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Home Affairs 

House of Lords Debate 

Prenuptial Agreements 
col 1895 Baroness Deech (Crossbench: … A prenup is an agreement made between a 
couple, either before or during their marriage or civil partnership, which governs the way 
in which their assets are to be divided on divorce. Many foreign jurisdictions expect couples 
to enter such binding arrangements. They are not, however, legally binding in England and 
Wales, although the Supreme Court ruled in the case of Radmacher v Granatino that they 
should be upheld if fair and freely entered into. … 
Various studies have tried to estimate the number of couples who do make prenups, albeit, 
as I said, with no guarantee that they will be respected by the courts. The estimates vary 
from 13% to 20%. … 
What is the problem that requires reform—and this debate? In summary, the Supreme 
Court judgment opened the door to challenges to those agreements by requiring them to 
be “fair”, a concept that lies in the eyes of the beholder judge. That has meant that excess 
judicial discretion has undermined their usefulness and led to constant challenges to the 
validity of agreements which the couple, having had legal advice at the outset, believed 
were valid, until advised that it might be worth attacking them when the break-up occurs 
and one of them wants a larger award than that provided for in the prenup. … 
col 1896 Judges still insist on applying their own vision of what is fair … 
col 1897 In 2014, the Law Commission’s report on matrimonial property needs and 
agreements recommended that prenups should be put on a statutory footing and should 
be made by deed no less than 28 days before the marriage, after legal advice and with 
disclosure. … 
Governments have failed to take up reform because they are unable to address the issues 
of principle about who maintains whom, to what level and for how long, and the effect of 
social changes. … 

 

col 1898 Baroness Shackleton of Belgravia (Conservative): … The origins of prenuptial 
contracts not being enforceable stems from the notion that it was unconscionable to 
contemplate the breakdown of a contract which is intended to last for life. That is possibly 
the  reason  why  the  words  “prenuptial  contract”  are  not  specifically  addressed in the  
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Matrimonial Causes Act 1973, as amended. The only reference to marital contracts in that 
Act is that the court has an overriding discretion to alter any contract made before, during 
or after a marriage. … 
col 1900 The idea that prenuptial contracts favour only the rich is not accurate. When a 
person of significant wealth is intending to get married and asks how their assets could be 
protected, the correct answer is: by not marrying. The financially weaker party is then left 
with no rights whatever, except when there are children of the family, when a claim under 
Schedule 1 to the Children Act is all that is available to them. … 

 

col 1901 The Lord Bishop of Southwell and Nottingham: … It has been my personal 
privilege to prepare many couples for marriage over the years. It is a hopeful time, where 
couples seek to express unconditional love and trust, and commit to share all aspects of 
their life, both at the time and looking to the future, whatever it may hold. I believe it would 
be detrimental for all parties if prenuptial agreements were to become a normal part of 
preparing for marriage, whether religious or not—although I entirely acknowledge the 
arguments in favour of these agreements … 
Historically, marriage has been regarded as more than just a contractual arrangement 
between two individuals. If we are to put matrimonial nuptial agreements into statute, it 
may appear as if we are saying to couples who come to marry that, to save themselves 
legal costs and uncertainty, they should include in their preparations a plan also for their 
divorce. 
Furthermore, although advocates argue that prenuptial agreements encourage fairness 
and discourage litigation, we must be mindful of the power imbalances that may arise, 
which can be emotional, psychological and, of course, financial. … 
col 1902 When there is some sort of pressure to marry, individuals may agree to terms that 
are significantly unfair or that fail to consider future circumstances, such as career 
sacrifices, child-rearing responsibilities, unexpected financial hardships or even 
unexpected windfalls. Therefore, I believe the courts should retain a measure of discretion 
to ensure that any final financial agreement is equitable, rather than being bound by 
contracts that may no longer reflect the realities of the marriage or divorce. … 
Marriage is not merely an economic transaction. It is, above all a covenant … 
 

col 1903 Baroness Butler-Sloss (Crossbench): … I am very much in support of the idea 
of prenups becoming part of legislation. … 
However, I have two concerns. … The first is … there has to be transparency. … Before 
you enter an agreement, you need to know the state of affairs of both the intending 
spouses. If one side does not come clean, and it becomes obvious on divorce that there 
has been non-disclosure and a serious lack of transparency … that one has money stowed 
away somewhere that has only just come to light, in such a situation, the judge must have 
a discretion to put the matter right. … 
The second point that I am concerned about comes at the moment of divorce, or generally 
just after. … A couple starts marriage in a particular situation and, at the point of divorce, 
one of the spouses has an extreme change of circumstance. I am looking at illness. You 
may have a prenup that says that both of them have jobs with relatively equal incomes 
and neither of them has much in the way of assets, but then you get to a point, 30 or 40 
years later, when one of them has multiple sclerosis and is unable to work. … 

 

col 1911 Baroness Berridge (Conservative): … the greatest injustice to be dealt with in 
this area is currently those people entering a religious wedding ceremony that, when 
conducted, turns out not to be valid under UK law. 
For participants, especially women, even the current remedies of Section 25 of the MCA 
are but a dream. Many are left destitute, particularly if they then have adult children, where 
there is no Schedule 1 claim. … 
col 1914 I … note the comments of the right reverend Prelate that this is a covenant, not 
a contract.  It  reminds  me  so  much  of  the wisdom we used to receive from the late Lord  
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Sacks in explaining to us the difference between covenants and contracts. … 
 

col 1916 Baroness Featherstone (Liberal Democrat): … It is a bit sad … to think that 
marriage, which is, or was, a lifetime commitment to another until death do them part, has 
now to enable a division of chattels, should that marriage end in divorce, even before 
entering the said marriage … 
Even though, currently, the courts almost always uphold prenups so long as they are fair, 
who knows what outcome you will get? … the time has come for the legitimate status of 
prenups to be enacted. There are clear pros, as identified by many of your Lordships who 
have spoken so far, but I am concerned that the negatives have not been erased. What 
happens when a prenup—which now will have the rule of law on its side—is unfairly drawn 
but is now a legal contract agreed to by both parties? …bHow will we know the status of 
the individual agreeing or signing, whether they were coerced, or whether they knew the 
consequence? … 
col 1917 As it stands, prenups that would or should be thrown out are those that leave one 
party in financial hardship; those that were signed under duress, without legal advice or 
with hidden or misrepresented finances; and those where time has changed the 
circumstances in which the prenup was agreed. We have not discussed many of the soft 
challenges. They include the potential for a prenup to undermine trust in a marriage; the 
sense that the couple feels that it is a bit like planning for a divorce … the potential to 
create a power imbalance; the fact that it can be emotionally hurtful; and the idea that it 
might look and feel like an insurance policy. On the other hand, prenups can strengthen 
trust, encourage open communication, prevent future conflict, strengthen a relationship by 
setting out clear expectations, protect both partners fairly and show maturity and 
responsibility. … 

