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Third Report 

INSTRUMENTS REPORTED 

The Committee has considered the following instruments, and has 
determined that the special attention of the House should be drawn to 
them on the grounds specified. 

A. SI 2004/3196 Common Agricultural Policy Single Payment and 
Support Schemes (Cross Compliance) (England) Regulations 2004 

1. The Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA) has 
laid these Regulations under section 2(2) of the European Communities Act 
1972. It has provided an Explanatory Memorandum (EM) to accompany the 
Regulations, and referred in the EM to a related Regulatory Impact 
Assessment (RIA) of July 2004,1 and also to a summary of cross compliance 
standards and requirements set out in the Cross Compliance Handbook for 
England of November 2004.2 

2. The Explanatory Note to the Regulations states that they “make provision in 
England for the administration and enforcement of Regulation (EC) No 
1782/2003 (OJ No L 270, 21.10.2003, p.1) (‘the Council Regulation’)3 and 
Commission Regulation (EC) No 796/2004 (OJ No L 141, 30.4.2004, p.18) 
(‘the Commission Regulation’)4 in relation to cross compliance under the 
new system of direct support schemes (including the Single Payment 
Scheme) under the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) to come into force 
on 1 January 2005”. 

3. At section 2, the EM states that the instrument “sets out the standards of 
good agricultural and environmental condition, which are part of ‘cross 
compliance’, which must be met by farmers under the new system of direct 
support schemes (including the Single Payment Scheme) under the 
Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) to be introduced in January 2005. The 
standards largely relate to the protection of soils, habitats and landscape 
features … It also sets out provisions necessary for the inspection and 
enforcement of the cross compliance”. 

4. At section 7, the EM describes the policy background to the Regulations. It 
states that, under the CAP to date, farmers have been subsidised according 
to how much they produce; that this system will change from 1 January 
2005; and that there will be new rules for direct support under the CAP 
which will mean that, except under certain remaining schemes, farmers will 
no longer be subsidised on the basis of productivity. It explains that common 

                                             
1  Regulatory Impact Assessment of options for the implementation of cross compliance - Good Agricultural 

and Environmental Condition: see http://www.defra.gov.uk/corporate/regulat/ria/2004/cross-
compliance.pdf  

2  Available on the DEFRA website: see http://www.defra.gov.uk/farm/capreform/pubs/pdf/Cross-
compliance-3011.pdf  

3  Available on the EU website: see http://europa.eu.int/eur-
lex/pri/en/oj/dat/2003/l_270/l_27020031021en00010069.pdf  

4  Available on the EU website: see http://europa.eu.int/eur-
lex/pri/en/oj/dat/2004/l_141/l_14120040430en00180058.pdf  
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rules have been established under which farmers will now be able to claim 
direct but “decoupled” payments (as set out in the Council Regulation). 

5. Paragraph 7.2 of the EM states that “cross compliance links the payment of 
direct payments to compliance with certain standards and requirements. The 
Council Regulation in Annex III lists ‘statutory management requirements’ 
in areas of Community law that farmers must meet to provide minimum 
levels of environmental and public health, animal and plant health, and 
animal welfare. In addition, the Member State must set out standards of 
‘good agricultural and environmental condition’. The schedule to the 
Regulations sets out those standards. Often the requirements and standards 
do not ask more than to meet existing legislation or follow ‘common sense’ 
farming practice. Most farmers will be meeting many of the standards and 
requirements already”. 

6. DEFRA carried out a consultation exercise on its cross compliance proposals 
in England from March to June 2004. Paragraphs 7.6 and 7.7 of the EM give 
an overview of the results of the exercise, explaining that there were 463 
responses in respect of the standards which are set out in the Schedule to the 
Regulations. It is understood that two-thirds of the responses were from 
farmers, farming contractors and farming interest groups; and that the 
remaining responses came from government bodies (6%), environmental 
interest groups (5%), and others (15%) (6% of responses were recorded as of 
a “not known” origin). 

