment, which should take account of the impact and influence of family and 
environmental factors. 
Under the Children Act 1989, local councils have a responsibility to provide 
services for the purposes of safeguarding children and promoting their welfare. It 
is important that every local council has clear criteria for taking action and 
providing help across the full continuum of need. 
In September 2016 we published updated statutory guidance on ‘Children Missing 
Education’ and ‘Keeping Children Safe in Education’. The new guidance 
reinforces the roles and responsibilities of schools and local councils when it 
comes to working together to prevent children missing education. Children 
missing education are at significant risk of underachieving, being victims of harm, 
exploitation or radicalisation, and becoming not in education, employment or 
training later in life. 
This risk will not apply to all children withdrawn from school and educated at 
home, as those receiving good home education would not be “missing” education. 

http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-
statements/written-question/Lords/2017-10-24/HL2481/  

 

“Working Together to Safeguard Children” referred to above can be read at 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/592101/W
orking_Together_to_Safeguard_Children_20170213.pdf  
 

“Children Missing Education” referred to above can be read at 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/550416/Ch
ildren_Missing_Education_-_statutory_guidance.pdf  
 

“Keeping Children Safe in Education” referred to above can be read at 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/550511/Ke
eping_children_safe_in_education.pdf  

TOP 

 
 

Israel 

House of Commons Oral Answers 

Israel: Meetings 
Kate Osamor (Labour Co-op): To ask the Secretary of State for International 
Development if she will make a statement on the circumstances surrounding her 
meetings in Israel in August 2017. 
The Minister for the Middle East (Alistair Burt): I start by explaining that the Secretary 
of State is on a pre-arranged Government visit to Africa—[Interruption.] She is currently in 
the air. She is on a pre-arranged visit to Africa, to focus on how we are breaking down 
barriers to trade, helping African countries achieve their development ambitions, reducing  
 

http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Lords/2017-10-24/HL2481/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Lords/2017-10-24/HL2481/
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/592101/Working_Together_to_Safeguard_Children_20170213.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/592101/Working_Together_to_Safeguard_Children_20170213.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/550416/Children_Missing_Education_-_statutory_guidance.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/550416/Children_Missing_Education_-_statutory_guidance.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/550511/Keeping_children_safe_in_education.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/550511/Keeping_children_safe_in_education.pdf
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dependence on aid and helping build Britain’s trading partners of the future. 
I welcome this opportunity to update the House on the Secretary of State’s trip to Israel 
earlier this year, and I appreciate the hon. Lady’s question. The Secretary of State made 
a public statement yesterday. In that, she explained that she had the opportunity to meet 
a number of people and organisations in Israel. A list of who she met and what was 
covered was published in yesterday’s statement. 
The Secretary of State realises in hindsight that those meetings were not arranged 
following the usual procedures, and she has apologised for that. The Foreign Office has 
said that UK interests were not damaged or affected by the meetings on that visit. I 
therefore hope that hon. Members will agree that now she has made that apology and 
published details of the meetings, we should accept that and refocus on our vital work of 
tackling extreme poverty and humanitarian crises across the world. 

  

Kate Osamor: I thank the Minister for being here, but it is simply unacceptable that the 
Secretary of State is not here before the House to answer this question and explain 
herself. 
The British public are outraged that the Secretary of State held 12 secret meetings in 
Israel, including with Prime Minister Netanyahu, without telling either the Foreign Office 
or the Prime Minister, and was accompanied by a pro-Israeli lobbyist. She then misled 
the British public with comments on Friday that she finally corrected yesterday. It has 
now emerged that the Prime Minister met her Israeli counterpart last week without even 
knowing about the secret meeting in August. 
Today we learned that the Secretary of State has applied pressure to her Department to 
divert humanitarian funding to the Israeli army in the Golan Heights. Will the Minister tell 
the House exactly what was discussed in those secret meetings, and exactly what 
pressure the Secretary of State applied on her Department when she returned to the 
UK? 
It is hard to think of a more black and white case of breaking the ministerial code of 
conduct, but rather than change the Minister, the Prime Minister somehow decided last 
night that the ministerial code itself needed changing. 
We have a Prime Minister who has lost her authority and her control of the classroom. 
Does the Minister accept that it is time the Secretary of State either faces a Cabinet 
Office investigation, or does the decent thing and resigns? 

Alistair Burt: First, I repeat that the Secretary of State is already on her way to 
Africa on a pre-arranged visit. She is already flying and it is not possible for her to 
deal with the question, but that is why I am here. The Secretary of State published 
a statement yesterday, with an apology. 
Let me take the hon. Lady’s questions as she put them. The Foreign and 
Commonwealth Office was informed of the Secretary of State’s visit during the 
course of the visit, but not before. The Secretary of State has been very clear and 
absolutely contrite. Her statement yesterday recognises that of course she should 
have informed the Foreign Office before the visit, but she did not. That is why the 
statement was made and that is why she has apologised. 
In the statement, she also gave full details of the meetings she had. They are not 
verbatim accounts, but she has given details of who she saw and the subjects that 
were discussed, which I think is quite appropriate. I do not think that that means 
they were particularly secret meetings, particularly as the Foreign Office was 
aware, during the course of the visit, that she had been seeing people in Israel. 
On the ministerial code of conduct, my right hon. Friend the International 
Development Secretary has apologised to the Prime Minister for her handling of 
this matter. The Prime Minister has accepted her apology. The Foreign Office was 
aware of her visit to Israel while it was under way. The Foreign Office is also clear 
that UK interests were not damaged or affected by the meetings on this visit. The 
Prime Minister regards the matter as closed. 
I would  like to  make a  couple  more  points,  if I may. Let us look at who my right  
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hon. Friend met: leading politicians; an emergency humanitarian aid non-
governmental organisation; Pears Programme for Global Innovation; and a group 
that works on water, farming, solar and hospital projects in Africa; she visited 
Save a Child’s Heart to talk about a co-existence project; the Galilee International 
Management Institute and held a meeting with a group of start-ups with a focus 
on Africa. Does the hon. Lady think that she should not have met those people? If 
I had been in Israel on a two-day visit, I would have wanted a programme just like 
this. 

