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Introduction 
 
Ballot Bills are a type of Private Members’ Bill. Of this type of Bill, they have the best chance of becoming 
law, as they get priority for the allocated time available in the Parliamentary session. The names of MPs 
applying for a Bill are drawn in a ballot at the start of each session. Limitations on Parliamentary time mean 
that only a handful of these Bills will receive a Second Reading.  
 
For the 2013-14 session of Parliament, the ballot for Private Members’ Bills took place on Thursday 16 May 
2013. Chairman of Ways and Means, Deputy Speaker Lindsay Hoyle drew 20 names.  
 
The 20 MPs successful in the ballot, their position in the ballot and choice of Bill topic were as follows: 
 
 

MP 
(click to view) 

Position in 
the ballot 

Bill/topic Second Reading date 

Wharton, James  
(Conservative, Stockton 
South) 

1 European Union (Referendum) Bill Friday 5 July 

Blomfield, Paul  
(Labour, Sheffield Central) 

2 High Cost Credit Bill Friday 12 July 

Lord, Jonathan  
(Conservative, Woking) 

3 Citizenship (Armed Forces) Bill Friday 13 September 

Murray, Sheryll  
(Conservative, South East 
Cornwall) 

4 Deep Sea Mining Bill Friday 6 September 

Byles, Dan  
(Conservative, North 
Warwickshire) 

5 House of Lords Reform (No. 2) Bill Friday 18 October 

Meale, Sir Alan  
(Labour, Mansfield) 

6 Private Landlords and Letting and 
Managing Agents (Regulation) Bill 

Friday 25 October 

Gwynne, Andrew  
(Labour, Denton and 
Reddish) 

7 Apprenticeships and Skills (Public 
Procurement Contracts) Bill 

Friday 1 November 

McCartney, Karl  
(Conservative, Lincoln) 

8 Freedom Of Information Requests 
(Disclosure Of Identity Of 

Applicants) Bill 

tbc 

Smith, Sir Robert  
(Liberal Democrat, West 
Aberdeenshire and 
Kincardine) 

9 Delivery Surcharges 
(Transparency For Consumers) Bill 

Friday 13 September 

Evans, Graham  
(Conservative, Weaver 
Vale) 

10 Drug Driving (Assessment of Drug 
Misuse) Bill 

Friday 18 October 

Crockart, Mike  
(Liberal Democrat, 
Edinburgh West) 

11 Communication (Unsolicited 
Telephone Calls and Texts) Bill 

Friday 1 November 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/shared/bsp/hi/pdfs/14_05_13_draft_referendum.pdf
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Tomlinson, Justin  
(Conservative, North 
Swindon) 

12 Graduated Driving Licensing Bill Friday 25 October 

Williams, Mark  
(Liberal Democrat, 
Ceredigion) 

13 Child Maltreatment Bill Friday 12 July 

Bruce, Sir Malcolm  
(Liberal Democrat, 
Gordon) 

14 Communication Support 
(Deafness) Bill 

Friday 25 October 

Spelman, Caroline  
(Conservative, Meriden) 

15 Property Blight Compensation Bill Friday 18 October 

Selous, Andrew  
(Conservative, South West 
Bedfordshire) 

16 Education (Information Sharing) 
Bill 

Friday 12 July 

James, Margot  
(Conservative, 
Stourbridge) 

17 Prisons (Drug Testing) Bill Friday 13 September 

Cash, William  
(Conservative, Stone) 

18 Gender Equality (International 
Development) Bill 

Friday 13 September 

Meacher, Michael  
(Labour, Oldham West 
and Royton) 

19 United Kingdom Corporate and 
Individual Tax and Financial 

Transparency Bill 

Friday 6 September 

Offord, Matthew  
(Conservative, Hendon) 

20 Local Government (Religious etc. 
Observances) Bill 

Friday 18 October 

 
Ballot Bills will have their First Reading in the House of Commons on Wednesday 19 June and will then be 
debated on a sitting Friday. Because time for Private Members’ Bill is limited to 13 sitting Fridays, MPs drawn 
near the top of the ballot have the best chance of securing Parliamentary time for their Bill. 
 
The ten MPs placed highest in the ballot may claim up to £200 expenses in drafting their Bills. Ballot Bills are 
rarely published prior to their Second Readings and they must be approved by Parliamentary clerks. 
 
The following Fridays have been set for discussion of Private Members’ Bills in 2013-14: 

● 5 July 2013 
● 12 July 2013 
● 6 September 2013 
● 13 September 2013 
● 18 October 2013 
● 25 October 2013 
● 1 November 2013 
● 8 November 2013 
● 22 November 2013 
● 29 November 2013 
● 17 January 2014 
● 24 January 2014 
● 28 February 2014 
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However, Members usually require support from the Government for a Bill to become law, as the table from 
the 2012-13 session below illustrates: 
 

Legislation from Ballot Bills 2012-13 MP Position in ballot 

Antarctic Act 2013 Neil Carmichael  
(Con) 

7 

Disabled Persons’ Parking Badges Act 2013 Simon Kirby  
(Con) 

17 

Marine Navigation (No.2) Act 2013 Sheryll Murray  
(Con) 

12 

Mental Health (Discrimination) (No.2) Act 2013 Gavin Barwell  
(Con) 

4 

Mobile Homes Act 2013 Peter Aldous  
(Con) 

5 

Presumption of Death Act 2013 John Glen  
(Con) 

14 

Prevention of Social Housing Fraud Act 2013 Richard Harrington 
(Con) 

9 

Prisons (Interference with Wireless Technology) Act 2012 Sir Paul Beresford (Con) 8 

Prisons (Property) Act 2013 Stuart Andrew  
(Con) 

11 

Scrap Metal Dealers Act 2013 Richard Ottaway (Con) 2 

 
The Bill ballot for this session attracted particular attention because the Conservatives intend to use it to 
address the issue of a referendum on Britain’s EU membership. The lack of a majority by any single party and 
the divisiveness of the issue means that the stakes of this Bill ballot have been higher than normal. 
 