7. The EM comments that “the farming and environmental lobbies, including 
specialist press, still hold strong and generally polarised views. Stakeholder 
positions have been made clear and taken into account, particularly in 
balancing environmental concerns with farming practicalities, from an early 
stage” (paragraph 7.6). It adds that “this change is politically important 
because farmers have strong feelings about any change to support schemes, 
particularly one such as this which could affect their income, and are vocal in 
any complaints. Some sectors (e.g. dairy) are under a lot of economic 
pressure at the present time; this introduction of different rules could be 
viewed, reasonably or not, as exacerbating the situation. In addition, it is the 
first time that farmers could have their subsidy from direct support schemes 
reduced for failing to meet baseline standards” (paragraph 7.7). 

8. More detail is provided in the July 2004 RIA (see above), notably in 
paragraphs 14 to 19, which make it clear that, while there was widespread 
support for some of the measures now set out in the Schedule, views were 
sharply split in relation to others: 

•  habitats and landscape: a 2-metre “buffer strip” to protect hedgerows 
and ditches (paragraph 261 et seq). While environmental groups 
supported inclusion of the measure, farmers and farming interest groups 
did not agree that it was an appropriate cross compliance measure, and 
felt that it was better suited to agri-environment schemes. Provision is 
made at paragraph 10 of the Schedule; 

•  public rights of way: paths not to be obstructed, damaged or disturbed 
(subject to limited exceptions) (paragraph 234 et seq). No farming 
interest groups supported inclusion of the standard, but many 
environmental groups considered that reinforcing the existing legislation 
in this area was appropriate. Provision is made at paragraph 26 of the 
Schedule. 
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9. The economic health of the farming industry, the sustainable management of 
the countryside, and the reform of the CAP are all issues which have been, 
and remain, of concern to the House. DEFRA, and other Government 
Departments, pursue a range of policies which have an impact on such 
matters, but these Regulations embody a particular interaction of those 
issues. We note DEFRA’s statement that the Regulations represent an 
attempt to balance environmental concerns with farming practicalities. The 
House may wish to consider whether the balance struck is an appropriate 
one. 

These Regulations are drawn to the special attention of the House on 
the ground that they give rise to issues of public policy likely to be of 
interest to the House. 

 

B. SI 2004/3211 Local Authorities (Categorisation) (England) 
(No. 2) Order 2004 

10. The Office of the Deputy Prime Minister (ODPM) has laid this Order under 
section 99(4) of the Local Government Act 2003 (“the 2003 Act”), after 
receiving a report from the Audit Commission under section 99(1) of the 
2003 Act. It has provided an Explanatory Memorandum (EM) to 
accompany the Order. 

11. The EM states at paragraph 4 that the Order represents the second use of the 
power under section 99(4) of the 2003 Act, and that it revokes and replaces 
SI 1704/2004 Local Authorities Categorisation Order 2004 which came into 
force on 29 July 2004. It explains at paragraph 7.5 that “updating the 
Categorisation Order enables authorities in the qualifying categories to 
automatically access statutory freedoms provided by other orders, e.g. 
Trading Powers Order which gives best value authorities the power to trade 
for commercial purpose”. 

12. The Order lists some 376 local authorities, and places them in one of five 
categories: excellent, good, fair, weak, or poor. We understand that the list 
incorporates all comprehensive performance assessment results (“CPA”, an 
assessment conducted by the Audit Commission) announced up to the end 
of October 2004, and that these include 60 results relating to district councils 
that were announced for the first time between July 2004 and October 2004. 

13. In our 16th Report of Session 2003-04,5 we brought SI 2004/1704 to the 
special attention of the House, together with SI 2004/1705 Local 
Government (Best Value Authorities) (Power to Trade) (England) Order 
2004. We commented that we recognised that those Orders were the 
culmination of an extended process intended to provide new freedoms to 
local authorities, but that there were continuing apprehensions among local 
small businesses that the freedom for local authorities to trade commercially 
might well adversely affect those businesses’ own position. 