 

col 1919 Lord Keen of Elie (Conservative): … There is no compelling logic to a person 
leaving a marriage wealthier than when they entered it. … I do not see why that should be 
taken into account. A prenuptial agreement is neither unique nor, in our present social 
position, to be regarded as unconscionable. It is an example of what is known to the law 
as a contract. A contract made between two competent and consenting persons should 
be enforced in the absence of fraud, coercion or misrepresentation. … 
Adults entering a relationship should be free to decide for themselves the consequences 
and terms on which they may terminate that relationship. The same logic applies here as 
would apply to other forms of business or professional relationship, albeit acknowledging 
… that marriage is not just an economic transaction. Parties should be entitled to agree 
that their existing wealth should never form part of what is termed “matrimonial property”. 
Parties anticipating their respective contributions to the common wealth during a marriage 
should be entitled to agree how their matrimonial property should be dealt with in the event 
of divorce. … 
Section 16 of the Family Law (Scotland) Act states that the court may set aside or vary 
such an agreement if it was not fair and reasonable at the time it was entered into. A 
modest statutory amendment could bring England and Wales into line with the more 
developed and logical jurisprudence of Scotland. … 

 

col 1920 The Minister of State, Ministry of Justice (Lord Timpson): … In the 19th 
century, the courts concluded that agreements relating to a couple’s future hypothetical 
separation were invalid. This was because at the time, it was a public policy concern that 
these sorts of agreements might encourage separation or divorce. … in the landmark 2010 
case of Radmacher v Granatino, the Supreme Court decided that a couple should be held 
to their prenup and post-nup agreement, if it is freely entered into, with a full appreciation 
of the circumstances, unless it would be unfair to do so. … 
col 1921 Central to developing law in this area, the courts have considered how to protect 
the finances of those who are vulnerable, including children, and how to make sure that 
vulnerable individuals are not coerced into signing prenups. 
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… the previous Government asked the Law Commission to conduct a review of the law on 
prenup and post-nup agreements. Its report was published in 2014 and recommended the 
introduction of “qualifying nuptial agreements”. These agreements would be enforced by 
the courts in specific circumstances. However, couples would not be able to use them to 
prevent each other providing for each other’s financial needs, including those of their 
children. … 
Since 2014, the Law Commission has however done further work on the law relating to 
financial settlements following divorce. In December last year, it published an important 
scoping paper, which outlined its assessment that there are problems with the current law, 
and possible ways the law could be fundamentally reformed. The Law Commission further 
outlined how changing the law on prenups and post-nups could form part of wider financial 
remedies reform. … 
col 1924 … The Law Commission says, in its 2024 report, that any reform on the basis of 
its 2014 prenup and post-nup proposals would depend on the types of wider financial 
reforms. The Law Commission does not, therefore, see prenups as a discrete issue. … 
Today’s debate serves as a reminder that the law relating to prenups raises complex 
questions about the role that the courts and couples should take in the division of financial 
assets when divorcing. … 

 

col 1925 Baroness Deech: … I was moved to hear the right reverend Prelate talk about 
marriage, but it is not its financial elements and prenups that have degraded—as he might 
say—marriage to the level at which he and others have expressed concern. Marriage has 
been emptied of all its former aspirations by changes in the law. The recent change in 
divorce law, while welcomed by many, means that one can get a divorce without 
presenting any reasons and relatively quickly. That sort of change must do more to affect 
a couple’s entry or not into marriage than anything about the finances that may face them 
when that marriage comes to an end. 
I wish, like the right reverend Prelate and others do, that divorce was not so common, but 
it is so we have to be realistic. The burden of many impoverished divorcees falls on the 
state anyway. No amount of contracts or provision for settling financial matters in the court 
takes us away from the fact that many couples have few assets and that their divorce 
means two sets of housing rather than one, an increased reliance on state benefits and 
that whatever is paid as maintenance is clawed back in universal credit. The presence or 
not of prenups will do little to affect that financial element. … 
Children cannot and should not be part of prenups or post-nups, because those are 
agreements between two adults. … 
col 1926 As for cohabitation, if one changes the law relating to cohabiting couples now 
without reforming the law relating to financial provision, then cohabiting couples going to 
court will find themselves caught up in the same network of inefficient, uncertain financial 
provision as existing married couples do. There is no reason to delay statutory enactment 
of prenups law. … 
To read the full transcript see 
https://hansard.parliament.uk/lords/2025-02-27/debates/9CF77A50-10D3-4F2B-9F0D-
83B32286D4C6/PrenuptialAgreements  

 

The judgement referred to above by Baroness Deech and Lord Timpson can be read at 
https://supremecourt.uk/uploads/uksc_2009_0031_judgment_db72197d25.pdf  
 

The Law Commission report referred to above by Baroness Deech and Lord Timpson can 
be read at 
https://cloud-platform-e218f50a4812967ba1215eaecede923f.s3.amazonaws.com/upload
s/sites/30/2015/03/lc343_matrimonial_property.pdf 

 

The Matrimonial Causes Act 1973, referred to above by Baroness Shackleton of Belgravia 
and Baroness Berridge, can be read at 
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1973/18/contents  
 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/lords/2025-02-27/debates/9CF77A50-10D3-4F2B-9F0D-83B32286D4C6/PrenuptialAgreements
https://hansard.parliament.uk/lords/2025-02-27/debates/9CF77A50-10D3-4F2B-9F0D-83B32286D4C6/PrenuptialAgreements
https://supremecourt.uk/uploads/uksc_2009_0031_judgment_db72197d25.pdf
https://cloud-platform-e218f50a4812967ba1215eaecede923f.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/sites/30/2015/03/lc343_matrimonial_property.pdf
https://cloud-platform-e218f50a4812967ba1215eaecede923f.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/sites/30/2015/03/lc343_matrimonial_property.pdf
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1973/18/contents
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Schedule 1 to the Children Act 1989, referred to above by Baroness Shackleton of 
Belgravia and Baroness Berridge, can be read at 
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1989/41/schedule/1  
 

Section 16 of the Family Law (Scotland) Act 1985, referred to above by Lord Keen of Elie, 
can be read at 
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1985/37/section/16  
 

The Law Commission scoping paper referred to above by Lord Timpson can be read at 
https://cloud-platform-e218f50a4812967ba1215eaecede923f.s3.amazonaws.com/upload
s/sites/30/2024/12/Financial-Remedies-scoping-report-Dec-24-1.pdf 
 
 

House of Commons Oral Answers 

Gaza: BBC Coverage 
col 935 Stuart Andrew (Conservative): To ask the Secretary of State if she will make a 
statement on the coverage of Gaza by the BBC. 