Diane Abbott (Labour): You would have told the ambassador. 
Alistair Burt: I would have told the ambassador—of course I would. But if we look 
at the quality of the meetings, who my right hon. Friend saw and what her job is, 
they are all absolutely pertinent. 
One last point if I may, Mr Speaker. The hon. Member for Edmonton raised the 
question of pressure on the Department afterwards. As the Minister responsible 
for development in that area, I can say that two issues were raised by the 
Secretary of State on her return. One related to aid currently being provided by 
the Israeli army for those in Syria who could not get medical assistance or cross 
the border to get it from the Israeli Defence Forces. The second issue she raised 
was whether there was room for more co-operation between the UK and the 
Israeli aid agency, as we look at issues right across the region. 
We looked at both issues. The Department’s view is that aid to the IDF in the 
Golan Heights is not appropriate —we do not do that—and that was the advice 
given to the Secretary of State. We are looking hard to see if there is room to co-
operate with the Israeli aid organisation, as we do with others around the region. 
There was no pressure put on the Department. They were perfectly pertinent 
questions to raise on her return. She raised them in an entirely the proper way 
with the Department and with me, and we are dealing with it. She is doing her job 
as Development Secretary. That is what she is doing today and that is what the 
meetings disclose. 

Hugo Swire (Conservative): The spotlight is on the proceedings and behaviour of all of 
us in this place as never before. What people want is transparency and accountability. 
Does my right hon. Friend not agree that it is time, finally, to address the issue of 
privileged access, lobbying and funding if we are not to have this repeated time and time 
again? Does he not agree that all organisations involved in active lobbying of Members 
of Parliament and Ministers should open their books and be entirely transparent, so that 
we can see who is lobbying whom and who is providing the funding? 

Alistair Burt: Questions about lobbying and transparency are really important for 
the House and for Ministers, which is why it was important for the Secretary of 
State to disclose who she was with and the organisations she went to see. Wider 
questions about lobbying and funding are for others, but I think the Secretary of 
State has, having made the statement yesterday to disclose what she had done, 
been entirely transparent in relation to her visit. 

Stephen Gethins (SNP): I share the astonishment of the hon. Member for Edmonton 
(Kate Osamor) that the Secretary of State is not here to defend herself. It would appear 
that the Government have such little credibility left that Ministers are now freelancing on 
foreign policy. I wonder if the Minister will answer these questions. Will he confirm 
whether the Chancellor was briefed about the outrageous development that UK aid 
funding was to be given to the Israeli army? What action is the Prime Minister taking to 
ensure the matter is investigated in terms of the ministerial code? Does he have faith that 
the Secretary of State still has the ability and credibility to carry on? 

Alistair Burt: No, I do not think the Chancellor was informed, because it never 
became a policy, or had the chance to become a policy, to fund the Israeli 
Defence Forces in the Golan Heights. Secondly, as I said a moment ago, as far 
as the ministerial code is concerned, the Prime Minister has seen the Secretary of 
State,   who  has   explained  and   apologised  again   for  not   informing   people  
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beforehand. The Prime Minister regards the matter as closed, but she is looking to 
tighten up the ministerial code to make it very clear what the process should be. 
Do I have full confidence in my right hon. Friend? Of course I do. 

Desmond Swayne (Conservative): When I met the Israeli Deputy Prime Minister, he 
stormed out of the meeting. The Secretary of State got a much more cordial reception. Is 
it just because she is a lady? 

Alistair Burt: I am not sure if it is appropriate for me to answer on either how my 
right hon. Friend was treated or the reception for the Secretary of State for 
International Development, but I am quite sure that both meetings were perfectly 
proper and appropriate. 

Ben Bradshaw (Labour): The Minister read out an incredibly long list of meetings that 
the Secretary of State held in Israel on what I thought was supposed to be a family 
holiday. Did she have any meetings with the Palestinian side? The Minister will, as 
middle east Minister, appreciate the importance of a wholly balanced approach to the 
middle east peace process and not a one-sided one. If she is in the air now, she could 
have delayed her departure, couldn’t she, and shown some courtesy to this House. It is 
very difficult for us to know, Mr Speaker, whether the Secretary of State for International 
Development or the Foreign Secretary has the worse relationship with accuracy. If we 
had a Prime Minister who was not so weak, both would have been sacked. 

Alistair Burt: The Secretary of State says, in her very full statement yesterday, 
that she was on a family holiday between 13 and 25 August, which is 12 days. 
She took two days out of that holiday to have a series of meetings with Israeli 
politicians and political people, and a number of different charities, including, as I 
said earlier, Save a Child’s Heart, which works with Palestinian children as well as 
Israeli children. The list of meetings has been published. I do not see that she 
specifically had a set of meetings with those representing Palestinian interests, 
but of course she has met those on other occasions. It is a full disclosure of work. 
She had two days off in the middle of a holiday. I suspect that is not particularly 
unusual for Ministers, who sometimes do other things. But you would, of course, 
let the Foreign Office know in advance, which my right hon. Friend did not, and 
that was the error for which she has apologised. The meetings were really 
pertinent to her work, to our work and to British interests. 

