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Eighth 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 2004/3397 The South-west Territorial Waters (Prohibition 
of Pair Trawling) Order 2004 

SI 2005/49 The South-west Territorial Waters (Prohibition of Pair 
Trawling) (Amendment) Order 2005 

1. The Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (DEFRA) has 
laid these Orders: SI 2004/3397 (“the 2004 Order”) under sections 3, 5(1), 
5A, and 15(3) of the Sea Fish (Conservation) Act 1967 (“the 1967 Act”); 
and SI 2005/49 under sections 3, 5(1) and 5A of the 1967 Act. SI 2005/49 
serves only to make a single amendment to the 2004 Order. DEFRA has 
provided an Explanatory Memorandum (EM) and a Regulatory Impact 
Assessment (RIA) to accompany the 2004 Order. 

2. The Explanatory Note to the 2004 Order states that it applies to British 
fishing boats, and that it prohibits fishing using specified pair trawls in the 
south-west territorial waters of England. It adds that pair trawling is a 
method of fishing by two or more vessels, carried out by a net or a 
combination of nets; and that the carriage of pair trawling nets within the 
south-west territorial sea is prohibited unless all parts of the relevant gear are 
lashed and stowed. 

3. The EM, at paragraph 2, explains that “the aim of the measure is to reduce 
the bycatch of common dolphins”. It states that “pair trawling of the type 
prohibited has been identified as a fishery with a high level of bycatch of 
common dolphins, and research into possible mitigation measures has shown 
that there is no early technical solution to reducing the bycatch in this fishery 
through the use of mitigation devices”. 

4. More information about the policy background is given in the RIA. 
Paragraph 12 explains that “bycatch levels in the UK bass pair trawl fishery 
have been observed at 91 mortalities for each of 2000/1 and 2001/2 seasons, 
113 for 2002/3 and 131 for 2003/4”, and that, while there may be annual 
fluctuations in the observed bycatch rate, that rate has increased in the last 
two years. Paragraph 14 sets out DEFRA’s view that action has to be taken 
because “Ministers have agreed through the Bergen Declaration1 that 
bycatch should be minimised and are committed under ASCOBANS2 to 
reduce it”. 

5. Paragraphs 15 and 16 of the RIA explain why DEFRA does not support the 
option of taking action on a UK-only basis. The RIA includes the statement 
that “French effort is responsible for approximately 5 times more bass 
landings than the UK element of the fishery. In the absence of data to the 

                                             
1  Ministerial Declaration of the Fifth International Conference on the Protection of the North Sea, 2002. 
2  Agreement on the Conservation of Small Cetaceans of the Baltic and North Seas. 
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contrary, it could be assumed that overall bycatch levels are higher than that 
seen in the UK element of the fishery”. 

6. Paragraphs 17 and 18 explain the option recommended, namely to take 
action on a UK basis, and then approach the European Commission (“the 
Commission”) to make the prohibition applicable to all Member States. At 
paragraph 6 of the RIA, DEFRA notes that in July 2004 it put a case to the 
Commission for the use of emergency powers for the closure of the offshore 
pair trawl fishery for bass, and that the Commission did not accept this case. 
At paragraph 18, DEFRA states that, if the Commission is not persuaded by 
a new approach to agree that the prohibition be extended to other Member 
States, DEFRA “would continue with the introduction of measures to apply 
to UK vessels only”. 

7. Paragraph 7 of the RIA notes that “new evidence has indicated that common 
dolphin population numbers are almost certainly several times the previously 
accepted figure of 120,000”, and that it was the latter figure which underlay 
the UK’s approach to the Commission in July 2004. 

8. Paragraph 29 of the RIA summarises the results of a consultation process on 
the proposals, which was carried out over a three-week period in October 
and November 2004. It makes it clear that a number of objections have been 
raised to the action being pursued by DEFRA, including that “many 
stakeholders are concerned that these measures are discriminatory as French 
and offshore fishery will continue where most cetacean bycatch is seen”. 

9. We understand the importance of safeguarding the marine environment, 
including protecting dolphins against the damage caused by bycatch. 
However, we question whether the policy being pursued by DEFRA through 
this Order will be effective in securing such protection since, as the RIA 
indicates, overall bycatch levels from the French fishery effort may well be 
higher than levels resulting from the UK element; and since there is a clear 
possibility that the Commission may not agree that the prohibition effected 
by the Order should be extended to other Member States. 