The Secretary of State for Culture, Media and Sport (Lisa Nandy): … Hamas is 
a proscribed terrorist organisation in the UK. It is my view and the view of this 
Government—I hope it is shared across the whole House—that Hamas is a terrorist 
organisation guilty of heinous acts of terrorism over many years, including the 
appalling terrorist and antisemitic attacks carried out on 7 October 2023. … 
That tragic day and the conflict that followed have had real-life impacts on 
communities across the UK, playing out on our streets and overseas, and every 
one of us has a duty to take the utmost care not to exacerbate the situation. That 
is why I have discussed editorial guidelines with the BBC director general in recent 
days. The BBC has clear editorial guidelines to report Hamas as a terror 
organisation proscribed by the UK Government. That was its policy under the last 
Government, and that remains its policy now. 
I held discussions with the BBC director general earlier this week at my request in 
order to seek urgent answers about the checks and due diligence that should have 
been carried out ahead of the screening of a recent documentary on Gaza, and 
about the commissioning, the payment and the use of licence fee payers’ money. I 
also sought cast-iron assurances that no money paid has fallen into the hands of 
Hamas and that the utmost care was taken to ensure that that was the case. I 
expect to be kept informed about the findings of the internal BBC investigation, and 
I will be happy to update … the House on its progress. 
Across all the issues on which the BBC may report, the BBC’s operational and 
editorial independence from the Government is an important principle that we 
intend to uphold. … it is essential that the BBC maintains the highest standards of 
reporting and governance, as the public rightly expect. … 

Stuart Andrew: … The documentary “Gaza: How to Survive a Warzone” was broadcast 
by the BBC on 17 February. It purported to show what everyday life was like for people in 
Gaza—a topic of huge sensitivity. As the UK’s public broadcaster, the BBC has a duty to 
provide accurate and impartial news and information, which is particularly important when 
it comes to coverage of highly sensitive events. In this case, it is clear that the BBC has 
fallen far short of those standards. 
Shortly after it aired, reports emerged that the documentary was narrated by the son of a 
senior Hamas figure. Initially, the BBC defended the programme as an “invaluable 
testament” to the conflict and kept it available on iPlayer. Only after a significant public 
backlash did the BBC decide to withdraw it. Then we learned that on at least five 
occasions, the words “Yahud” and “Yahudy”—Arabic for “Jew” and “Jews”—were changed 
to “Israel” and “Israeli forces”,  or  were  removed  from  the  documentary;  and  then  we  
 

https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1989/41/schedule/1
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1985/37/section/16
https://cloud-platform-e218f50a4812967ba1215eaecede923f.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/sites/30/2024/12/Financial-Remedies-scoping-report-Dec-24-1.pdf
https://cloud-platform-e218f50a4812967ba1215eaecede923f.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/sites/30/2024/12/Financial-Remedies-scoping-report-Dec-24-1.pdf
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learned that up to £400,000 in public funds might have indirectly supported a terrorist 
organisation. 
col 926 However, I regret to say that the Government’s response to these allegations has 
been just as concerning. On Monday the Secretary of State refused to say whether Hamas, 
a proscribed terrorist organisation, should be described as such by the BBC, but I was 
glad to hear her comments today. On Tuesday the Home Secretary, the Minister 
responsible for addressing threats related to terrorism, said that she did not “know the 
details” surrounding this case, despite allegations that £400,000 in public funds may have 
indirectly supported this organisation. … 

Lisa Nandy: … I have a long history of taking antisemitism extremely seriously—
for instance, when it poisoned my own party—and I will always speak out without 
fear or favour when I see it raise its ugly head. … in the media interviews … I made 
it crystal clear that the UK Government and I believe, and have believed for a long 
time, that Hamas is not only a proscribed terrorist organisation in the UK but a 
terrorist organisation, and we will continue to describe it as such. He will also know 
that in one of those interviews I made it clear that I had requested a meeting with 
the director general of the BBC to discuss the matter. … 

col 937 Paul Waugh (Labour Co-op): Along with several other Members, I visited Israel 
and the occupied west bank last week, but there was no access to Gaza for us. In fact, the 
closest we got to it was viewing the utter devastation of Gaza City through a telescope. 
Over the last year during the war, according to the Committee to Protect Journalists, at 
least 162 Palestinian journalists have been killed in Gaza, and the BBC and other 
journalists have had no access to Gaza whatsoever. Does the Secretary of State agree 
that that is as unacceptable as any attacks on the independence of the BBC? 

Lisa Nandy: Yes. The duty to report on what is happening to people in Gaza is 
absolutely fundamental, and my right hon. Friend the Foreign Secretary has raised 
the issue of journalists, access and protection and safety a number of times. … 

Max Wilkinson (Liberal Democrat): … I cannot imagine what it must be like to be a 
Palestinian child in Gaza. In the first six months of the war alone, 2% of the child population 
was killed or injured, and tens of thousands more will have been orphaned or left 
homeless. Given this humanitarian catastrophe, many in this House today will find it deeply 
disappointing that, due to errors made in the production of this documentary, we are 
instead discussing why it was pulled, rather than the pressing matter at hand. … 

Lisa Nandy: … In the last year I met with the British families of some of the children 
in Gaza and the stories are absolutely horrifying. We have a duty to ensure that 
those stories are told, and that people can have confidence in what they are being 
told. 