Bob Blackman (Conservaitve): Given that Foreign Office Ministers and International 
Development Ministers now share responsibilities across the two Departments, and that 
we have two Secretaries of State, is there not a need to clarify the position for Ministers 
visiting particular countries—whether the Foreign Office or DFID is informed —so that we 
clear this matter up once and for all? 

Alistair Burt: Having been around a bit, I would hope that the ministerial code 
makes it clear what the sequence of events ought to be. Most Ministers should let 
the local embassy know they are going to be there, in case something happens 
while they are—that is reasonable practice, including sometimes for holidays. 
Certainly, if a Minister is going to have meetings in a country, they need to make it 
very clear that they want to have them and get them set up. That is the 
appropriate process. Again, my right hon. Friend has said very clearly that she did 
not do that, and she has apologised, and I suspect that someone will not be doing 
something like this for a very long time. 

Chris Bryant (Labour): It is a real shame that the Minister is acting as an air raid shelter 
here—I think if he reflects later, he will not be proud of what he has done today. The 
honest truth is that if the Secretary of State had said in this House what she said in public 
last week, when she misled the public, by now she would have been referred to the 
Committee on Standards. I honestly say to the Minister: either there is a Government 
with collective responsibility in which people talk to one another before they potentially 
meet significant people in other Governments, or there is not a Government, and if there 
is not a Government, it is not a question of whether the Secretary of State should resign, 
but a question of whether they should all resign. 
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Alistair Burt: To return to the core of the issue, my right hon. Friend accepts that 
she should have discussed the visit before she went and made it very clear what 
she was going to do. In relation to what she said to The Guardian last week, again 
she has made it clear that her words left room for misinterpretation and 
misunderstanding, which is why she issued the statement yesterday and is 
clarifying matters. She regrets not being clearer in her language, which is 
appropriate, and I think it perfectly reasonable that I have been asked to do this 
today, given that she is continuing her work as International Development 
Secretary abroad and so could not be here. 

Crispin Blunt (Conservative): I welcome the Secretary of State’s apology. My right hon. 
Friend the Minister will understand that we often come to this issue with history and 
positions previously taken: he is a former treasurer of the Conservative Friends of Israel, 
and the Prime Minister, the Foreign Secretary and the Secretary of State are regarded as 
very strong supporters of Israel. My right hon. Friend will know how important it is, when 
people get into these positions and hold responsibilities for whole-of-Government policy, 
that they understand all the perspectives around this awful conflict, which is at the heart 
of so many of the problems in the middle east. He is probably the best equipped of her 
Ministers to take her gently in hand, and I hope that he does. 

Alistair Burt: I appreciate my hon. Friend’s welcome for my right hon. Friend’s 
apology. He is right; many Members have history in relation to this terrible and 
longstanding conflict. Those in ministerial positions have to be particularly careful 
that whatever their background they apply themselves honestly and objectively to 
the issues. We all try to do so. We cannot pretend we did not have affiliations, but 
we make sure, when we are acting in the UK’s interests and on UK foreign policy, 
that that—and absolutely nothing else—is our guiding light. I have seen nothing to 
suggest that the Secretary of State takes a different view. 

Mike Gapes (Labour Co-op): The Minister said that the Foreign Office was made aware 
of the Secretary of State’s visit to Israel during her visit. Can he give us more information 
about when the Foreign Office was made aware? Was it before or after the meetings with 
Israeli Ministers and politicians? At what level was the Foreign and Commonwealth 
Office made aware? Did someone in the embassy find out, or did the Secretary of State 
tell London she was in Israel? 

Alistair Burt: My understanding is that FCO officials became aware of my right 
hon. Friend’s private visit on 24 August—during her visit. I do not have the dates 
of all the meetings, but I suspect it was after the meetings took place, and I 
believe that it was she who told the official abroad that she was there and having 
these visits. That is my understanding of the case. 

Tom Brake (Liberal Democrat): Has guidance now been reissued to Ministers and 
Secretaries of State that they should not freelance on foreign policy—or on policy in 
relation to any other Department—when on their holidays, with or without Tory donors 
present? 

Alistair Burt: The Prime Minister said yesterday that the ministerial code would 
be tightened in relation to this matter, and I am quite sure that it will be. I do not 
think it has been reissued this morning, but—again—the common sense of this is 
very clear. That is why my right hon. Friend has recognised that she should have 
done this differently, as I am sure we all would were we in a similar position. 

Kevan Jones (Labour): The Minister has been clear that neither his Department nor the 
Home Office knew about these meetings. He said that they were not set up in the usual 
way. Can he explain how they were set up? My hon. Friend the Member for Ilford South 
(Mike Gapes) asked about when the FCO was made aware of the meetings. Is it not 
important that that question be clarified? If it knew beforehand, did the embassy make 
any attempt to attend the meetings and make sure the Secretary of State knew her 
responsibilities? 

Alistair Burt: As far as I am aware, no officials sought to attend the meetings. As 
I said,  I think the Foreign Office was made aware of the visits after they had taken  
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place. 
Kevan Jones: That’s not what you said. 

Alistair Burt: That would seem to be the appropriate thing. The root of this is that 
my right hon. Friend knows that she should have told the embassy and the 
Foreign Office in advance. 

Kevan Jones: That’s not what you said. 
Alistair Burt: I am sorry. I thought I said clearly what I understood the sequence 
of events to have been. The meetings were set up by Lord Polak through his 
contacts and interests with Israel, which are widely known. 