10. We note from a separate Order laid in January 2005 by DEFRA, Incidental 
Catches of Cetaceans in Fisheries (England) Order 2005 (SI 2005/17), that 
the accompanying EM links DEFRA’s objective “to protect and improve the 
rural, urban, marine and global environment” to enforcing measures agreed 
by the European Council of Ministers “… to take measures to reduce 
bycatch …”. We are struck by the fact that paragraph 7.1 of the EM to the 
2004 Order contains much the same wording, but does not refer to agreed 
European measures. We question again whether DEFRA’s decision in the 
case of the 2004 Order, to proceed with a national prohibition before 
agreement at the European level, is an effective approach. 

11. Finally, we see a need to comment on the fact that the 2004 Order was laid 
before Parliament on 23 December and brought into force on 24 December. 
Paragraph 3.1 of the EM states that DEFRA judged it necessary to bring the 
prohibition into force as soon as consideration of the responses to 
consultation had been completed. It is a matter for regret that DEFRA 
allowed no time for Parliamentary consideration before bringing the Order 
into force, and we question whether the earlier stages of policy formulation 



 MERITS OF STATUTORY INSTRUMENTS COMMITTEE 3 

and consultation could have been handled more expeditiously to avoid the 
need to breach the 21-day rule.3 

These Orders are drawn to the special attention of the House on the 
grounds that they give rise to issues of public policy likely to be of 
interest to the House, and that they may imperfectly achieve their 
policy objectives. 

 

B. SI 2005/37 Supply of Extended Warranties on Domestic 
Electrical Goods Order 2005 

12. The Department for Trade and Industry (DTI) has laid this Order under 
sections 56(2) and 90(2) and (7) of, and paragraphs 1, 9 and 12A of 
Schedule 8 to, the Fair Trading Act 1973. DTI has provided an Explanatory 
Memorandum (EM) and a Regulatory Impact Assessment (RIA) to 
accompany the Order. 

13. The Explanatory Note states that the Order imposes an obligation on 
suppliers of domestic electrical goods, who also supply extended warranties 
for those goods, to provide certain information to the consumer before the 
sale of an extended warranty; and that it also provides consumers who 
purchase such extended warranties with certain cancellation and termination 
rights. 

14. Both the EM and the RIA provide more information about the policy 
background. At paragraph 7.4, the EM explains that, following consumer 
complaints about extended warranties, the Office of Fair Trading (“OFT”) 
carried out an investigation in 1994, and that a voluntary code of practice 
was introduced as a result. It goes on to explain that, following a review in 
2001, the OFT judged that retailers’ compliance with the code was poor and 
that it referred the market to the Competition Commission. The EM refers 
to the subsequent Competition Commission report of 2003, which 
“identified certain practices as distorting or restricting competition and 
operating against the public interest”. 

15. DTI has carried out consultation on the proposals in the Order and has 
published its response to points made by consultees.4 The response 
document refers to the two rounds of consultation completed (in July and 
November 2004 respectively), and says that 42 responses were received to 
the first round and 23 to the second. It notes that “most respondents 
supported the general thrust of the Order and the policy objectives behind 
the Competition Commission report, although some respondents were 
unsure about some specific provisions”; and states that “the Government is 
satisfied that the final Order will remedy the adverse effects identified by the 
Competition Commission report in a proportionate and fair manner”.5 

                                             
3  The guidance on Statutory Instrument Practice, issued by the Cabinet Office and HMSO, states that, if an 

instrument is subject to negative procedure, it should generally be laid at least 21 days before it is due to 
come into force; and that, while there may be exceptions, the rule should be strictly observed whenever 
possible. 

4 “The Supply of Extended Warranties on Domestic Electrical Goods Order 2005 – results of the public 
consultations and the Government’s response” (January 2005): 
www.dti.gov.uk/ccp/topics2/pdf2/ewconresponse.pdf  

5 Ibid, p 2, para 1. 
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16. The Order is the latest stage in a process of policy development which has 
extended over a number of years. The commendably informative material 
provided by DTI to accompany the Order makes it clear that the offer of 
extended warranties for the goods in question has raised issues of significant 
concern to consumers as well as retailers; and that the regulatory authorities 
have given careful consideration to these issues and how best to address 
them, taking account of views expressed by interested parties. We consider 
that the House may well be interested in the decision embodied in this Order 
to make it obligatory for suppliers to provide consumers with certain 
information about extended warranties. 