Naz shah (Labour): I thank the Secretary of State for getting to grips with this issue so 
quickly and acknowledging that what happened on 7 October and what happened 
subsequently in Gaza is of huge significance … Will she commit to coming back to this 
Chamber and updating us on the outcome of whatever happens with the BBC 
investigation? 

col 938 Lisa Nandy: … I will be more than happy to keep colleagues updated as 
this progresses and to update the whole House at the earliest opportunity. 

Caroline Dinenage (Conservative): The BBC has definitely got questions to answer here, 
not just on the dealings over this film but on the wider concerns about the representation 
and reporting of the Gaza conflict. As the Secretary of State said, Hamas are a proscribed 
terrorist organisation yet they are referred to as such in just 7.7% of instances of reporting 
by the BBC. It took four days after broadcast for this programme to be taken off iPlayer, 
and at that point the BBC said there had to be further due diligence with the production 
company. … 

Lisa Nandy: … the BBC board plays the critical role in ensuring that the BBC 
reaches the highest possible standards,  which she and I,  and indeed all Members  
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of this House, expect. They will have heard her words and mine loud and clear: we 
expect them to play that role. … 

Greg Smith (Conservative): I listened carefully to what the Secretary of State said and 
welcome her clear criticism of this documentary, but may I return to some of the—at best—
mistranslation that happened during the documentary … Instances of the Arabic words for 
“Jews” were changed to “Israeli” and, possibly worst of all, one interviewee praised the 
Hamas leader for his “Jihad against the Jews”, yet the BBC translated that to “fighting 
Israeli forces”. That is not an error in Google Translate; it is clearly a deliberate attempt to 
completely misinterpret the approach towards Hamas and the situation in the middle east. 
Can she give me an assurance that she will be robust in challenging those translations, 
because those terms are clearly antisemitic and take a pro-Hamas, pro-terrorist viewpoint? 

col 939 Lisa Nandy: I am more than happy to give the hon. Gentleman that 
assurance. I discussed the precise use of language with the BBC director general 
earlier this week. On the question asked by the hon. Member for Gosport (Dame 
Caroline Dinenage), I also discussed the use of the full term “a proscribed terror 
organisation” by the UK Government and the frequency with which that term is used 
by the BBC. … 

Melanie Ward (Labour): Hamas are a proscribed organisation and that is as it should be. 
The Israeli military has banned international journalists from Gaza and at least 162 
Palestinian journalists have been killed in Gaza in the last 500 days. Does the Secretary 
of State agree that BBC and all media coverage of Gaza can only benefit from journalists 
being allowed in to report on the ground … 

Lisa Nandy: I pay tribute to my hon. Friend for the work that she has done over 
many years, including as the director of Medical Aid for Palestinians. She knows 
better than anyone in this House what is happening in Gaza—I think she may be 
the only Member of the House who has recently been in Gaza to see the conditions 
that many hon. Members have described. I very much agree with her point about 
journalistic access and safety. … 

Lisa Smart (Liberal Democrat): … the most important issue is the maintenance of the 
ceasefire. Hostages need to go home, aid needs to get in and a peaceful future needs to 
be built. What more can this Government do to ensure that the stories of those affected 
are heard, to continue the international determination for the maintenance of the 
ceasefire? 

Lisa Nandy: When I met British Palestinians whose family members are in Gaza 
and when I met the families whose loved ones had been taken hostage by Hamas, 
and had been held or continue to be held in Gaza, I made a commitment to them 
that, in opposition and in government, we would continue to use every opportunity 
to shine a spotlight on what is happening to them. … 

col 940 Chi Onwurah (Labour): Since the Hamas atrocities of 7 October, tens of 
thousands of Gazans have been killed by Israeli forces, and hundreds of thousands more 
have been subject to unimaginable suffering. It is essential that their stories be told and it 
is unacceptable that the BBC should have chosen to tell them through those connected to 
Hamas. We understand that the BBC is not allowed into Gaza, so will the Secretary of 
State confirm where this programme was subcontracted and to whom? On the issue of 
translation, does the BBC not have a translation guide? Is that publicly available? If not, 
should it be? Finally, when Israeli Ministers and others call for the ethnic cleansing of Gaza 
or for the elimination of the Palestinian people, surely that must be reported in a way that 
highlights that that is illegal and the cause of immense distress to many in this country? 

Lisa Nandy: … I can confirm that this was not a BBC programme; it was 
commissioned by an external organisation. That in no way absolves the BBC from 
the responsibility to undertake due diligence on a programme that it airs. When it is 
aired by our national broadcaster, it is granted the legitimacy of our national 
broadcaster, and that is why these standards matter. I will take away her suggestion  
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about a publicly available translation guide … and discuss that with the BBC. 
Brendan O’Hara (SNP): It is essential that the editorial independence of the BBC is 
protected at home and abroad. Will the Secretary of State tell the House whether she or 
anyone in her Department had contact, formally or informally, with the Israeli embassy 
about the documentary before it was pulled from iPlayer? And will she say when contact 
was first made between her and the BBC, between the programme being airing and then 
being pulled from iPlayer? 

Lisa Nandy: No. 
Yuan Yang (Labour): … the British media at large have greatly suffered from a lack of 
access in Gaza during the deadliest war on record for journalists. My former colleagues 
have variously been denied entry and had unnecessarily prolonged and risky exits, and 
our Palestinian contributors have been stuck in a living nightmare. Will the Secretary of 
State ensure that she continues to safeguard British media interests and their reporting 
abroad and work with Foreign Office colleagues to enlarge access for journalists in Gaza? 

Lisa Nandy: I am very happy to give my hon. Friend that assurance. … 
col 941 Bob Blackman (Conservative): I welcome the Secretary of State’s robust view 
on the BBC. However, the problem is that the BBC does not refer to Hamas as a terrorist 
organisation, as it should. Indeed, the problem is that David Collier, an investigative 
journalist, could actually go through the documentary and identify all the errors that were 
made while sitting at his computer. If the BBC cannot do that, something is seriously 
wrong, particularly when it is in the position of commissioning this documentary, not doing 
it internally. Can the Secretary of State make sure that when she talks to the BBC, it makes 
extra efforts to ensure that if it commissions these sorts of documentaries, they are actually 
accurate and not using terrorists and potentially funnelling money to terrorists? 