14. We consider that the categorisation of local authorities as a result of the CPA 
process, which has been extended by the latest Order, and the access to 
statutory freedoms which is provided to certain of these authorities as a 
result, are likely to be of interest to many, both in this House and more 
widely. We recognised in our 16th Report that the instruments laid by 

                                             
5  HL Paper 148, Session 2003-04. 
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ODPM gave final shape to a policy intention signalled over a number of 
years, but we consider that the House should be aware that these Orders 
have significant implications for the way in which many local authorities 
conduct important aspects of their work. 

We draw this Order to the special attention of the House on the 
ground that it gives rise to issues of public policy likely to be of 
interest to the House. 

 

C. SI 2004/3216 Police (Amendment) Regulations 2004 

15. These Regulations extend the restrictions placed on the private lives of 
members of police forces set out in SI 2003/527 Police Regulations 2003. 
The 2003 Regulations state that: 

“A member of a police force shall at all times abstain from any activity 
which is likely to interfere with the impartial discharge of his duties or 
which is likely to give rise to the impression amongst members of the 
public that it may so interfere; and in particular a member of a police 
force shall not take any active part in politics”. (Schedule 1 paragraph 1) 

16. The new Regulations add a provision which allows the Secretary of State to 
forbid a member of a police force from belonging to certain specified 
organisations, currently the British National Party, Combat 18 and the 
National Front. 

17. We question the degree of scrutiny to which these determinations will be 
subject. This is a significant power and we believe that the House would wish 
to be informed about, and exercise a degree of control over, which 
organisations are specified under the Regulations. We therefore invite the 
Government to consider in future specifying the proscribed organisations on 
the face of the instrument. 

These Regulations are drawn to the special attention of the House on 
the ground that they give rise to issues of public policy likely to be of 
interest to the House. 
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INSTRUMENTS NOT REPORTED 

The Committee has considered the instruments set out in Appendix 1 
and has determined that the special attention of the House need not 
be drawn to them. 

18. Further information was sought by the Committee from the Department for 
Environment, Food and Rural Affairs in connection with SI 2004/3163 
Anglian Regional Flood Defence Committee (Abolition) Order 2004 and SI 
2004/3165 Southern Regional Flood Defence Committee Order 2004, and is 
printed as Appendix 2 to this Report.  
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CORRESPONDENCE 

SI 2004/2858 Education (School Performance Targets) (England) 
Regulations 2004 

19. In our 2nd Report of this Session (HL Paper 17), the Committee drew the 
special attention of the House to SI 2004/2858 Education (School 
Performance Targets) (England) Regulations 2004. We explained that we 
were in correspondence with the Department for Education and Skills 
(DfES) and that we expected to publish the correspondence. An exchange of 
letters between the Adviser to the Committee and the Parliamentary Clerk 
for DfES is printed at Appendix 3 to this Report.  We see no need to offer 
further comment on the Regulations. 
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APPENDIX 1: INSTRUMENTS TO WHICH THE COMMITTEE DOES NOT 
DRAW THE SPECIAL ATTENTION OF THE HOUSE 

Draft Instruments requiring affirmative approval 
Scotland Act 1998 (Modifications of Schedule 5) Order 2005 
Scotland Act 1998 (Transfer of Functions to the Scottish Ministers etc.) Order 2005 
Representation of the People (Variation of Limits of Candidates’ Election Expenses) 

(City of London) Order 2005 
Information and Consultation of Employees Regulations 2004 

Instruments subject to annulment 

SI 2004/3136 Child Minding and Day Care (Disclosure Functions) (England) 
Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3139 Rail Vehicle Accessibility (South West Trains Class 444 and Class 450 
Vehicles) Exemption (Amendment) Order 2004 