Academics Philip Cowley and Mark Stuart have indicated that this Parliament remains on course to be the 
most rebellious since 1945. In the 2012-13 of Parliament, Conservative MPs broke ranks on 19 per cent of 
divisions. Whilst this was a decline from 28 per cent in the 2010-12 session, the offer of a draft Bill on an 
issue as potent as the EU referendum reflects an interesting gambit on backbench power by the party 
leadership. 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2013/15/pdfs/ukpga_20130015_en.pdf
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2013/4/pdfs/ukpga_20130004_en.pdf
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2013/23/pdfs/ukpga_20130023_en.pdf
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/bills/cbill/2012-2013/0011/2013011.pdf
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2013/14/pdfs/ukpga_20130014_en.pdf
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2013/13/pdfs/ukpga_20130013_en.pdf
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2013/3/pdfs/ukpga_20130003_en.pdf
http://www.parliament.uk/briefing-papers/SN06414.pdf
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2013/11/pdfs/ukpga_20130011_en.pdf
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2013/10/pdfs/ukpga_20130010_en.pdf
http://conservativehome.blogs.com/platform/2013/05/philip-cowley-and-mark-stuart-for-1000am-tuesday.html
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1. James Wharton 
 
Elected the Conservative MP for the marginal seat of Stockton South in 2010, James Wharton carried the 
hopes of his Eurosceptic backbench colleagues when he emerged at the top of the Bill ballot. 
 
He almost immediately announced that he intended to pick on the draft European Union (Referendum) Bill, 
published by Downing Street on 14 May.  
 
Seeking to address questions over the EU Bill, Mr Wharton explained his choice in a blog post on 17 May: 
 
‘It irritates me when politicians talk endlessly about things that most people do not consider priorities to 
them. Europe is an example par excellence. A significant minority of people care passionately about it, and 
with good reason, but a far greater proportion of politicians allow it to dominate debate to the exclusion of 
all else.’ 
 
Speculation around an EU Referendum Bill built in anticipation of the Queen’s Speech. 
 
In early April, it was reported that a group of 100 Conservative backbenchers headed by Conservative MP 
John Baron had written to the Prime Minister urging him to pass laws before the end of the current 
Parliament to institute a referendum on Britain’s EU membership prior to 2017. 
 
While sources at Downing Street are said to have ruled out such new laws, due to a lack of support from 
other parties, Isabel Hardman of the Spectator reported Mr Baron as saying: “They are thinking at this 
moment about legislation for the Queen’s Speech: that’s the simple reason for us writing the letter”. 
 
Such a move, Ms Hardman explained, would offer Conservative candidates ammunition against UKIP 
challengers in the 2014 European elections. 
 
However, in the end, the Coalition Government opted to exclude an EU Referendum Bill from the Queen’s 
Speech. The Bill was excluded on the grounds that the Liberal Democrats oppose introducing legislation for 
an in/out referendum before the next general election. 
 
Faced with this, Mr Baron tabled an amendment to the Queen’s Speech that regretted the exclusion of a 
Referendum Bill. By 14 May 2013, 78 MPs, including 67 Conservatives, six DUP and five Labour had signed 
the motion.  
 
Some Labour MPs, including Frank Field, had encouraged their party to bring their own legislation on an EU 
referendum to trump the Conservatives. 
 
Faced with such a strong showing of backbench support, Prime Minister David Cameron announced the 
publication of a draft EU Referendum Bill, just days before the Bill ballot. 
 
With the Government split over the issue, the Conservative leadership hopes to channel the zeal of their 
backbenchers in persuading one to take up the Bill and guide it through Parliament. 
 
Some commentators, such as the Daily Telegraph’s James Kirkup and BBC Political Editor Nick Robinson were 
skeptical over the Bill’s chances for success. However, it met with approval from vocal backbenchers like 
Michael Fabricant and from newspapers such as the Sun. 
 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/shared/bsp/hi/pdfs/14_05_13_draft_referendum.pdf
http://www.jameswharton.co.uk/2013/05/the-eu-bill-and-a-busy-constituency-day/
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/politics/9967069/David-Cameron-must-make-EU-referendum-promise-more-believable-Tory-MPs-urge.html
http://blogs.spectator.co.uk/coffeehouse/2013/04/over-100-tory-mps-demand-eu-referendum-bill-exclusive-details/
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201314/cmagenda/fb130514.htm
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201314/cmagenda/fb130514.htm
http://blogs.spectator.co.uk/coffeehouse/2013/05/frank-field-interview-labour-needs-to-do-something-dramatic-to-win-back-its-lost-working-class-voters/
http://blogs.telegraph.co.uk/news/jameskirkup/100216797/david-camerons-draft-law-on-an-eu-referendum-is-an-admission-of-multiple-failure/
https://twitter.com/bbcnickrobinson/status/334052316376350722
https://twitter.com/Mike_Fabricant/status/334249457187168256
http://www.thesun.co.uk/sol/homepage/news/sun_says/4508014/The-Sun-says.html
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Nonetheless, Mr Wharton’s position at the top of this year’s Bill ballot guarantees that the House of 
Commons will debate legislation on a referendum over the UK’s membership of the EU.  
 
On 29 May, Conservative Party Chairman Grant Shapps confirmed that the Bill would be debated on Friday 5 
July and that the party’s MPs would be under a Three Line Whip. 
 
He also warned party supporters that “the passage of this Bill is likely to require further sitting Fridays”. The 
Conservatives planned to launch a campaign “to communicate our message to the country, and put pressure 
on both Labour and the Lib Dems to make this referendum a reality”. 
 
However, Mr Shapps acknowledged that “the passage of the Bill won’t be smooth”, in light of opposition 
from both Labour and the Liberal Democrats. 
 
On 12 June, the Conservatives launched a pro-referendum web campaign LetBritainDecide in the run-up to 
the Bill’s Second Reading. Writing on ConservativeHome, Mark Wallace praised the campaign for bring 
“welcome simplicity to a debate that if often bogged down in unnecessary detail”. 
 
The following day, Guido Fawkes revealed that Labour Leader Ed Miliband had ordered his MPs to stay away 
from the vote on the Bill on 5 July. He speculated that: ‘It isn’t impossible that this is part of a coordinated 
strategy to overtake the Tories on the inside and pledge a referendum in 2015.’ 
 
In a note quoted in the Guardian, Labour Whips described the Bill as “a Tory gimmick, a political stunt and 
therefore we are suggesting colleagues do not need to be here, unless they are prepared to make a 
supportive speech on Labour's position”. 
 
If Labour were to abstain in a vote, Mr Wharton’s Bill would be almost guaranteed to pass its Second 
Reading. 