Maria Eagle (Labour): This appears to have been a gross breach of the code of 
ministerial conduct—certainly every code I have ever seen—and, as a Minister of nine 
years’ standing in previous Governments, I would have thought that this was a resigning 
matter. The Minister, for whom I have a lot of respect, has said that no officials attended 
the meetings. Has the Secretary of State provided a full minute to the Department, the 
Foreign Office and the Prime Minister of the content of the meetings, which she appears 
to have attended alone, without any officials, so as to fill this appalling gap that she has 
created? 

Alistair Burt: My right hon. Friend supplied in her statement yesterday a list of the 
meetings and the subjects covered—nobody would expect a verbatim account of 
those meetings—and has spoken to the FCO and the Prime Minister about them. 
I again draw the House’s attention to these meetings, however, with parties 
ranging from the Foreign Ministry, the Prime Minister of the State of Israel and the 
Minister for Public Security, Information and Strategic Affairs to several charities. 
There is nothing in this programme that anyone interested in Israel and the middle 
east would quibble with. The difficulty was that they were not spoken about in 
advance, as my right hon. Friend recognises, but none of these meetings 
themselves would be considered untoward. That is why the Prime Minister and 
the Foreign Office are satisfied they were in the UK’s interests and that nothing 
has happened that is detrimental to the UK’s interests. 

Wes Streeting (Labour): I feel for the Minister—he has been sent here to answer these 
questions—but it is not unreasonable to have expected him to arrive able to furnish the 
House with full details about what was disclosed, to whom, when and under what 
circumstances. [Interruption.]. He says he has. In response to the questions from my 
hon. Friends the Members for Ilford South (Mike Gapes) and for North Durham (Mr 
Jones), he was unable to provide accurate and factual responses about who was met—
[Interruption.] Will he stop waving bits of paper, just for one moment, and getting hot 
under the collar? At what point was the Foreign Office informed? What exactly was it 
informed about—was it the full scope and content of the meetings? At what stage was it 
informed? Under what circumstances was it informed? Those are the key questions. 
Finally, there has been some controversy about this issue with the IDF. Did the Secretary 
of State discuss funding for the IDF in her meetings in Israel? If so, it was not disclosed 
in the ministerial statement. 

Alistair Burt: I was holding the piece of paper because on it is the statement that 
my right hon. Friend issued yesterday. It lists the meetings that she attended and 
the subjects for discussion. It is not a verbatim account, but it is pretty detailed in 
respect of the matters that she discussed. 

Kevan Jones: When did the embassy know about it? 
Alistair Burt: I gave the hon. Gentleman the answer to that question. The 
embassy was aware on 24 August, which I think will have been after some of the 
meetings. As for who was met and what was said, details have been provided. 
I am sure colleagues do not believe that the Secretary of State should not have 
discussed the Pears Programme for Global Innovation with Dr Aliza Inbal, 
discussed with IsraAID emergency humanitarian aid and the work that the 
organisation does, or visited Save a Child’s Heart. If I were on a development-
related visit to Israel, I would want to have exactly the same meetings. The root of  
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the matter and the heart of the concern is the fact that my right hon. Friend did not 
disclose her visit at the outset. She has addressed that, and the details of the 
meetings have been made clear in her statement. 

John Woodcock (Labour Co-op): Earlier, the Deputy Leader of the House accused 
Labour Front Benchers of pursuing this matter because they were vehemently anti-Israel. 
I freely admit that I have profound disagreements with the perspectives of some of my 
Labour colleagues on this conflict, but let me say to the Minister and to all Members that, 
as a former proud chair of Labour Friends of Israel, I am appalled by what has happened. 
The Minister is right to say that the meetings were not heinous in and of themselves, but 
the lack of accountability is highly suspect. …  
Does the Minister not agree that it is beyond credibility that the International 
Development Secretary thought that it could be an appropriate use of UK public funds to 
divert them to the Israeli Defence Forces in the Golan Heights? This is surely an example 
of her seeking a position within the Conservative party and bringing the country into 
disrepute. 

Alistair Burt: The hon. Gentleman would not expect me to defend any suggestion 
that the matter is being pursued because of an Israel angle, but it is a perfectly 
legitimate matter for the hon. Member for Edmonton (Kate Osamor) to have raised 
because, as we know, the substance of it is already contained in a ministerial 
apology. My right hon. Friend accepts that she got the sequence wrong, and that 
she should have done something differently. Therefore, I accept the question in a 
perfectly straightforward way. However, I think it is a stretch to say that, having 
learnt on that trip—if she did not already know—of the Israeli army’s work in 
looking after people from Syria who cannot get medical aid for their acute injuries 
there and who cross the border into Israel where aid is properly and freely given 
by the Israeli Defence Forces, she should not have come back and said that that 
was an extraordinary humanitarian gesture, and asked whether there was 
anything that we should do. The answer to that question is no, for the reasons that 
I gave earlier, but not to believe that it is a perfectly genuine question to ask, on a 
humanitarian basis, strikes me as a bit of a stretch. 

Caroline Lucas (Green): It is dismal to see the Minister having to defend the 
indefensible in this way. He is doing his very best to put a positive gloss on the issue, but 
does he really believe that, when the Secretary of State offered to make financial 
assistance available to the Israeli Defence Forces to aid that settlement development in 
the Golan Heights, she did not know, or did not care, that the UK does not recognise the 
legality of Israel’s occupation of the Golan Heights? Will he clarify that point, please? 