SI 2004/3146 Non-Domestic Rating (Unoccupied Property) (England) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3151 Non-Domestic Rating (Stud Farms) (England) Order 2004 

SI 2004/3152 Non-Domestic Rating (Former Agricultural Premises) (England) Order 
2004 

SI 2004/3153 Non-Domestic Rating (Rural Settlements) (England) (Amendment) 
Order 2004 

SI 2004/3159 Motor Cars (Driving Instruction) (Amendment) (No. 2) Regulations 
2004 

SI 2004/3163 Anglian Regional Flood Defence Committee (Abolition) Order 2004 

SI 2004/3164 Wessex Regional Flood Defence Committee Order 2004 

SI 2004/3165 Southern Regional Flood Defence Committee Order 2004 

SI 2004/3168 Fire and Rescue Services Act 2004 (Consequential Amendments) 
(England) Order 2004 

SI 2004/3193 Marketing Authorisations for Veterinary Medicinal Products (Revocation 
of Confidentiality Provision) Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3198 Rail Vehicle Accessibility (South Central Class 377/4) Exemption Order 
2004 

SI 2004/3199 Building Societies (Accounts and Related Provisions) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3200 Building Societies Act 1986 (Modification of the Lending Limit and 
Funding Limit Calculations) Order 2004 

SI 2004/3201 Recreational Craft (Amendment) Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3202 Water Mergers (Modification of Enactments) Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3204 Enterprise Act 2002 (Merger Fees and Determination of Turnover) 
(Amendment) Order 2004 

SI 2004/3205 Patents Act 2004 (Commencement No. 2 and Consequential, etc. and 
Transitional Provisions) Order 2004 

SI 2004/3206 Water Mergers (Determination of Turnover) Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3210 Building (Amendment) (No. 3) Regulations 2004 



 MERITS OF STATUTORY INSTRUMENTS COMMITTEE 8 

SI 2004/3213 Plant Health (Forestry) (Phytophthora ramorum) (Great Britain) Order 
2004 

SI 2004/3219 Insurance Accounts Directive (Lloyds’ Syndicate and Aggregate 
Accounts) Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3222 Goods Vehicles Operators (Qualifications) (Amendment) Regulations 
2004 

SI 2004/3223 Public Service Vehicle Operators (Qualifications) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3224 Medicines (Marketing Authorisations and Miscellaneous Amendments) 
Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3225 Electricity (Exemption from the Requirement for a Generation Licence) 
(Scotland) Order 2004 

SI 2004/3226 Sea Fishing (Enforcement of Community Satellite Monitoring Measures) 
Order 2004 

SI 2004/3227 Sea Fishing (Enforcement of Community Satellite Monitoring Measures) 
Amendment (Revocation) (England) Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3243 Protection of Wrecks (Designation) (England) (No. 3) Order 2004 

SI 2004/3244 Freedom of Information and Data Protection (Appropriate Limit and 
Fees) Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3249 Protection of Wrecks (Designation) (England) (No. 2) Order 2004 

SI 2004/3254 Feeding Stuffs (Safety Requirements for Feed for Food-Producing 
Animals) Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3258 Motorway Traffic (England and Wales) (Amendment) Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3261 Motorway Traffic (Scotland) (Amendment) (No. 2) Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3263 Immigration (Claimant’s Credibility) Regulations 2004 

SI 2004/3265 Public Interest Disclosure (Prescribed Persons) (Amendment) Order 
2004 

SI 2004/3279 General Food Regulations 2004 

Instruments subject to annulment (Northern Ireland) 

SR 2004/496 Companies (1986 Order) (International Accounting Standards and Other 
Accounting Amendments) Regulations (Northern Ireland) 2004 

SR 2004/510 Legal Aid in Criminal Proceedings (Costs) (Amendment No. 2) Rules 
(Northern Ireland) 2004 
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APPENDIX 2: EXPLANATORY INFORMATION 

SI 2004/3163 Anglian Regional Flood Defence Committee (Abolition) Order 2004 

SI 2004/3165 Southern Regional Flood Defence Committee Order 2004 

The Committee noted that the Explanatory Memoranda (EMs) to these two Orders 
stated (at paragraph 7.3 in both cases) that, following statutory advertisement of the draft 
Orders, only one formal objection was received to both.  The Department for 
Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA) was asked to provide further information 
about the objections. 