2. Paul Blomfield 
 
Paul Blomfield was elected Labour MP for Sheffield Central in 2010 and is the Parliamentary Private 
Secretary (PPS) to Shadow Communities Secretary Hilary Benn. He also sits on the Business, Innovation and 
Skills Committee. 
 
Mr Blomfield’s policy interests include energy and climate change, universities, housing and the voluntary 
sector. 
 
His office confirmed that his Ballot Bill would cover consumer redress, specifically focusing on financial 
services. 
 
On 17 June, it was announced that Mr Blomfield would be bringing forward the High Cost Credit Bill to target 
payday lenders. In his announcement, he confirmed that: 
 
‘The High Cost Credit Bill will include provisions to control advertising and marketing of high cost credit 
products, and to ensure clearer information is provided to borrowers on the cost of loans and on additional 
charges levied if they fail to repay.  It will include new measures to ensure that loans are affordable by 
introducing lending limits and capping excessive charges.  It will protect borrowers having problems with 
repayment by requiring lenders to refer them to free independent debt advice, freeze charges and ensure 
that proper repayment plans are put in place.’ 

http://www.conservatives.com/News/News_stories/2013/05/Shapps_Support_our_historic_vote_on_Europe.aspx
http://www.letbritaindecide.com/
http://conservativehome.blogs.com/thetorydiary/2013/06/new-campaign-launched-to-let-britain-decide.html
http://order-order.com/2013/06/14/ed-leaves-room-to-kill-tories-on-europe/
http://www.guardian.co.uk/politics/2013/jun/13/labour-abstain-eu-referendum-bill
http://www.paulblomfield.co.uk/news/news-story/article/my-private-members-bill-on-payday-lenders-scottish-independence-motor-neurone-disease-and-creatin.html
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The Bill had been prepared in conjunction with Which?, StepChange, Citizens Advice and the Centre for 
Responsible Credit. Shadow Crime Prevention Minister Stella Creasy was also involved. 
 
Amongst the evidence cited by Mr Blomfield was a report by the Public Accounts Committee on regulating 
consumer credit which heavily criticised the Office of Fair Trading (OFT) for failing to prevent lenders from 
targeting vulnerable people. 
 
It is expected to receive its Second Reading on Friday 12 July. 

3.  Jonathan Lord 
 
Woking MP Jonathan Lord is another of the 2010 intake to finish near the top of the Bill ballot. Freed from 
the constraints of party pressure on the EU Referendum by fellow Conservative backbencher James 
Wharton, Mr Lord occupies the enviable position of guaranteed Parliamentary time for a bill of his choice.  
 
His policy interests include individual tax and duties, industrial relations, banking and unemployment. 
 
Mr Lord’s office confirmed to DeHavilland that he would be bringing forward the Citizenship (Armed Forces) 
Bill to “make provision in connection with applications for naturalisation as a British citizen made by 
members or former members of the armed forces”. 
 
This is a Government hand-out Bill, connected with the Home Office and Immigration Minister Mark Harper. 
Mr Lord’s office added that he had also brought forward the Bill “at the request of” groups including the 
Royal British Legion (RBL), Veterans Aid and the Armed Forces Families Foundation. 

4. Sheryll Murray 
 
The third 2010 Conservative MP to acquire a choice slot, Sheryll Murray holds the seat of South West 
Cornwall with a reasonable majority. A member of the Environmental Audit Select Committee, her policy 
interests include environment, tourism and the Royal Navy. 
 
Ms Murray’s office confirmed to DeHavilland that she would be bringing forward a Bill to address the issue 
of deep sea mining. Her office further confirmed that the Bill was associated with the Foreign Office and that 
the work was done by Foreign Office Minister Alistair Burt. 

5. Dan Byles 
 
Holding the distinction of the smallest majority in the Commons for his seat of North Warwickshire, 
Conservative MP Dan Byles may have been expected to put a constituency-focused Bill at the top of his list 
of priorities after finishing fifth in the ballot.  
 
A member of the Energy and Climate Change Committee, his policy interests include defence, economic 
policy and energy security. He is also a vocal opponent of the High Speed 2 rail project. However, Mr Byles 
chose to opt for Parliamentary reform in the end. 
 

http://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/public-accounts-committee/news/consumer-credit-report/
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Recently, a number of Parliamentarians have been caught in a newspaper sting allegedly accepting cash in 
exchange for the asking of Parliamentary questions. Three peers and one MP were implicated in a single 
weekend. 
 
On 3 June 2013 Mr Byles announced that he would be bringing forward a Bill to remove peers who were 
convicted of a serious criminal offence from the House of Lords and introduce a retirement mechanism to 
help limit the size of the Upper House. 
 
However, he insisted that the decision was “not a knee-jerk reaction to the revelations”, but rather the 
result of “discreet and positive talks with peers from all three main parties”.  
 
Mr Byles also acknowledged that his own Bill would be very closely modelled on those recently brought 
forward by Liberal Democrat peer Lord Steel of Aikwood and Independent peer Baroness Hayman. 
 
However, the Conservative MP is not alone in attempting to reform the Upper Chamber. The Times (£) 
reported that Deputy Prime Minister Nick Clegg would accept “housekeeping changes” aimed at cutting the 
number of peers. In particular, the article pointed out that the Bills put forward by Lord Steel and Baroness 
Hayman had enjoyed the support of both the Conservative and Labour frontbenches. 
 
During Deputy Prime Minister’s Questions on 4 June, Mr Clegg was questioned on the likelihood of further 
Lords reform by Labour MP Pat Glass:  
 

Pat Glass (North West Durham) (Lab): 
What plans he has to bring forward further proposals for reform of the House of Lords. 
 
The Deputy Prime Minister (Mr Nick Clegg): 
We have no proposals for a comprehensive new overhaul of the House of Lords. We tried 
that once, and did not make the progress for which I had hoped. I remain of the view that 
the introduction of democracy is the only serious long-term reform that the House of 
Lords requires, but if any minor technical housekeeping changes that are deemed 
necessary—for instance, kicking out crooks or people who do not attend, or extending the 
voluntary retirement scheme—require legislative backing, we will of course consider 
incorporating them in wider Bills, such as the Bill providing for the recall of MPs from this 
place. 
 