Lisa Nandy: I am happy to give the hon. Gentleman that assurance. That was part 
of the discussions I had with the BBC director general earlier this week. … 

Rachel Hopkins (Labour): Does the Secretary of State agree that across all the issues 
that the BBC may report on, its operational and editorial independence from Government 
is an important principle that should be upheld? 

Lisa Nandy: Yes, I very much agree with my hon. Friend, not least because it is 
the role of broadcasters to hold a mirror up not just to society, but to the 
Government, and to hold us to account. … 

Richard Tice (Reform): Once again, the BBC has got it badly wrong, since 7 October, 
with its treatment and description of Hamas as a terrorist organisation. Once again, we are 
told that lessons will be learned. Does the Secretary of State think that the BBC is 
incompetent, negligent or just riddled with antisemitism? 

Lisa Nandy: I have been absolutely clear with this House that I think the BBC has 
serious questions to answer. The director general was very clear with me earlier 
this week that it has serious questions to answer and that it intends to answer them 
in full, and I will make sure that is the case. 

Nick Timothy (Conservative): It is quite clear that the BBC has not shown the standards 
of journalistic integrity that we expect of it in the case of this documentary or through its 
coverage of the 7 October attacks and the war that followed. Danny Cohen, the former 
BBC director of television, says that the BBC is “institutionally hostile to Israel”. Can we 
have an inquiry into not only this incident, but the BBC’s relationship with Hamas, the 
independence of its reporters in Gaza from Hamas and its wider coverage of Israel? If 
there is evidence of BBC funds reaching a proscribed terrorist organisation, will the 
Secretary of State join me in saying that there should be a full criminal investigation? 

col 942 Lisa Nandy: Ensuring that no money has fallen into the hands of Hamas is 
the duty of all of us. … 
I also reassure the hon. Gentleman that in December I convened a roundtable with 
the Jewish community to discuss antisemitism in the arts and the creative industries 
more  generally.  I  was  appalled  by  what  I  heard  at  that  meeting,  which  was  
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convened by Lord Mann and the Board of Deputies of British Jews. We are working 
very closely together to stamp out the many unacceptable practices that we have 
seen creep not just into the BBC, but across broadcasting and the arts more 
generally since this appalling conflict began. 

Iqbal Mohamed (Independent): … We all agree that the genuine inaccuracies and 
misrepresentations in this documentary, and in all reporting, must be addressed, and that 
steps must be taken to prevent them from reoccurring. We also all agree that there is no 
place for antisemitism or any other racism anywhere. 
The BBC has been accused by more than 100 of its staff of giving Israel favourable 
coverage in its reporting of the war on Gaza, and criticised for its lack of accurate, 
evidence-based journalism. The letter, sent to the BBC’s director general and chief 
executive officer, said: “Basic journalistic tenets have been lacking when it comes to 
holding Israel to account for its actions.” 
Its signatories included more than 100 anonymous BBC staff and more than 200 people 
from the media industry. The letter also said: “The consequences of inadequate coverage 
are significant. Every television report, article and radio interview that has failed to robustly 
challenge Israeli claims has systematically dehumanised Palestinians.” …  
What steps is the Secretary of State taking to investigate and address the unacceptable 
and biased anti-Palestinian and pro-Israel reporting by the BBC since 7 October, so that it 
can be trusted by those in this House and by the licence fee payers who fund its existence? 

Lisa Nandy: The views that the hon. Gentleman has expressed show what a 
contested and difficult area this is to report on. While this Government believe it is 
essential that we shine a spotlight on what is happening to people—particularly 
children—in Gaza, there is no excuse for antisemitism, or for the sorts of practices 
that have been alleged against the BBC in recent weeks in relation to this 
documentary. 

Jack Rankin (conservative): … This is an egregious example, but the problem is the 
pattern of behaviour; for example, the BBC has spent £330,000 of taxpayers’ money on 
legal fees to cover up the 2004 Balen report into coverage of this conflict. Does the 
Secretary of State agree that there are valid questions as to why the BBC has refused to 
submit to an independent inquiry? Does she agree that the findings of the Balen report 
have been suppressed, and will the Government urge the BBC to publish that report? 

col 943 Lisa Nandy: The hon. Gentleman is right that there are valid questions to 
answer. The BBC is a treasured national broadcaster … That is why we are 
determined to hold it to the highest possible standards, and we expect that it will do 
nothing less itself. 

Shockat Adam (Independent): … We all agree that the BBC’s impartiality is imperative 
and that antisemitism is abhorrent, but is it not enough that we have stood by as 48,900 
Gazans have been killed, including 17,400 Gazan children? Is it not enough that we have 
stood by as 320 aid workers and 162 journalists have been killed? Does the Secretary of 
State agree that children, and the narrator of this show specifically, cannot be held 
accountable for the actions of their parents, or is this just an extension of Netanyahu’s 
policy of collective punishment of the Gazan people? 

Lisa Nandy: Of course I agree with the hon. Gentleman that children cannot be 
held responsible for relationships that they have but, to be clear, if the child in 
question is related to senior Hamas officials, that is important context for viewers to 
understand. Not to inform the public about that context falls way short of the 
standards we would expect of our national broadcasters. 
Can I also say to the hon. Gentleman that we as a country have not stood aside 
while over 47,000 people have been killed in Gaza? My right hon. Friend the 
Foreign Secretary has made this his top priority—he has been in the region several 
times in recent months—and just a few weeks ago, my right hon. Friend the Minister 
for Development announced £17 million in humanitarian funding for Gaza to ensure  
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that we support its people.  
Notwithstanding the very difficult decision that the Prime Minister announced at this 
Dispatch Box on Tuesday, we are committed to continuing to support the people of 
Gaza. 

col 944 Martin Vickers (Conservative): The days when people gained their news from 
the BBC and ITV are long gone. We now have a whole range of media outlets, many of 
which do not have the same editorial standards as we expect from our national 
broadcaster, so does the Secretary of State agree that it is vital that we can trust our 
national broadcaster and that it maintains the highest possible standards? 

Lisa Nandy: The hon. Member makes an important point, which I do not think 
anybody has made yet in this debate, which is that we expect more from the BBC, 
because it is our treasured national broadcaster. … 

Jim Shannon (DUP): … The BBC has publicly funded status and therefore has an 
obligation to report impartially, but that has been called into question since the 7 October 
atrocities. Will the Minister act to hold the BBC cameraman and the staff accountable for 
their failings? Furthermore, what measures will be introduced to ensure that the BBC’s 
editorial standards are raised to prevent the dissemination of misleading, biased and 
unverified content? 