As regards SI 2004/3163, DEFRA has explained that the objection was from Thurrock 
Council who objected to the proposal that they share a seat, with Southend Council, on 
the Eastern Regional Flood Defence Committee.  DEFRA has further explained that 
there will be 17 seats on this Committee, of which nine will be allocated to local authority 
representatives (four to Essex CC, two to Norfolk CC, two to Suffolk CC, and one shared 
between Thurrock and Southend Councils); and that the effect will be that five of the nine 
council seats will go to Essex councils (four to the County Council and one shared 
between the Thurrock and Southend unitary authorities). DEFRA has written to 
Thurrock Council to explain that the Minister has considered their objection, but has 
decided that the Order should proceed unamended. 

As regards SI 2004/3165, DEFRA has explained that the objection was from Chichester 
District Council, who repeated an objection made when abolition of local flood defence 
committees was first suggested in 2002, that this would mean a loss of local democratic 
input to flood defence decisions.  DEFRA has further explained that, in recognition of 
concerns about local authority representation, it proposes to increase the size of the 
current Southern Regional Flood Defence Committee to 19 seats: 10 will be allocated to 
local authority representatives (one to Brighton and Hove and West Sussex jointly, one to 
East Sussex, two to Hampshire, one to the Isle of Wight, Portsmouth, and Southampton 
jointly, three to Kent, one to the London Boroughs of Bexley, Bromley and Greenwich 
and the Medway Towns jointly, and one to West Sussex). DEFRA has pointed out that. 
as a “lower tier” authority, Chichester District Council will not be eligible for membership 
of the Committee but that, if they wish, they may attend meetings as non-voting 
observers, or seek to influence county council members. DEFRA has written to 
Chichester District Council to explain the final decision. 

DEFRA has stressed that it has followed due process whilst working up these Orders, 
including a number of formal and informal consultations undertaken by both the 
Department and the Environment Agency. The Minister has considered all objections and 
representations made at all stages of the process, but has concluded that the regions 
should be served by single tier Regional Flood Defence Committees.  DEFRA has 
explained that, while the Minister has been fully aware of the concerns from lower tier 
authorities that they foresee a loss of local democratic input, he believes that this decision 
strikes the right balance between the need to have a region which is large enough to have a 
sufficiently strategic focus, whilst also maintaining an appropriate degree of local 
representation. 
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APPENDIX 3: CORRESPONDENCE (SI 2004/2858) 

Letter from the Adviser to the Parliamentary Clerk, Department for Education 
and Skills 

Your Department laid these Regulations on 9 November 2004, to come into force on 30 
November.  As you know, I have sought advice from your Department about aspects of 
the Regulations on which the Merits Committee has raised queries.   

At its meeting on 14 December, the Committee decided that it should bring the 
Regulations to the special attention of the House in order to reflect the further advice 
which it had received, and to do so in good time while the possibility of praying against 
the instrument was still available to the House.  A commentary will appear in the 
Committee’s 2nd Report for the current session, to be published on 16 December. 

The Committee also decided, however, that it wishes to seek further clarification from 
your Department, in correspondence which it expects to publish for the information of the 
House.  The Committee remains concerned that there may be practical difficulties caused 
to schools by some of the provisions in the Regulations, notably those relating to the 
publication of information on  performance targets and pupils’ attainment results.    