Pat Glass: 
Given the Deputy Prime Minister’s answer, will he now support Lord Steel’s private 
Member’s Bill on limited recall of the House of Lords? 
 
The Deputy Prime Minister: 
I see no need for a stand-alone Bill on House of Lords reform, not least because the real 
reform—namely, the introduction of democracy—has not made progress. As I have said, 
however, there are a few very specific housekeeping measures that we could incorporate, 
and would be prepared to consider incorporating, in a wider Bill if the need arose during 
the coming period. 

 
Crucially, Mr Clegg indicated that whilst the Government had no intention to bring forward a standalone Bill 
on the issue of Lords reform, he would be prepared to consider any changes as part of a wider Bill, perhaps 
on the recall of MPs. 
 

http://www.danbyles.co.uk/conservatives/news/dan-byles-mp-will-use-private-members-bill-introduce-modest-and-simple-house-lords-reform-bill
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/bills/lbill/2012-2013/0021/2013021.pdf
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/bills/lbill/2013-2014/0023/2014023.pdf
http://www.thetimes.co.uk/tto/news/politics/article3781137.ece
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BBC Chief Political Correspondent Norman Smith reported that Downing Street had indicated that any Recall 
Bill would be introduced next year. However, with a position in the top five of the Bill ballot, Mr Byles could 
secure Parliamentary time for his own Bill in the autumn of this year. 
 
On 5 June, the Commons Order Paper confirmed that Mr Byles intended to present the House of Lords 
Reform (No. 2) Bill “to make provision for permanent leave of absence from the House of Lords; to make 
provision for the expulsion of Members of the House of Lords in specified circumstances; to make provision 
for the appointment of a commission to make recommendations to the Crown for the creation of life 
peerages and to restrict membership of the House of Lords by virtue of hereditary peerages”. 

6.  Sir Alan Meale 
 
A former Environment Minister in the Blair Government, Sir Alan Meale has represented Mansfield since 
1987. His wide-ranging policy interests include public health, sport, children’s policy and taxation. 
 
Sir Alan’s office told DeHavilland he would use his Ballot Bill to address the issue of letting agents. 
 
Speaking to DeHavilland subsequently, Sir Alan confirmed that the Labour frontbench had approached him 
to bring forward a Ballot Bill on the topic. The office of Shadow Housing Minister Jack Dromey explained that 
they were still discussing the specifics on the Bill with Sir Alan. 
 
On 19 June, the title of Sir Alan’s Bill was revealed to be ‘Private Landlords and Letting and Managing Agents 
(Regulation)’.  
 
The Bill would “establish a mandatory national register of private landlords; to introduce regulation of 
private sector letting agents and managing agents; to establish a body to administer the national register 
and to monitor compliance with regulations applying to letting agents and managing agents; to require all 
tenancy agreements entered into with private landlords to take the form of written agreements; and for 
connected purposes.” 
 
On 28 May, the Guardian reported that a national register of private landlords was being “considered by 
Labour”. The article quoted Shadow Housing Minister Jack Dromey as saying:  
 
“The private rented sector has an important role to play in meeting housing need... But too many tenants 
are in poor and sometimes dangerous homes. That's why Labour has set out proposals to drive standards up 
and bad landlords out." 
 
Sir Alan’s Ballot Bill is not the only attempt by an Opposition MP to tackle letting agents. On 18 June, Labour 
MP John Healey announced that he would introduce the Letting Agents (Choice, Competition and Standards) 
Bill through a Ten Minute Rule motion on 2 July. It would seek to establish a national mandatory licensing 
scheme for letting and management agents. 

7. Andrew Gwynne 
 
Shadow Health Minister Andrew Gwynne is the only Shadow frontbencher to obtain a slot guaranteeing his 
Bill Parliamentary time. However, he has chosen to bring forward a Bill aimed at tackling the issue of youth 
unemployment in his Denton and Reddish constituency. 
 

https://twitter.com/BBCNormanS/status/341876245014929409
http://www.guardian.co.uk/society/2013/may/28/national-register-private-landlords-labour
http://www.johnhealeymp.co.uk/news/June/john-bringing-bill-to-stop-letting-agents-charging-high-fees-/
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Speaking to DeHavilland shortly after the ballot result, Mr Gwynne confirmed that he intended to bring 
forward a Bill to deal with the proportion of apprenticeships that would need to be created as part of the 
terms of public sector contracts. 
 
He has had previous success with a Private Member’s Bill, in the form of the Debt Relief (Developing 
Countries) Act 2010. The Act protected developing countries from private equity firms seeking to buy up 
defaulted debt relief at low prices, and then seek to recoup debt at full value. 
 
In an article for the Stockport Express, he elaborated further on his choice of topic for his new Bill: 
 
‘I am hoping to introduce a Bill to tackle the problem of youth unemployment in Stockport and around the 
country. I hope to do this through kick starting the creation of apprenticeships, by forcing large companies 
receiving public money to give real jobs to more youngsters, teaching them the skills they need to enter the 
world of work with confidence. 
 
The Government spends around £230bn a year on procurement. If we were to force companies to give an 
apprenticeship to one young person for, say, every £1m they receive, then we could potentially see around 
230,000 new apprentices. This Bill is a simple solution to a very damaging problem.’ 
 
Mr Gwynne’s Bill could easily find support among his Labour colleagues. On 22 May, Shadow Exchequer 
Secretary Catherine McKinnell praised the topic of the Bill and agreed to be one of its sponsors. 
 
On 12 March 2013, as part of National Apprenticeship Week, Labour brought an Opposition Day debate with 
the following motion: 
 
“That this House notes National Apprenticeship Week, established by the previous Government, and held 
from 11 to 15 March 2013, which celebrates the value of apprenticeships, particularly in providing 
opportunities and developing skills; further notes the need to increase apprenticeship places; and therefore 
resolves that the Government uses the billions of pounds committed to public procurement to boost 
apprenticeships by requiring firms winning public contracts worth over £1 million to offer apprenticeship 
opportunities, implementing the recommendation of the Fifth Report of the Business, Innovation and Skills 
Committee, HC 83, on Apprenticeships”. 
 