Lisa Nandy: The hon. Member will have heard that I raised a number of issues 
around this particular documentary and the reporting of this conflict more generally 
when I met the BBC director general. I expect the highest possible standards. I 
heard from the director general that he expects the highest possible standards as 
well and that the review will cover all the areas that the hon. Member rightly raises. 

To read the full transcript see 
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2025-02-27/debates/89B386F6-B5B4-4013-
B810-B1F4A4A1C741/GazaBBCCoverage  
 
 

House of Commons Written Answers 

The following two questions both received the same answer 
Department for Work and Pensions: Muslim Council of Britain 

Joe Robertson (Conservative) [31696] To ask the Secretary of State for Work and 
Pensions, pursuant to the Answer of 11 February 2025 to Question 28705 on Department 
for Work and Pensions: Muslim Council of Britain, whether the Minister for Social Security 
and Disability discussed policy on engaging with the Muslim Council of Britain prior to 
accepting the invitation to the dinner. 
Joe Robertson (Conservative) [31697] To ask the Secretary of State for Work and 
Pensions, pursuant to the Answer of 11 February 2025 to Question 28705 on Department 
for Work and Pensions: Muslim Council of Britain, if he will declare his attendance at the 
Muslim Council of Britain's leadership dinner on 20 January 2025 in ministerial (a) 
meetings and (b) hospitality returns. 

Stephen Timms: Policy on engaging with the Muslim Council of Britain was not 
discussed prior to attending this event. 
This engagement will not be recorded as a ministerial meeting. As the value of 
hospitality did not surpass the de minimis level, this event will not be recorded in 
hospitality returns. 

https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2025-02-13/31696  
and 
https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2025-02-13/31697  
 

The answer referred to above can be read at 
https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2025-02-04/28705  
 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2025-02-27/debates/89B386F6-B5B4-4013-B810-B1F4A4A1C741/GazaBBCCoverage
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2025-02-27/debates/89B386F6-B5B4-4013-B810-B1F4A4A1C741/GazaBBCCoverage
https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2025-02-13/31696
https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2025-02-13/31697
https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2025-02-04/28705
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UK Parliament Early Day Motion 

Bell Ribeiro-Addy (Labour) [868] Cap exemption under Listed Places of Worship – 
That this House notes with concern that the new £25,000 cap on the Listed Places of 
Worship scheme has created significant financial difficulties for churches across the 
country that have building projects already in progress; believes that the sudden and 
unexpected introduction of the cap on January 22nd amounts to an unfair change of policy 
for places of worship that have already signed contracts; notes that the cap has put in 
jeopardy projects that are designed to restore important historic buildings and provide 
crucial community services, such as Holy Trinity Clapham which has raised £6.2m to 
expand its community services for the homeless and vulnerable, families and children but 
which now faces an extra £1m tax bill; recognises the scheme has received cross-party 
support across successive governments; and calls on the Government to ensure the 
introduction of an exemption for places of worship that already have signed contracts for 
projects set to conclude in the 2025-26 financial year, before the cap was introduced. 
https://edm.parliament.uk/early-day-motion/63236  
 

Information about the Listed Places of Worship Scheme, referred to above, can be read at 
https://listed-places-of-worship-grant.dcms.gov.uk/  
 
 

Scottish Parliament Oral Answer 

Religious Observance in Schools 
Emma Roddick (SNP): The Children and Young People’s Commissioner Scotland has 
said that the Scottish Government’s proposed changes on religious observance do not 
represent significant progress towards compliance with the United Nations Convention on 
the Rights of the Child, because they do not include allowing young people to 
independently opt out of religious observance at school. Parents have always had the right 
to opt their children out, but pupils have no equivalent right, no matter their age, maturity 
or personal beliefs. In an increasingly secular and religiously diverse country, it is critical 
that young people of all faiths and none have their beliefs and choices respected at school. 
Will the First Minister consider that? 

The First Minister (John Swinney): This issue is the subject of a consultation that 
closed on 26 January. There are a wide range of views on the topic, and ministers 
will consider them and decide on the way forward. We will consider all the 
responses to the consultation and will publish an analysis in due course. At that 
point, we will set out the steps that we will take to address the issues that are the 
subject of the consultation. 

https://www.parliament.scot/chamber-and-committees/official-report/search-what-was-
said-in-parliament/meeting-of-parliament-27-02-2025?meeting=16283&iob=139100#orsc
ontributions_M16197E314P803C2662067 

 

Information about the consultation referred to above can be read at 
https://www.gov.scot/publications/consultation-paper-proposals-amend-legislation-
religious-observance-religious-education-schools-support-alignment-united-nations-
convention-rights-child/pages/  
 
 

BBC 

Statements on Gaza: How to Survive a War Zone 
A BBC spokesperson said: “BBC News has conducted an initial review on the programme 
“Gaza: How To Survive A Warzone”.  Today the BBC Board was updated on that work. It  

 