The Committee has queried the effect of the requirement in Schedule 1 2(a), that schools 
should publish in their annual report, if published after a school year, pupils’ attainment 
targets in that year and also in the two preceding school years.  This begs the question of 
what would happen if a school’s annual report were published, e.g. in August 2005 and 
hence after the end of the 2004/05 school year, but the school in question were not yet in 
possession of the attainment targets information for 2004/05. 

Your Department has advised that this would not give rise to difficulties, because schools 
receive their National Curriculum test results in July and GCSE results are published in 
the third week of August.  While recognising that this is the formal position, the 
Committee is aware that it is possible that GCSE results available in August may undergo 
challenge and revision in the light of representations from schools to the examining 
boards, so that a definitive picture of results may emerge only after August.   

I would be grateful if you could respond on this point, which reflects the Committee’s 
concern that your Department should have anticipated any practical difficulties which the 
Regulations may present to schools to which they apply. 

15 December 2004 

 

Letter from the Parliamentary Clerk, Department for Education and Skills, to 
the Adviser 

Thank you for your letter of 15 December about the above Regulations. I note that they 
are to be brought to the attention of the House and that a commentary will be included in 
the Committee’s 2nd Report. 

Your letter asks for further clarification on the Committee’s concerns over the practical 
difficulties for schools in complying with the provisions in the Regulations relating to 
publication of information on performance targets and pupils’ attainment results. 

The provisions in the Regulations on publication of pupil targets and results have been in 
force since 1998. Where a Governing Body of a school publishes its report after the end of 
a school year, they are required to include information on the targets set for the school 
year on which they are reporting as well as the following school year (and the two previous 
school years). If, therefore, a report was published in August 2005 relating to the school 
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year 2004/05, the Governing Body would need to include the targets for the school year 
2005/06. This would not cause a problem as those targets are required to have been set 
(under the same Regulations) by 31 December 2004. 

The Committee refers to August as a date after the end of the school year. The school 
year is defined in legislation as “the period beginning with the first school term to begin 
after July and ending with the beginning of the first such term to begin after the following 
July” (Education Act section 579). August is therefore a date before the end of the school 
year, given that the school year does not end until the beginning of the autumn term. 

Alongside the targets, the Governing Body should also publish the results for the school 
year being reported on (and the two previous years). For a report published after the end 
of the school year i.e. in September 2005, a school will normally have the results from the 
National Curriculum tests by July 2005 and GCSE results are notified to pupils in the 
third week of August. As the Committee has pointed out some pupils may wish to 
challenge their results and reviews may therefore not be completed until the autumn. We 
would expect a Governing Body to take this into account when determining the 
publication date for its Annual Report and it is unlikely therefore that they would choose 
to publish it before the GCSE results are available. There is currently no legal 
requirement for Governing Bodies to publish their Annual Report within a fixed timescale 
after the school year has ended. If there are queries over pupils’ results, it is open to a 
Governing Body to publish the results as provisional or subject to appeal. 

We do not believe that the requirements in the Regulations should cause any practical 
difficulty for Governing Bodies. We are not aware that any representations from 
Governors Associations or from individual schools have been made about this provision 
since the first set of Regulations was made in 1998. I hope that this will reassure the 
Committee. 

The Committee may wish to note that the requirement to publish a Governors’ Annual 
Report will be removed if the proposals in clause 100 of the Education Bill introduced in 
the House on 30 November are enacted. Instead, schools will be required to produce a 
School Profile under clause 101 in the same Bill. Regulations to be made under this new 
provision will set out the information to be included in the School Profile. The Education 
(School Performance Targets) (England) Regulations will be amended in due course to 
reflect any changes to the legislation on Governors’ Annual Reports. 