In response, Conservative Business and Enterprise Minister Michael Fallon said:  
 
“The Opposition say we should put apprentices into the procurement contracts for High Speed 2. Of course, 
HS2 has yet to go through the House so its contracts are yet to be signed, but the Department for Transport 
has already made it clear that it will ensure that any procurement for the construction of HS2 meets our 
wider Government commitments to deliver apprenticeships and training. In the case of Crossrail, the largest 
construction project in Europe, the contracts signed by this Government require apprentices. I think we now 
know where the Opposition got the idea for all these Labour policies—they looked up what we are doing 
and they are playing catch-up”. 
 
Given the enthusiasm of the Opposition for the policy and the Government’s claim to be acting on the issue, 
Mr Gwynne’s Bill may struggle to pass its Second Reading. 
 
However, given that Mr Gwynne’s Bill stems from recommendations from the Business, Innovation and Skills 
Committee’s report on Apprenticeships, published in November 2012, this may well strengthen the case for 
legislation. 
 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2010/22/contents
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2010/22/contents
http://andrewgwynne.co.uk/2013/05/21/lets-back-apprenticeships-my-article-for-the-stockport-express/
https://twitter.com/CatMcKinnellMP/status/337205599999778816
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201213/cmhansrd/cm130312/debtext/130312-0003.htm#13031261000003
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201213/cmselect/cmbis/83/83.pdf
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On 19 June, Mr Gwynne’s Ballot Bill title was revealed to “Apprenticeships and Skills (Public Procurement 
Contracts)”. The Bill would “require certain public procurement contracts let by public authorities to include 
a commitment by the contractor to provide apprenticeships and skills training; and for connected purposes.” 

8. Karl McCartney 
 
Elected to represent Lincoln in 2010, Conservative MP Karl McCartney comes from a background in the City. 
His policy interests include small businesses, education, transport and the military. 
 
Mr McCartney’s office confirmed to DeHavilland that his intended to bring forward a Bill to reveal the 
applicants for Freedom of Information (FOI) requests. 
 
The Order Paper on 14 June confirmed that Mr McCartney intended to present his Freedom of Information 
Requests (Disclosure of Identity of Applicants) Bill “to provide for the disclosure of the identity of those who 
make requests under the Freedom of Information Act 2000; and for connected purposes”. 
 
In an article for the Lincolnshire Echo in November 2012, Mr McCartney raised concerns about the FOI 
regime in which he said: ‘it is important that we ask whether the FOI regime, which came into force in 
January 2005, has been as effective in improving debate and transparency as had been hoped.’ 
 
Among the issues he identified were the number of exemptions subject to a public interest test, delays in 
appeals to the Information Commissioner, possible destruction of data and the “considerable cost” 
associated with the introduction of the FOI Act. 

9.  Sir Robert Smith 
 
Liberal Democrat MP Sir Robert Smith has strong policy interests in energy, trade and business. His 
constituency of West Aberdeenshire and Kincardine means that he takes a particular interest in the oil and 
gas sector. 
 
Sir Robert’s office confirmed to DeHavilland that he intended to bring forward a Bill to tackle delivery 
surcharges. 
 
The Notice of Presentation in the Order Paper described the purpose of the Delivery Surcharges 
(Transparency for Consumers) Bill as “to require online retailers to declare to consumers at the start of the 
retail process the existence of surcharges for delivery to certain addresses in the UK; and for connected 
purposes”. 
 
Sir Robert’s office explained that a large numbers of his constituents, and indeed many in Scotland, were 
“fed-up” with being affected by “arbitrary” delivery surcharges from online retailers. The Bill is part of a 
wider campaign to put an end to the excessive surcharges that some retailers charge for delivery to rural 
areas, particularly northern and north-eastern Scotland.   
 
Some retailers do not disclose that more remote shipping locations will be subject to larger charges until 
near the end of the purchasing process.  The Bill would ensure that online retailers must clearly disclose their 
delivery charges before a consumer begins the process of shopping online. 
 

http://www.karlmccartney.co.uk/2012/11/lincolnshire-echo-article-1st-november-2012/
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In December 2012, Sir Robert tabled an Early Day Motion (EDM) on the Cost of Postal Delivery in Remote 
Parts of Scotland. The motion read: 
 

“That this House is concerned by the findings of The Postcode Penalty, a new report from 
Citizens Advice Scotland, which shows that at least one million Scots are being hit with 
surcharges, late delivery and even being refused delivery when they buy goods online, 
because of where they live; notes that consumers in Scotland's island communities pay a 
postcode penalty of nearly 19 for delivery, a mark up of over 500 per cent, and consumers 
across the Highlands are charged an extra 15; further notes that of all the surcharges 
levied by the 534 retailers that Citizens Advice Scotland investigated, more than 70 per 
cent applied to consumers in Scotland, indicating that Scots are disproportionately 
affected by poor delivery practices; further notes that this problem affects businesses as 
well as consumers; calls on retailers to change their delivery policies to ensure fair, 
affordable and understandable delivery for consumers wherever they live; applauds Royal 
Mail for its universal service obligation which ensures a fair price for post and parcels 
across the whole of the UK; and congratulates the Scottish CAB Service for its campaign to 
secure a fairer deal for consumers”.  

 
In total, the EDM attracted 12 signatories, including fellow Ballot Bill and Liberal Democrat MPs Sir Malcolm 
Bruce and Mike Crockart. 12   The Bill is supported by MPs from across the political spectrum, as evidenced 
by the list of sponsors for it: 
 
Malcolm Bruce (LD), John Thurso (LD), Alan Reid (LD), Angus MacNeil (SNP), Mike Weir (SNP), Charles 
Kennedy (LD), Anne Begg (Lab), Andrew Turner (Con), Frank Doran, (Lab), Eilidh Whiteford (SNP) 
 
Sir Robert’s motion noted the findings of a Citizens Advice Scotland report, ‘The Postcode Penalty’, which 
found that almost one million Scots faced surcharges, late delivery or were refused delivery at together 
when they tried to purchase goods online. 
 
Subject to Parliamentary time, DeHavilland understands that Sir Robert hopes that his Bill will be debated 
after Parliament returns from its summer recess in the autumn. 

10. Graham Evans 
 
Holding the marginal seat of Weaver Vale with a slender majority, Conservative MP Graham Evans is a 
member of the Commons Administration Committee. His policy interests include education, policing, 
defence, science and healthcare. 
 
His office confirmed to DeHavilland that Mr Evans intended to bring forward an amendment to the Road 
Traffic Act 1988, relating to drug driving. 
 