Alistair Burt: Let me make it clear that there is no question of supporting any 
settlements in the Golan Heights. What the Israeli Defence Forces do is open 
information, which the hon. Lady can find on the internet. Civilians from Syria 
come to the Israeli Defence Forces with their injured, for whom they cannot get 
help on their side of the border, and ask for medical help, which the Israeli 
Defence Forces give. That is an extraordinary humanitarian act, and it has been 
going on for some time. I do not think that my right hon. Friend was unreasonable 
to look at the work that was going on and ask whether there was something that 
the United Kingdom could do to assist it. Because we regard the Golan Heights as 
occupied territory, and because we cannot support the Israeli occupation, the 
answer to her query was no, but I think it entirely reasonable for her to have come 
back and thought about it—and, of course, the Department provided the 
appropriate answer. 

Naz Shah (Labour): Does the Minister understand the concern that the public will feel 
when it seems that British foreign policy on Israel and Palestine is being run by a 
Conservative-linked lobby group rather than by an independent civil service and an 
elected Government? Is this not just another example of a Government who are in 
disarray as lobby groups, not Downing Street, run our country? 
May I also  ask  whether the  Secretary of State  has been  referred to Sir Alex Allan or to  
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Sue Gray, the director general of propriety and ethics, in connection with the ministerial 
code of conduct? 

Alistair Burt: The short answer to the hon. Lady’s second question is no, 
because the Prime Minister considers the matter to be closed. As for her first 
question, it is palpably obvious that policy on Israel and the occupied Palestinian 
territories is not made by any lobby group anywhere, but is made, perfectly 
properly, by the Government. Since my right hon. Friend returned from Israel, 
support for the west bank, and for the United Nations Relief and Works Agency 
and the emergency appeal from Gaza, has come from the Department for 
International Development. Ministers quite properly make the policy. The 
Government are informed by lots of people, but they make the policy, not 
lobbyists. 

Alan Brown (SNP): This feels like another case of shooting the messenger, but are we 
supposed to believe that—according to the Minister—the Secretary of State had all those 
meetings that were so beneficial, so worth while, yet did not fully brief people when she 
came back? This has never come up in parliamentary questions. 
We are supposed to believe that the Secretary of State is so capable and has the ability 
to carry out her role, yet we are also supposed to believe that it was a good idea to give 
the Israeli Defence Forces money in the Golan Heights—oh wait, we cannot, because we 
do not recognise the territories; we regard them as occupied territories. That does not 
sound like someone in whose ability to do her job we can have confidence. 
May I also ask a question about demolitions? Did the Secretary of State express any 
concern about international aid for the villages of Khan al-Ahmar and Susiya? 

Alistar Burt: I cannot answer the last part of the hon. Gentleman’s question, 
because I do not have a verbatim account of all the meetings, but I can say that 
the Secretary of State is fully behind the Government’s policy, which has been to 
oppose the demolitions in both Khan al-Ahmar and Susiya. I went to visit those 
villages in August, and the policy has not changed. 
As for the issue of the Israeli Defence Forces, my right hon. Friend the Secretary 
of State saw, as we all have, the extraordinary work that is being done to provide 
humanitarian assistance and save people from the death that they would have 
suffered had they not been treated. That she should feel humanitarian concern 
and ask whether, wherever that support had come from, the United Kingdom 
could contribute to it did not strike me as unreasonable, but we cannot do so, for 
the reasons that I have already given. 

Ian Murray (Labour): It is becoming a regular occurrence in the Chamber for issues to 
become less rather than more clear when a Minister is at the Dispatch Box. It seems that 
the Secretary of State informed the Foreign Office about her visit the day before she left; 
perhaps that was because she got caught. 
On the issue of transparency, will the Minister ask the Secretary of State for a full timeline 
showing when she met the organisations that she met? It should start with the first 
correspondence between the Secretary of State and Lord Polak, or between whoever 
arranged the visits in her office and Lord Polak. It should also show whether she used 
official or unofficial e-mail addresses. 

Alistair Burt: Let me say first that my right hon. Friend did not suddenly contrive a 
long planned visit to Africa in the last 24 hours. 

Ian Murray: I did not say that. 
Alistair Burt: The hon. Gentleman implied that my right hon. Friend had suddenly 
found a reason to go to Africa and disappear, and that is not fair. 
If more information is needed, there is no reason why further questions may not 
be asked by means of written parliamentary questions or the like. Let me point out 
again, however, that a full statement and an apology were made by my right hon. 
Friend, who recognised that what she did was not in the right sequence, and gave 
the details of whom she saw. I am sure that, if colleagues seek more information, 
they will be responded to in the appropriate way. 
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Steve McCabe (Labour): I also have great respect for the right hon. Gentleman, but 
even he must concede that the more we hear about this affair, the murkier it sounds. May 
we have an assurance that DFID will publish a summary of all discussions that took 
place in the months prior to this holiday within the Department that had any connection to 
Israel or any organisations in Israel, and may we have a summary of all discussions that 
have taken place in the Department since the holiday? 

Alistair Burt: The hon. Gentleman can ask these questions, but I have to say that 
DFID and the Foreign Office discuss issues relating to Israel and the occupied 
territories virtually all the time. It is a constant source of discussion as we look at 
both the long-standing issues between them and the aid we give to the west bank 
and Gaza in emergency appeals and for long-standing development programmes. 
That is all public and open and clear. If the hon. Gentleman would like to ask any 
further questions, he can do, but the information on these matters and the support 
that is given to the area is well known, and that policy has not changed in any way 
since my right hon. Friend the Secretary of State came back. 

Paula Sherriff (Labour): I feel for the Minister, who is a very decent man. He has been 
brought here to answer questions about significant failings by the Secretary of State, but 
frankly she should be here today, and if that meant cancelling or postponing a flight, so 
be it. May I press him on when the Secretary of State first informed her own Department 
of these meetings, and whether she received any advance briefings or advice? 