https://edm.parliament.uk/early-day-motion/63236
https://listed-places-of-worship-grant.dcms.gov.uk/
https://www.parliament.scot/chamber-and-committees/official-report/search-what-was-said-in-parliament/meeting-of-parliament-27-02-2025?meeting=16283&iob=139100#orscontributions_M16197E314P803C2662067
https://www.parliament.scot/chamber-and-committees/official-report/search-what-was-said-in-parliament/meeting-of-parliament-27-02-2025?meeting=16283&iob=139100#orscontributions_M16197E314P803C2662067
https://www.parliament.scot/chamber-and-committees/official-report/search-what-was-said-in-parliament/meeting-of-parliament-27-02-2025?meeting=16283&iob=139100#orscontributions_M16197E314P803C2662067
https://www.gov.scot/publications/consultation-paper-proposals-amend-legislation-religious-observance-religious-education-schools-support-alignment-united-nations-convention-rights-child/pages/
https://www.gov.scot/publications/consultation-paper-proposals-amend-legislation-religious-observance-religious-education-schools-support-alignment-united-nations-convention-rights-child/pages/
https://www.gov.scot/publications/consultation-paper-proposals-amend-legislation-religious-observance-religious-education-schools-support-alignment-united-nations-convention-rights-child/pages/
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has identified serious flaws in the making of this programme. Some of these were made 
by the production company, and some by the BBC; all of them are unacceptable. BBC 
News takes full responsibility for these and the impact that these have had on the 
Corporation’s reputation. We apologise for this. 
“Nothing is more important than the trust that our audiences have in our journalism. This 
incident has damaged that trust. While the intent of the documentary was aligned with our 
purpose – to tell the story of what is happening around the world, even in the most difficult 
and dangerous places – the processes and execution of this programme fell short of our 
expectations. Although the programme was made by an independent production company, 
who were commissioned to deliver a fully compliant documentary, the BBC has ultimate 
editorial responsibility for this programme as broadcast. 
“One of the core questions is around the family connections of the young boy who is the 
narrator of the film. During the production process, the independent production company 
was asked in writing a number of times by the BBC, about any potential connections he 
and his family might have with Hamas. Since transmission, they have acknowledged that 
they knew that the boy’s father was a Deputy Agriculture Minister in the Hamas 
Government; they have also acknowledged that they never told the BBC this fact. It was 
then the BBC’s own failing that we did not uncover that fact and the documentary was 
aired. 
“Hoyo Films have told us that they paid the boy’s mother, via his sister’s bank account, a 
limited sum of money for the narration. While Hoyo Films have assured us that no 
payments were made to members of Hamas or its affiliates, either directly, in kind, or as a 
gift, the BBC is seeking additional assurance around the budget of the programme and will 
undertake a full audit of expenditure. We are requesting the relevant financial accounts of 
the production company in order to do that. 
“Given the BBC’s own failings, the Director-General has asked for complaints on this 
matter to be expedited to the Editorial Complaints Unit, which is separate from BBC News. 
Alongside this a full fact-finding review will be undertaken; the Director-General has asked 
Peter Johnston to lead this work. 
“Peter Johnston, the Director of Editorial Complaints and Reviews, is independent of BBC 
News and reports directly to the Director-General. He will consider all of the complaints 
and issues that have been raised. He will determine whether any editorial guidelines have 
been broken; rapidly address the complaints that have been made; and, enable the BBC 
to determine whether any disciplinary action is warranted in relation to shortcomings in the 
making of this programme. This will include issues around the use of language, translation 
and continuity that have also been raised with the BBC. 
“We have no plans to broadcast the programme again in its current form or return it to 
iPlayer and will make a further assessment once the work of Peter Johnston is complete.” 

 

Statement from the BBC Board: 
“The BBC Board met today. The subject matter of the documentary was clearly a legitimate 
area to explore, but nothing is more important than trust and transparency in our 
journalism. While the Board appreciates that mistakes can be made, the mistakes here 
are significant and damaging to the BBC. 
“The Board has required the Executive to report back at the earliest opportunity on the 
outcomes of the work the Director-General has commissioned.” 
https://www.bbc.com/mediacentre/statements/gaza-how-to-survive-a-war-zone  
 

TOP 

https://www.bbc.com/mediacentre/statements/gaza-how-to-survive-a-war-zone
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Israel 

See also Commons oral answers “Gaza: BBC coverage” that are included in the 
Home Affairs section above. 
 

House of Commons Oral Answers 

Diocese of Jerusalem 
Kate Osamor (Labour Co-op) [902891] What support the Church is providing to the 
diocese of Jerusalem, in the context of the situation in the Occupied 
Palestinian Territories.  

Marsha De Cordova: The situation in Gaza and the west bank is devastating, and 
the Church continues to support the diocese of Jerusalem through prayer, financial 
assistance and advocacy. The archbishop’s appeal for the diocese continues to 
provide much-needed support for Church organisations and bodies, whether that 
is in Gaza or the west bank. 

Kate Osamor: On the west bank and in Jerusalem, the security situation and the economic 
conditions are worsening, with increasing violence and a decline in the number of pilgrims 
visiting. That has led to a rising level of emigration, as many Christians leave the Holy 
Land, where generations before them had lived. Will my hon. Friend outline the work the 
Church is doing to assist the diocese in supporting its dwindling congregations in these 
difficult times? 

Marsha De Cordova: There is no safe place on the west bank, including in East 
Jerusalem, for Palestinians. The attacks on the Christian community there are 
focused on seizing land and property, and have been increasing in recent months, 
with Armenian churches bearing the brunt. The Christian community faces a co-
ordinated and aggressive move to drive these living stones of our faith to leave the 
region. Bishops have frequently visited the region over the past 16 months; they 
have regularly met the Archbishop of Jerusalem to discuss how best they can help 
the diocese to respond to the many appalling attacks. It is important that we hold 
up the people of Palestine in prayer for their safety and security. Violence is not the 
answer to any of this. 

Jim Shannon (DUP): A year and a half ago, I met the Archbishop of Jerusalem. He 
outlined some of the things the Church was doing on education, jobs, and opportunities 
for young people to do apprenticeships. Those things can only happen if there is money 
available. What discussions has the Church Commissioner had with the Archbishop and 
the Church on helping to retain young people in Jerusalem? 

Marsha De Cordova: I mentioned funds in my response to my hon. Friend the 
Member for Edmonton and Winchmore Hill (Kate Osamor). I can certainly write to 
the hon. Gentleman about the discussions that have taken place with the 
Archbishop of Jerusalem, if he would find that helpful. 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2025-02-27/debates/0176E6E0-C06F-478D-
ABCF-A8A712AB9225/DioceseOfJerusalem  
 
 

House of Commons Written Answers 

Yoav Gallant 
Chris Law (SNP) [31017] To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign, Commonwealth and 
Development Affairs, whether his Department holds information on whether Yoav Gallant 
travelled through British airspace in December 2024. 

Hamish Falconer: We do not hold this information. 
https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2025-02-12/31017  
 

https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2025-02-27/debates/0176E6E0-C06F-478D-ABCF-A8A712AB9225/DioceseOfJerusalem
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2025-02-27/debates/0176E6E0-C06F-478D-ABCF-A8A712AB9225/DioceseOfJerusalem
https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2025-02-12/31017
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Israel: Occupied Territories 
Ayoub Khan (Independent) [31730] To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign, 
Commonwealth and Development Affairs, What assessment he has made of the 
implications for his policies of the ICJ Advisory Opinion on the Legal Consequences arising 
from the Policies and Practices of Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including 
East Jerusalem. 