Speaking to DeHavilland, Mr Evans’s office confirmed that his Ballot Bill would be the Drug Driving 
(Assessment of Drug Misuse) Bill and would “provide for the assessment of drug dependency or propensity 
for drug misuse of persons who, in the course of investigations for certain driving offences, have provided 
blood or urine samples that reveal the presence of certain drugs; and for connected purposes.” 
 
They explained that the Bill would introduce a compulsory assessment for anyone any one arrested and 
charged with driving under the influence of a Class A drug. Anyone undergoing the assessment would 

http://www.parliament.uk/edm/2012-13/869
http://www.parliament.uk/edm/2012-13/869
http://www.cas.org.uk/system/files/publications/Postcode%20Penalty%20with%20covers_0.pdf
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1988/52
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1988/52
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receive a recommendation for treatment. Failure to undergo the assessment would result in a level 4 fine or 
up to 51 weeks in prison. 
 
Mr Evans’s office felt the Bill would be “filling a gap” in the existing legislation, citing figures from the 
Department for Transport (DfT) that up to 11,000 people could be prosecuted under the new offences. 

11. Mike Crockart 
 
A former Parliamentary Private Secretary (PPS) to Scottish Secretary Michael Moore, Mike Crockart was 
elected to Edinburgh West in 2010 for the Liberal Democrats. He sits on the Business Innovation and Skills 
and Scottish Affairs Committees, in addition to being the Liberal Democrat Parliamentary Party Committee 
co-chair for energy and climate change.  
 
Mr Crockart’s office confirmed to DeHavilland that he intended to bring forward a Ballot Bill to address 
nuisance calls. They added that he would be picking a Bill put forward by the Calling Time on Nuisance Calls 
and Text team at Which?. 
 
In the run-up to the decision, Which? orchestrated a coordinated campaign to ensure that the issue was 
picked up by an MP. They described its intention as: 
 
“Our Bill would help sort out a problem that affects 70 per cent of every MPs’ constituents. Our Bill is an 
opportunity to improve complex rules and regulation to protect consumers. It would target an issue that’s 
generated almost 30,000 votes in a poll here on Which? Conversation, with 100% saying they’re fed up. Our 
candidate? A Bill to reduce nuisance calls and texts”. 
 
Mr Crockart’s emergence as the sponsor of reflects a close association with the issue. In post for the Which? 
Conversation blog in January 2013, he said: 
 
‘I can’t help but feel that the maze of regulations doesn’t help. While there are different regulators and 
different government departments in charge, there will always be loopholes for these companies to abuse... 
I think we need a single, simple point of contact for any individual wishing to protect their privacy from 
unwanted calls, texts, faxes and emails.’ 
 
On 17 June, it was announced that Mr Crockart would introduce the Communication (Unsolicited Telephone 
Calls and Texts) Bill. The legislation will: 
 

 Establish a clear expiry date on personal consent to third party marketing, thus amending the 
currently vague provisions in the Privacy and Electronic Communications Regulations 2003 (PECR) 
which state that consent is ‘for the time being’. 

 Require businesses engaged in direct marketing to demonstrate that consent has been obtained 
rather than the ICO having to ‘prove a negative’ by showing that the business does not have 
consent. 

 Ensure that the terminology used in consent boxes is fit for purpose and allows consumers to 
effectively give and withdraw consent for direct marketing. 

 Enable easier information sharing between regulators, for example by designating the ICO as a body 
with which Ofcom may share information. 

 Ensure that the level of detriment that has to be shown before the ICO can take enforcement action 
is set at an appropriate level to allow them to take action. 

http://www.which.co.uk/campaigns/nuisance-calls-and-texts/
http://www.which.co.uk/campaigns/nuisance-calls-and-texts/
http://conversation.which.co.uk/consumer-rights/help-stop-nuisance-calls-campaign-parliament-private-members-bill-ofcom/
http://conversation.which.co.uk/consumer-rights/mike-crockart-mp-nuisance-sales-calls-silent-unsolicited-texts/
http://conversation.which.co.uk/consumer-rights/mike-crockart-mp-nuisance-sales-calls-silent-unsolicited-texts/
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 Enable the ICO to require companies engaged in marketing to sign up to a code of practice such as 
that provided by the Direct Marketing Association. 

 Extend the reach of PECR to any companies that sell-on personal data ‘for the purposes of direct 
marketing’ (the definition used in PECR) rather than just the direct marketing industry itself. 

 
Speaking following the announcement, Mr Crockart said that the law could be “changed to clearly set out 
how consent to being contacted for marketing purposes is given and used”. 
 
The Edinburgh West MP had also been running the ‘No to Nuisance Calls’ campaign with the Sunday Post, 
which saw a petition handed into Downing Street with almost 17,500 signatures. 
 
He also set-up up the All-Party Parliamentary Group (APPG) with Conservative MP Alun Cairns, who 
confirmed that he would be supporting the Bill. 
 
His office confirmed that Mr Crockart had met with Conservative Culture, Communications and Creative 
Industries Minister Ed Vaizey, Which? magazine, representatives from the Information Commissioner’s 
Office, Consumer Forum for Communications, the Fair Telecoms Campaign and Ofcom. 
 
In addition, Mr Crockart has been a vocal proponent of the issue in Parliamentary debates and as well as 
tabling Parliamentary questions on the subject. 

12. Justin Tomlinson 
 
Listing his political interests as business, financial education, development, local government and sport, 
Conservative MP Justin Tomlinson is a 2010 intake MP with a comfortable majority. Representing North 
Swindon, he has sat on the Joint Committee on Consolidation since November 2010.  
 
His office confirmed to DeHavilland that Mr Tomlinson would bring forward a Bill aimed at changing driving 
lesson rules to help reduce the number of young driver deaths. 
 
The title was revealed to the “Graduated Driving Licensing Bill, and bore the description: “A Bill to make 
provision for the introduction of a graduated driving licensing system; and for connected purposes”. 
 
His office explained that the Bill would seek to introduce a six month probationary period for the driving 
test. This would likely include factors such as driving at night, carrying passengers and blood alcohol level. 
 
Mr Tomlinson was interested in the area from an “insurance perspective”, it was explained. Moreover, 
recent road fatalities involving young people in his Swindon constituency had persuaded him to act. 
 