Alistair Burt: I thank the hon. Lady for her generous remarks; I appreciate them 
very much. 
My right hon. Friend the Secretary of State informed the FCO on 24 August. If I 
recall rightly, the FCO at that time made the matter known both to her own 
Department and the rest of the FCO. So it was known at that stage. It would seem 
clear that discussions were not held in advance—my right hon. Friend has 
apologised for that and recognises she got it wrong. That is what I have been 
trying to make clear in this statement as best I can, and that was also the purpose 
of her statement yesterday. 

Mike Gapes: On a point of order, Mr Speaker. The Minister has given a number of 
answers to me and other colleagues whereby there is some lack of clarity and some 
uncertainty. How can we best ensure that the House gets the full facts about the timing 
and the role of the two Departments in the periods up to, during and at the end of this 
ministerial private visit to Israel? 

Mr Speaker: The short answer is that Members can table questions, either written 
or oral or both. If the hon. Gentleman is dissatisfied he can, when the House 
returns next week, seek, by one or other means of the various types of question 
available, to procure the information, in all likelihood from the Secretary of State 
for International Development herself. 

Kevan Jones: Further to that point of order, Mr Speaker. Will the Minister have an 
opportunity to offer some clarification? He has said today that Foreign Office staff in 
Israel found out about these meetings as they were going on, but, from answers to my 
hon. Friend the Member for Edinburgh South (Ian Murray) and others, it seems clear that 
they found out after the meetings had taken place. May we get some clarity about when 
they did find this out? 

Mr Speaker: The Minister of State may come in in a moment if he wishes, but 
when that was first put to him, he effectively acknowledged the likelihood that that 
was so, and I think it recurred as an issue in the course of the questioning—and 
the hon. Member for North Durham (Mr Jones) has now reiterated the same point. 
So, although there might not be specificity today about precise dates, on the 
concept involved, the right hon. Gentleman the Minister of State was clear. It is 
open to Members to return to these matters in the normal way through written and 
oral interrogation, and the hon. Gentleman will have to be only modestly 
patient. … 
Alistair Burt:  I  am  happy to  do  as  best I can by  being as  clear  as I can.  The  
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information I have is that my right hon. Friend the Secretary of State told Foreign 
Office officials on 24 August that she was on the visit. It seems likely that the 
meetings took place beforehand. The reason for the statement and for her 
explanation yesterday is that she recognises that she should have told people 
beforehand. So there is no doubt about that: that is what the explanation is for; 
that is what the statement is for; and she has apologised for that—she got that 
wrong. I do not think there is any lack of clarity about the date, the sequence or 
anything else now. … 

http://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-11-07/debates/7ECC7695-F4BD-48A7-
91A1-28A8BC28980D/IsraelMeetings 
 
 

House of Commons Written Answers 

Israel: Human Rights 
Lillian Greenwood (Labour) [111071] To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and 
Commonwealth Affairs, what recent meetings Ministers of his Department have had with 
Israeli human rights organisations on restrictions placed on them by the Israeli 
Government; and what assessment his Department has made of the effect of those 
restrictions on civil society space in that country. 

Alistair Burt: Israel has a strong and vibrant civil society, and Ministers meet with 
Non Governmental Organisations (NGOs) as part of our broad engagement with 
Israel. We have not made any formal assessment of the impact of recent 
legislative changes on NGOs in Israel, but consistently call on all countries to 
avoid any steps which could limit the space for civil society. 

http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-
statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-02/111071/  

 
Gaza: Health Services 

Richard Burden(Labour) [110755] To ask the Secretary of State for International 
Development, what assessment she has made of the effect of the electricity crisis in 
Gaza on healthcare services. 

Alistair Burt: According to the United Nations Office for the Coordination of 
Humanitarian Affairs (UN OCHA), lifesaving services are being run on generators 
in Gaza as a result of electricity shortages, with many vital health, water and 
sanitation facilities being provided with emergency UN fuel to continue operating. 
The UK is supporting approximately 1 million Gazans by addressing critical water, 
sanitation and hygiene needs through the United Nations Children’s Fund 
(UNICEF), and is a long-term supporter of the UN Relief and Works Agency for 
Palestinian Refugees (UNRWA), which provides basic services to 1.3 million 
people in Gaza, including basic health care. The UK will continue to urge all the 
parties to prioritise progress towards reaching a durable solution for Gaza and to 
take the necessary practical steps to improve condition, including restoring the 
availability of electricity as a matter of urgency. 

http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-
statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-01/110755/  
 

Middle East: Peace Negotiations 
Richard Burden (Labour) [111058] To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign and 
Commonwealth Affairs, what recent discussions he has had with his US counterparts on 
the US Administration's plans for peace in the Middle East. 