Hamish Falconer: The UK is fully committed to international law and respects the 
independence of the International Court of Justice (ICJ). We continue to consider 
the Court's Advisory Opinion carefully, with the seriousness and rigour it deserves. 
 We are of the clear view that Israel should bring an end to its presence in the 
Occupied Palestinian Territories as rapidly as possible, but it must be done in a way 
that creates the conditions for negotiations towards the two-state solution. 

https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2025-02-13/31730  
 

The International Court of Justice Advisory Opinion referred to above can be read at 
https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/186/186-20240719-adv-01-00-en.pdf  
 
 

UK Parliament Early Day Motion 

Richard Burgon (Labour) [864] Israel’s military presence in the West Bank – That this 
House expresses alarm over the escalating Israeli military assaults across the illegally 
occupied West Bank, including the use of armoured tanks in Jenin for the first time since 
2002; notes that since 21 January 2025, Israel has launched a major offensive resulting in 
the deaths of at least 51 Palestinians, including at least 7 children, and the forced 
displacement of over 40,000 Palestinians from refugee camps in the north of the West 
Bank; condemns the targeting and killing of children including Ayman Al-Hemouni, 12, and 
Rimas Ammouri, 13, both shot in the back by Israeli forces on 21 February; further 
expresses alarm at Israeli Defence Minister Israel Katz’s statement that Palestinian 
refugee camps in Jenin, Tulkarem, and Tubas are now empty of residents and his 
instruction to prepare for a prolonged military presence; further condemns coordinated 
attacks by Israeli forces and settlers against Palestinian communities, including in Masafer 
Yatta and occupied East Jerusalem, where homes and structures have been set ablaze; 
recalls the International Court of Justice ruling in July 2024 that Israel's occupation of 
Palestinian territory is unlawful and that all states have a legal obligation not to aid or assist 
this illegal occupation and to act to bring it to an end; and urges the Government to take 
steps including a ban on all goods from illegal Israeli settlements and to end military 
cooperation and arms trade with Israel and all other trade that aids or assists Israel’s 
unlawful occupation. 
https://edm.parliament.uk/early-day-motion/63231  
 

The International Court of Justice ruling (Advisory Opinion) referred to above can be read at 
https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/186/186-20240719-adv-01-00-en.pdf  
 
 

Scottish Parliament Motion 

Jamie Greene (Conservative) [S6M-16510.1] Calling for a Boycott on Israel's 
Sporting Participation – Amendment – As an amendment to motion S6M-16510 in the 
name of James Dornan (Calling for a Boycott on Israel's Sporting Participation), leave out 
from "recognises" to end and insert "considers that sport can and should be used to build 
bridges between communities, nations and those of differing views or religions; does not 
believe that punishing athletes, or sweeping general attacks on the wider populous, is the 
way to disagree with the actions of the governments of the countries from which they come  

 

https://questions-statements.parliament.uk/written-questions/detail/2025-02-13/31730
https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/186/186-20240719-adv-01-00-en.pdf
https://edm.parliament.uk/early-day-motion/63231
https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/186/186-20240719-adv-01-00-en.pdf
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or represent; believes fundamentally that football, and sport more widely, should not be 
the home of exclusion or intolerance based on the nationality, race, religion or ethnicity of 
the participants, nor used as a proxy to make wider geopolitical points, and further believes 
that, despite holding views of concern about the ongoing nature of the conflict in the Middle 
East, on which there is much to agree, sport is not the place for what it sees as such 
antagonistic political division, given what it considers is its continuous ability to bring 
people together in times of conflict, as, it believes, history often well proves." 
https://www.parliament.scot/chamber-and-committees/votes-and-motions/S6M-16510-1  
 

The Motion to which the above is an amendment can be read at 
https://www.parliament.scot/chamber-and-committees/votes-and-motions/S6M-16510  
 

TOP 

 

Relevant Legislation   ** new or updated today 

UK Parliament 

Arms Trade (Inquiry and Suspension) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3922  

 
Assisted Dying for Terminally Ill Adults Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3741  

 
Children's Wellbeing and Schools Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3909  

 
Crime and Policing Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3938  

 
Education (Assemblies) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3769  

 
Exemption from Value Added Tax (Listed Places of Worship)  
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3847 

 
Holocaust Memorial Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3421  

 
Marriage (Prohibited Degrees of Relationship) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3907  

 
Meat (Information About Method of Killing) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3843  

 
Non-Domestic Rating (Multipliers and Private Schools) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3887  

 
 
 
 

https://www.parliament.scot/chamber-and-committees/votes-and-motions/S6M-16510-1
https://www.parliament.scot/chamber-and-committees/votes-and-motions/S6M-16510
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3922
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3741
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3909
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3938
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3769
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3847
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3421
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3907
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3843
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3887
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The Jewish Council of Scotland (formerly the Scottish Council of Jewish Communities (SCoJeC)) 
is Scottish Charitable Incorporated Organisation SC029438 

 

Palestine Statehood (Recognition) 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3771  

 
Palestine Statehood (Recognition) (No. 2) 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3796  

 
Palestine Statehood (Recognition) (No. 3) 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3831  

 
Public Body Ethnicity Data (Inclusion of Jewish and Sikh Categories) 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3901  

 
Registration of Death (Religion) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3876  

 
Special Envoy for Freedom of Religion or Belief Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3803  

 
** Terminally Ill Adults (End of Life) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3774  
 

Amendment Paper 
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/bills/cbill/59-
01/0012/amend/terminally_ill_adults_rm_pbc_0228.pdf  

 
Terrorism (Protection of Premises) Bill 
https://bills.parliament.uk/bills/3765  

 

Scottish Parliament 

Assisted Dying for Terminally Ill Adults (Scotland 

https://www.parliament.scot/bills-and-laws/bills/s6/assisted-dying-for-terminally-ill-adults-
scotland-bill 

TOP 

 

Consultations      ** new or updated today 

** closes today 
Have Your Say on the Future of Inter Faith Week (closing date 28 February 2025) 
https://faithbeliefforum.org/inter-faith-week-questionnaire/  
 
Terminally Ill Adults (End of Life) Bill (closing date not stated but “You are strongly 
advised to submit your written evidence as soon as possible”) 
https://www.parliament.uk/business/news/2025/january/terminally-ill-adults-end-of-life-
bill-call-for-evidence/ 

TOP 
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