Groups including the Association of British Insurers (ABI) and Brake have been calling Britain to follow the 
example of the USA, Canada, Australia and New Zealand in adjusting the way young people learn how to 
drive. 
 
Specifically, the ABI wished that a Bill would introduce the following changes: 
 

 A year-long learning period to allow young people to experience different road conditions. 

 The age they can start to learn reduced to 16 and a half in recompense. 

 Restrictions on night-time driving. 

http://no2nuisancecalls.nationbuilder.com/
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201213/cmhansrd/cm120918/debtext/120918-0002.htm#12091825000011
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 Carrying passengers (with exemptions for work and education) for the first six months so that young 
drivers gain confidence and experience by themselves. 

 A zero tolerance approach on alcohol. 

13. Mark Williams 
 
A member of the Welsh Affairs Select Committee, Mark Williams is one of four Liberal Democrat MPs to 
have made it onto this year’s Bill ballot. Representing Ceredigion since 2005, he has maintained a strong 
interest in Welsh issues as the Liberal Democrat Parliamentary Party Committee co-chair for Wales. Other 
policy focuses are education and rural affairs. 
 
Mr Williams’ office told DeHavilland that his Ballot Bill would address the issue of child neglect, in line with 
the Action for Children campaign. 
 
The Commons Order Paper revealed that Mr Williams would bring forward the Child Maltreatment Bill “to 
make provision about the physical and emotional welfare of children; and for connected purposes”. 
 
His office explained that the Bill would seek to update the definition of child welfare in the Children and 
Young Persons Act 1933 to include emotional as well as physical wellbeing. They explained that Mr Williams 
had been approached by the charity Action for Children to take up the case. 
 
Action for Children told DeHavilland that they were “thrilled” Mr Williams had decided to take-up on the 
topic, adding that attempts to amend the original definition of child welfare coincided with the eightieth 
anniversary of the passage of the original legislation.  
 
Specifically, the charity would be looking to replace section of the Children and Young Persons Act with the 
following section: 
 

"s.1 Child maltreatment 
(1) It is an offence for a person who has attained the age of 16 years with 
responsibility for a child intentionally or recklessly to subject that child or allow that child 
to be subjected to maltreatment, whether by act or omission, such that the child suffers, 
or is likely to suffer, significant harm. 
(2) For the purposes of this section: 
(a) 'recklessly' shall mean that a person with responsibility for a child foresaw a risk 
that an act or omission regarding that child would be likely to result in significant harm, 
but nonetheless unreasonably took that risk; 
(b) 'responsibility' shall be as defined in section 17;  
(c) 'maltreatment' includes 
(i) neglect (including abandonment), 
(ii) physical abuse, 
(iii) sexual abuse, 
(iv) exploitation, and 
(v) emotional abuse; 
(d) 'harm' means the impairment of:  
(i) physical or mental health, or 
(ii) physical, intellectual, emotional, social or behavioural development. 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/Geo5/23-24/12/contents
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/Geo5/23-24/12/contents
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(3) Where the question of whether harm suffered by a child is significant turns on the 
child's health or development, that child's health or development shall be compared with 
that which could reasonably be expected of a similar child." 

 
Action for Children felt this “succinct, clear and workable alternative offence” would provide full cover of 
range of harm done to children. 
 
It would also seek to replace the often misunderstood term ‘wilfully’ with ‘recklessly’, provide a criminal law 
counterpart to the Children Act 1989 (sections 17 and 39), allow for shared practices among agencies using 
common definitions, and avoid the criminalisation of vulnerable parents. 
 
Speaking to DeHavilland, Mr Williams’ office confirmed that the Child Maltreatment Bill would seek to effect 
these changes. 
 
They cited Mr Williams’ past interest in letters to Ministers on the issue, as well his personal interest as a 
former teacher. However, they particularly praised the work that Action for Children had done in fleshing 
out the proposals and constructing a broad base of support. 

14. Sir Malcolm Bruce 
 
Liberal Democrat MP Sir Malcolm Bruce represents one of the most senior backbenchers on the Ballot Bill in 
his role as Chair of the International Development Committee. MP for Gordon since 1983, Sir Malcolm has a 
vast range of policy interests, including disabled people, the Civil Service, children’s policy and international 
development. 
 
Sir Malcolm’s interest in disabilities was reflected in his choice to bring forward the Communication Support 
(Deafness) Bill “to establish a body to assess provision of communication support for deaf people and to 
make recommendations, and for connected purposes”. 
 
Speaking to DeHavilland, his office emphasised Sir Malcolm’s long track record in campaigning on issues 
relating to deafness, for example through his Chairmanship of the All-Party Parliamentary Group on 
Deafness. Sir Macolm’s personal interest in the topic also stems from his daughter Caroline, who was born 
deaf. 
 
The Bill will seek to establish a body to examine communications for deaf people, looking at example issues 
of training or ensuring access to interpreters. 

15. Caroline Spelman 
 
The only ex-Cabinet Minister in this year’s ballot, former Environment Secretary Caroline Spelman is poised 
to champion an issue of prime importance to her Meriden constituents. 
 
On Tuesday 6 March 2013, Ms Spelman introduced her Property Blight Compensation Bill to the Commons 
through a Ten Minute Rule motion. The purpose of the Bill was to amend legislation for noise contours to be 
used as a measure of property blight caused by national infrastructure projects and for connected purposes.  
 

http://services.parliament.uk/bills/2012-13/propertyblightcompensation.html
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As the Birmingham Post reported, the Bill would have limited Government plans restricting full and 
guaranteed compensation to homes within 120 metres of the new High Speed 2 railway line, which will pass 
through her constituency. 
 
Writing on her website, Ms Spelman described the purpose of her Bill: ‘My bill will call on the Government to 
use a more accurate measure for blight. I hope it will also reassure residents that I am on their side, fighting 
for the best compensation possible.’ 
 
However, the Bill failed to gain the necessary support for a Second Reading. Now that she has a chance to 
secure Parliamentary time for a Bill, Ms Spelman seems intent on resurrecting the issue.  
 
Speaking to DeHavilland, Ms Spelman said she was “extremely frustrated” by the failure of her initial Bill, but 
added that she was looking forward to building on her previous attempts. 
 
On 3 June 2013, Ms Spelman announced that: “I am also pushing for a better compensation package using a 
Private Members’ Bill to call for a property bond where HS2 Ltd. buys up affected properties and people can 
move on with their lives”. 
 