Alistair Burt: The Foreign Secretary has discussed plans for peace in the Middle 
East with figures from the US Administration on many occasions. He has 
welcomed  President  Trump's interest in working for a  peace deal  that meets the  
 

http://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-11-07/debates/7ECC7695-F4BD-48A7-91A1-28A8BC28980D/IsraelMeetings
http://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2017-11-07/debates/7ECC7695-F4BD-48A7-91A1-28A8BC28980D/IsraelMeetings
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-02/111071/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-02/111071/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-01/110755/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-01/110755/
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requirements of both parties, and the UK's view remains that the two state solution 
is the best option to achieve that. 

http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-
statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-02/111058/  
 

 

House of Lords Oral Answers 

Israel: DfID Secretary of State Meetings 
The Minister of State, Department for International Development (Lord Bates): … I 
will repeat in the form of a Statement the Answer given by my right honourable friend 
Alistair Burt to an Urgent Question in another place earlier this afternoon … [see above 
for the text of the statement] 
Lord Collins of Highbury (Labour): My Lords, this is fundamentally about transparency 
and accountability. The Foreign and Commonwealth Office only became aware of this 
visit a full day after it had taken place. Numerous meetings had taken place without the 
FCO being aware. More importantly, no officials from even her own department were 
aware or present. It appears that the only person who may have been present was a 
Member of your Lordships’ House. I think that requires proper investigation and a proper 
declaration of interest. 
The noble Lord said that an apology had been made and accepted and that that was the 
end of the matter. I do not accept that. I hope he will agree that it would be extremely 
valuable if this matter were formally referred to the Cabinet Office for an investigation, so 
that lessons can be learned by all concerned. It is not good enough simply to apologise 
and say that the matter is at an end. 

Lord Bates: On that point, the Secretary of State made clear the meetings that 
occurred. In her statement yesterday she said: 
“In hindsight, I can see how my enthusiasm to engage in this way could be 
misread, and how meetings were set up and reported in a way which did not 
accord with the usual procedures. I am sorry for this and I apologise for it”. 
But we need to recognise that the Secretary of State was having meetings in a 
country that is a major ally, a democracy, a major trading partner and a friend. 
During part of her trip—this was listed in the meetings that she set out in her 
statement yesterday—she visited a number of NGOs, including Save a Child’s 
Heart, which works with Palestinian and Israeli children, and Wheelchairs of 
Hope. One can see that the Secretary of State was, in her enthusiasm, as she 
says, carrying out her work passionately even during her vacation. That said, she 
recognises that the usual procedures were not followed in the way that they 
should have been. She has learned a lesson from it and the Prime Minister has 
accepted her apology. That is why we are moving on. 

Baroness Sheehan (Liberal Democrat): My Lords, the Secretary of State for DfID has 
repeatedly admonished her department for not being sufficiently transparent in making 
sure that every single penny of UK taxpayers’ aid money gives value for money, yet she 
herself goes rogue. She meets with the Israeli Prime Minister. Regardless of what the 
Minister says, it is a very sensitive region indeed—particularly in this year, the centenary 
of the Balfour Declaration. Nevertheless, she meets the Israeli Prime Minister, in secret, 
without her officials, without the prior knowledge of the Foreign Office and without the 
prior knowledge even of Prime Minister Theresa May herself. Furthermore, on her return 
to the UK, she attempts to influence government policy by asking that UK taxpayer 
money be handed over to the Israeli army for aid work in the illegally annexed Golan 
Heights. Does the Minister agree that she has comprehensively broken the Ministerial 
Code, forfeited the respect of colleagues and officials and should, in all decency, go? 

Lord Bates: I do not accept that. Indeed, Section 8.14 of the Ministerial Code 
states: 
 

http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-02/111058/
http://www.parliament.uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-statements/written-question/Commons/2017-11-02/111058/
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“Ministers meet many people and organisations and consider a wide range of 
views as part of the formulation of Government policy”. 
It does not make a specific point on that. That is why the Prime Minister has 
responded today to say that we need some clarification. It is important that people 
see that these meetings are occurring, and that that is important. 
The Israeli Defense Forces’ Operation Good Neighbor in the Golan Heights 
provides emergency medical support to Syrians crossing the border. It has 
received widespread humanitarian recognition for what it is doing, and that was 
something that was explored. But our policy is that, because it is part of the 
Occupied Palestinian Territories, we would not support such a programme 
because we do not believe that the Israeli Defense Forces should be there. 
Therefore, the answer was no to that. 

Lord Cope of Berkeley (Conservative): My Lords, can my noble friend tell the House 
whether the Secretary of State took the opportunity while she was there to visit any part 
of the Occupied Palestinian Territories? In particular, did she go to the DfID office in 
occupied East Jerusalem? It is in a part of East Jerusalem where there is a good deal of 
illegal Israeli settlement activity, which she could have observed. Of course, both there, 
in Gaza and elsewhere, DfID has very important programmes which she should have 
investigated. If she did not visit on this occasion, will he do his best to urge her to make 
an early visit? 

Lord Bates: All I can say to my noble friend is that, in the list of 16 meetings that 
were published as part of the statement, no specific location was given that 
appeared to be in the Occupied Palestinian Territories. But it could well be—we 
need to check this out—that one of the charities that she visited, Save A Child’s 
Heart, could have been located there. The wider point that my noble friend makes 
about the importance of DfID’s work in the Occupied Palestinian Territories, 
working with UNRWA and others in that area, is very important. We are spending 
£68 million this year in that area and it is providing important humanitarian relief. I 
will relay his points about the importance of visiting and viewing those places to 
the Secretary of State. 

Lord Hannay of Chiswick (Crossbench): My Lords, will the Minister clarify one point 
about his Secretary of State’s activities during her busman’s holiday? Will he say 
whether, having held all these meetings, including one with the Israeli Prime Minister, 
she recorded what passed and circulated the records to all the departments that have 
responsibility for relations with Israel? If he is unable to give a positive answer to that, 
could he take the issue way and ask her to rack her brain and write a few records? 

Lord Bates: These were private meetings that took place. … 
Just a minute—I was making that point. To answer the specific point made by the 
noble Lord, Lord Hannay, on who is responsible, the Secretary of State provided 
detail in her statement yesterday of what was discussed in the meeting with Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu: the Secretary of State’s family background, her 
personal journey, the Israeli domestic political scene, India, the Prime Minister’s 
forthcoming visit to the UK and prospects for closer collaboration between Israel 
and the UK on development. Should those discussions have been circulated 
earlier? That is why the Secretary of State apologised and why the Prime Minister 
accepted that apology. 