20 December 2004 
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APPENDIX 4: DECLARATION OF INTERESTS 

Lord Addington 
Adviser, Maybeck Communications Ltd (33 St. James’s Square, London SW1) (no 
personal clients and no remuneration received to date) 
Chairman, Purcell & Company 
Vice President, British Dyslexia Association  
Vice President, Lakenham Hewitt Rugby Club 
Vice President, Lonsdale Club 
Vice President, UK Sports Association 
Patron, Adult Dyslexia Association 
Patron, Carousel 

Lord Armstrong of Ilminster 
Chairman, Board of Governors, Royal Northern College of Music 
Chancellor, University of Hull 
Chairman, Leeds Castle Foundation 
Chairman, Hestercombe Gardens Trust 
Trustee, RVW Trust 
Trustee, Derek Hill Foundation 

Lord Boston of Faversham 
Two properties let as holiday cottages 
Trustee, Leeds Castle Foundation, Leeds Castle, Maidstone, Kent (a charity) 
President, The Faversham Society (a local amenity society; a charity) 
Chairman, The Sheppey Group (formed to safeguard areas of Kent and Essex from 
proposals for a third London airport; has not been active for some twenty-or-so years) 
Fellow, Royal Society of Arts 

Viscount Colville of Culross 
Assistant Surveillance Commissioner under Regulation of Investigating Powers Act 
2000 

Lord Hunt of Kings Heath 
Senior Policy Adviser, Kings Fund 
 Adviser, University Hospital Birmingham NHS Trust 
Adviser to Beechcroft Wansbroughs Solicitors and Brightwater Regulatory 
Consulting Limited (trading as Beechcroft Wansbroughs Consulting) 
Adviser, Beechcroft Wansbroughs Solicitors 
Adviser, Harrogate Management Centre 
 Adviser, KPMG (Accountants)  
Adviser, Long Term Conditions Alliance 
Columnist, Health Services Journal 
Regular speaking engagements on variety of subjects in relation to the NHS and 
healthcare issues 
Associate, Cumberlege Connections 
Chair, Birmingham and Solihull NHS Strategic Partnering Board 
Chair, National Patient Safety Agency 
Parliamentary Supporter of the Patients Association 
Patron, Birmingham Centre for Arts Therapies 
Patron, Comprehensive Future 
Senior Associate Fellow – Warwick University Business School 
Patron, Rethink 
Patron, Family Planning Association 
Co-operative Party 
Cyclist Touring Club 
Socialist Education Association 
Socialist Health Association 
St. Mary’s Hospice, Birmingham 
UK Public Health Association 
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Unison (trade union) 
Warwickshire County Cricket Club 

Lord Jopling 
Owner of rented houses in North Yorkshire  
Part owner of agricultural land in North Yorkshire 
Partner in farming business in North Yorkshire 
Member of the Court, York University 
President Emeritus, Auto Cycle Union 
President, Despatch Association 

Lord McKenzie of Luton 
Freehold, 3 Sandwell Close, Luton LU2 7TN 
Leasehold, 55 South Block, County Hall, London 
Member, Luton Borough Council 
Member of Corporation of Luton VI Form College 
Governor, Ashcroft High School, Luton 
Governor, Wigmore Primary School, Luton 
Governor, Chapel Street Nursery School, Luton 
Court Member, University of Luton 
Committee Member, Mary Seacole Housing Association 
Trustee, Noah Enterprise 

Lord Methuen 
Chairman of Trustees of the Lady Margaret Hungerford Charity (which has alms 
houses and schoolroom in Corsham, Wiltshire) 

Earl of Northesk 
A number of tenanted properties in West Sussex and the Isle of Man 

Baroness Royall of Blaisdon,  
Trustee of IPPR (The Institute for Public Policy Research 
Trustee, Fondation Generation Europe 
Director, European Movement 
Consultant, Generation Europe 

Viscount Ullswater 
Regular part-time consultancy to Newmarket Countryside Race Day 
Director, Lowther Park Farms Ltd, Cumbria 
Cottage in Norfolk rented out as holiday home 
Elected Councillor of Docking Ward of King’s Lynn & West Norfolk Borough 
Council 
Trustee of small landowning trusts in Cumbria and Devon 
Life Member, Supporters of Nuclear Energy (SONE) 