Later that week, the Commons Order Paper gained the Notice of Presentation for her Property Blight 
Compensation Bill “to require the Secretary of State to amend legislation to improve the system of 
compensation for property blight caused by major national infrastructure projects; and for connected 
purposes”. 
 
On the day of the Bill’s introduction on 19 June, Conservative MP Graham Brady raised the issue at Prime 
Minister’s Questions. In reply, Prime Minister David Cameron confirmed that the Government was 
examining the compensation schemes, including a property bond. 

16. Andrew Selous 
 
PPS to Work and Pensions Secretary Iain Duncan Smith, Conservative MP Andrew Selous had previously 
been a Shadow Work and Pensions Minister when the Conservatives were in Opposition. Mr Selous’ other 
policy interests include trade and industry, social affairs, families and homelessness. 
 
Mr Selous’s office confirmed to DeHavilland that his Bill would focus on an area of education. 
 
The Order Paper revealed the titles of his Bill to be Education (Information Sharing) Bill, which would “make 
provision about the disclosure and use of information relating to persons who are or have been in education 
or training”. 

17. Margot James 
 
Elected Conservative MP for Stourbridge in 2010, Margot James has been Parliamentary Aide to Trade and 
Investment Minister Lord Green of Hurstpierpoint since January 2011. Ms James’s business acumen is also 
reflected in her tenure as a member of the Business, Innovation and Skills Committee. Other policy interests 
include health, older people, education and prison reform. 
 

http://www.birminghampost.net/news/west-midlands-transport-news/2013/03/01/meriden-mp-caroline-spelman-calls-for-more-homeowners-to-be-paid-hs2-compensation-65233-32906851/
http://www.carolinespelman.com/content/hs2-mitigation
http://www.carolinespelman.com/news/mp-calls-more-hs2-mitigation
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It was the last area that informed Ms James’s choice of topic as her title was revealed to be ‘Prisons (Drug 
Testing) Bill’. The Bill would make “provision about the drugs for which persons detained in prisons and 
similar institutions may be tested.” 
 
In their report ‘Drugs: Breaking the Cycle’, the Commons Home Affairs Committee recommended: 
 
“The Ministry of Justice introduce mandatory drug-testing for all prisoners arriving at and leaving prison 
whether on conviction, transfer or release. Tests should be carried out for both illegal and prescription 
drugs. This should be in addition to the existing random testing regime, the principal purpose of which is 
deterrence. The information obtained from such a test would be very valuable in evaluating the 
effectiveness of the current systems in place and identifying those prisons which have a serious problem... 
Under the our recommended regime of universal drug testing on release, those who test positive—however 
long they have served—should be automatically referred to the appropriate community drug rehabilitation 
service.” 
 
In a Commons debate on the Committee’s report on 6 June, Liberal Democrat Crime Prevention Minister 
Jeremy Browne rejected the suggestion: 
 
“The Government were not minded to accept the Committee’s recommendation on drug testing in and out 
of prison because we remain of the view that random testing is superior and that people who know when 
they will be tested may take measures to avoid showing up as positive.” 

18. William Cash 
 
As Chair of the European Scrutiny Committee, Bill Cash is one of the most vocal Eurosceptic voices in the 
House of Commons. However, with his dream of an in-out EU referendum being championed by his 
Conservative colleague James Wharton, Mr Cash is free to focus on his other policy interests in this year’s Bill 
ballot. These include trade and industry, media and small businesses. Mr Cash has served as MP for Stafford 
and subsequently Stone since 1984. 
 
The title of Mr Cash’s Bill was revealed to be the Gender Equality (International Development) Bill. 
 
Its intention is “to promote gender equality in the provision by the Government of development assistance 
and humanitarian assistance to countries outside the United Kingdom; and for connected purposes.” 
 
During Prime Minister’s Questions on 19 June, Mr Cash called on Prime Minister David Cameron to support 
his Bill. Responding, the Prime Minister affirmed his advocacy of gender equality and the work done on this 
in relation to the Millennium Development Goals. 

19. Michael Meacher 
 
Veteran Labour MP Michael Meacher has represented Oldham West for Labour since 1970. Widely seen as 
being on the left of the party, Mr Meacher enjoyed a long frontbench career, serving as an Environment 
Minister under Tony Blair. A backbencher since then, he has pursued political interests in housing, industrial 
democracy, civil liberties and social policy, among other areas. 
 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201213/cmselect/cmhaff/184/184.pdf
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201314/cmhansrd/cm130606/halltext/130606h0001.htm#13060639000001
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Mr Meacher’s strong belief in social justice and deep roots in the left of the Labour movement may help 
explain his focus for this year’s Bill Ballot. His title was revealed to be ‘United Kingdom Corporate and 
Individual Tax and Financial Transparency Bill’. 
 
The Bill would “require disclosure of various financial information by large companies; to provide for 
disclosure of beneficial ownership; to require banks to disclose to Her Majesty’s Revenue and Customs the 
identity of certain companies holding bank accounts; to require the publication of the tax returns of 
individuals with an income of more than a certain level and the largest two hundred and fifty UK companies; 
and for connected purposes.” 
 
His office emphasised Mr Meacher’s interest in tax policy, pointing to his Ballot Bill from the 2012-13 
session, the General Anti Tax-Avoidance Principle Bill. 
 
Mr Meacher used the arena of Prime Minister’s Questions on 19 June to challenge Prime Minister David 
Cameron over the Bill’s topic at time when many people were facing falling incomes. 

20. Dr Matthew Offord 
 
Conservative MP Dr Matthew Offord was elected to represent Hendon in 2010. Like many of his colleagues 
in this session’s ballot, he holds his seat with a slim majority. Upon being elected, Dr Offord listed his 
priorities as supporting local healthcare, opposing the proposed split in the Northern Line of the London 
Underground and providing new opportunities for educational providers. 
 
Dr Offord’s office subsequently indicated that he had “settled on” a different topic in which he took a 
personal interest.  
 
The title was revealed to be Local Government (Religious Etc. Observances) Bill, “to make provision about 
the inclusion at local authority meetings of observances that are, and about powers of local authorities in 
relation to events that to any extent are, religious or related to a religious or philosophical belief”. 

  

 

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/bills/cbill/2012-2013/0025/2013025.pdf