Lord Beith (Liberal Democrat): The Ministers of this country are representatives of the 
Government of this country, whether on holiday or official visits. Clearly, there are 
principles, are there not, which ought to be clear about the support Ministers should have 
and the kind of reporting that needs to take place. Are these not principles that apply, 
whatever country was involved? 

Lord Bates: This case has highlighted some ambiguity in the operations in 
travelling overseas for Ministers. The benefit that will come from this is greater 
clarity on what those rules and procedures should be. Clearly, we are entering a 
very important stage in the UK’s global relations. We want to make sure we are as  
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joined up as possible, working together as a team and leveraging all our personal 
contacts around the world for the UK national interest. Lessons will be learned, 
not least by the Secretary of State. 

Lord Robertson of Port Ellen (Labour): We have the Secretary of State for Foreign and 
Commonwealth Affairs telling a Select Committee of the House something that was not 
correct, and now we have another Secretary of State—for International Development—
telling the press and the world that she had told the Secretary of State for Foreign and 
Commonwealth Affairs in advance of her visit, then saying that she did not do it. What do 
you have to do in this Government to get sacked? 

Lord Bates: The point the noble Lord raises is one of procedure, in terms of how 
these meetings take place. The noble Lord was a very senior Cabinet Minister for 
many years and has held many senior positions; he will know that one of the great 
benefits he gained from that time is personal contacts and friendships around the 
world that occasionally, even on unofficial visits, it is possible to have. That is for 
the good of the country. Therefore, using those contacts is something the 
Secretary of State has done; she has said that she is sorry for that, that she did 
not do it in the right way and that in future she, and all other Ministers, will behave 
differently as the changes to the ministerial code come into play. … 

http://hansard.parliament.uk/lords/2017-11-07/debates/7C319D9F-F3DD-480A-896A-
7B44F84D3267/IsraelDfidSecretaryOfStateMeetings  
 
 

United Nations 

Accelerated Settlement-Building, Home Demolitions Driving Atmosphere of 
Despair, Hopelessness among Palestinian People, Fourth Committee Hears 
A sharp increase in settlement construction activity fuelled by the passing of a 
“regularization law” and combined with the demolition of Palestinian homes had led to an 
atmosphere of despair and hopelessness among Palestinians in the occupied territories, 
the Fourth Committee (Special Political and Decolonization) heard today. … 
Expressing regret that Israel had not responded to the Special Committee’s request for 
access to the occupied territories, [the Chair] noted that settlement construction 
continued in both the Occupied Palestinian Territory and the occupied Syrian 
Golan.  That increasing activity, combined with the passage early in 2017 of the so-called 
“regularization law”, demonstrated the absence of Israeli compliance with international 
law.  The measure retroactively legalized previously unrecognized West Bank outposts 
under domestic law. 
He went on to state that home demolitions were continuing at the highest rate since the 
United Nations started collecting such data, and included the demolition of donor-funded 
humanitarian facilities serving vulnerable communities.  The demolitions contravened 
Israel’s obligation, as the occupying Power, to provide for the humanitarian needs of the 
protected population, he said, citing the situation of the Khan al-Amar Bedouin 
community as particularly concerning.  Israel had issued demolition orders for all existing 
structures there, including a donor-funded school, he added, stressing the need to 
rescind all demolition, eviction and seizure orders immediately. 
Regarding the blockade of Gaza, he expressed particular concern that the electricity 
crisis it had created was having an impact on the right of Gaza residents to good health, 
and contributing to deteriorating sanitation conditions.  Environmental concerns, including 
limited access to shrinking water supplies, were also worrying, he said, adding that 
Palestinians living in East Jerusalem were also in a precarious position given increasing 
restrictions on their movements and their very existence. … 
To read the full press release see 
https://www.un.org/press/en/2017/gaspd655.doc.htm 

TOP 
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Relevant Legislation   ** new or updated today 

UK Parliament 

European Union (Withdrawal) Bill 
http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2017-19/europeanunionwithdrawal.html  

 
Marriage Act 1949 (Amendment) Bill 
http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2017-19/marriageact1949amendment.html  

 
Organ Donation (Deemed Consent) Bill 
http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2017-19/organdonationdeemedconsent.html 

 
Scottish Parliament 

Offensive Behaviour at Football and Threatening Communications (Repeal) 
(Scotland) Bill 
http://www.parliament.scot/parliamentarybusiness/Bills/105269.aspx 

TOP 

 
 

Consultations      ** new or updated today 

Independent Review of Hate Crime Legislation (Bracadale Review) (closing date  
23 November 2017) 
https://consult.scotland.gov.uk/hate-crime/independent-review-of-hate-crime-legislation   
 
Information to be collected in registered charities' annual returns from 2018 
(closing date 24 November 2017) 
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/annual-return-for-2018-information-collected-
from-charities 

 

Securing student success: risk-based regulation for teaching excellence, social 

mobility and informed choice in higher education (closing date 22 December 2017)  

The consultation includes a section about freedom of speech on campus 

https://consult.education.gov.uk/higher-education/higher-education-regulatory-framework/  

 

Scotland’s National Action Plan on Human Rights (no closing date given) 
https://allin.limequery.com/372759  

TOP 

 

The Scottish Council of Jewish Communities (SCoJeC) is Scottish Charitable Incorporated Organisation SC029438 
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