This Order is drawn 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. 
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EXPLANATORY INFORMATION 

 SI 2005/44 Licensing Act 2003 (Hearings) Regulations 2005 

17. In our 7th Report of this Session (HL Paper 33), the Committee drew the 
special attention of the House to various licensing instruments laid under the 
Licensing Act 2003, including SI 2005/44 Licensing Act 2003 (Hearings) 
Regulations 2005, and raised further questions. Further explanatory 
information from the Department of Culture, Media and Sport is printed at 
Appendix 1 to this Report. 
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INSTRUMENTS NOT REPORTED 

The Committee has considered the instruments set out in Appendix 2 
and has determined that the special attention of the House need not 
be drawn to them. 

18. Further information was sought from the Department for Environment, 
Food and Rural Affairs in connection with SI 2005/17 Incidental Catches of 
Cetaceans in Fisheries (England) Order 2005 and is printed at Appendix 3 to 
this Report. 

19. Further information was sought by the Committee from the Department for 
Education and Skills in connection with SI 2004/3374 Education 
(Independent School Standards) (England) (Amendment) Regulations 2004, 
and is printed at Appendix 4 to the Report. 
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APPENDIX 1: EXPLANATORY INFORMATION (SI 2005/44) 

SI 2005/ 44 Licensing Act 2003 (Hearings) Regulations 2005 

Q1: Regulation 14 (2) The licensing authority may exclude the public from all or 
part of a hearing where it considers that the public interest in so doing outweighs 
the public interest in the hearing, or that part of the hearing, taking place in 
public.  Under what circumstances might this provision might operate? 

A1: The procedure we have put in place is that hearings will be in public (regulation 
14(1)) but it is recognised, as it is recognised for other committee sessions of a local 
authority, that there may be circumstances when a hearing or part of a hearing should take 
place behind closed doors (usually part of a hearing). We did not want to leave this 
discretion open ended but we have added a test to it that the licensing authority should 
balance what is in the public interest in holding the hearing. A straightforward example 
would be where the licensing authority is considering representations at a hearing which 
could disclose commercially sensitive information about an applicant that, but for those 
representations, would not be in the public domain. The conferral of a discretion enables 
the licensing authority to decide whether it is in the public interest for that information to 
be in the public domain, possibly because it is such a material consideration to its 
deliberations, or whether it would be right to consider the specific information “in 
camera” as the disclosure may be damaging. This test of weighing up the public interest is 
well understood and, of course, is the relevant test for disclosures under the Freedom of 
Information Act 2000. 

Q2: The Committee felt that the timings on the following were very tight:  in 
regulation 6(2) (In the case of a hearing under- (a) section 48(3)(a) (cancellation 
of interim authority notice following police objection), or(b) section 105(2)(a) 
(counter notice following police objection to temporary event notice), the 
authority shall give the notice of hearing no later than two working days before 
the day or the first day on which the hearing is to be held.); and in 8 (3) (In the 
case of a hearing under-(a) section 48(3)(a) (cancellation of interim authority 
notice following police objection), or (b) section 105(2)(a) (counter notice 
following police objection to temporary event notice), the party shall give the 
notice no later than one working day before the day or the first day on which the 
hearing is to be held. 

A2: These timings are due to the tight timescale involved in giving an interim authority 
notice and temporary event notice. It is important in both cases that if the police give 
notice of objection, which triggers the requirement for the licensing authority to hold a 
hearing, that the hearing is held before the worth of holding that hearing is lost. An 
interim authority notice has to be given within 7 days of the death, insolvency etc and 
within that period has to be copied to the police. The authority only lasts for two months 
from the day the notice is given to the licensing authority and its effect is to revive the 
authority of the premises licence for that period upon the notice being served. The police 
alone can object but they can only do so in exceptional circumstances on the basis that to 
continue the interim authority would undermine the crime prevention objective. The 
police have 48 hours in which to object. There is the need to act swiftly in these 
circumstances if the police object, as their objection would indicate very serious concerns 
about the licence having been revived. As a consequence the timescales in respect of the 
hearing need to be the minimum possible to enable urgent consideration of the objection 
and to be able to act with all due speed if the licensing authority considers it necessary to 
cancel the interim authority.  
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The same principles apply in relation to the giving of a temporary event notice. Whilst the 
recommendation in the Guidance is that those giving a temporary event notices give 
notice well in advance of a planned event, notice only has to be given ten working days 
before the event is to begin. Again, it is only the police who can give notice of objection. 
The police are copied the temporary event notice no later than ten days before the event 
begins. They can object within 48 hours of receiving the copy if they are satisfied that 
allowing the event to take place would undermine the crime prevention objective. So, 
again, time is of the essence in ensuring that the procedure allows the worth of a hearing 
to have effect. There would be a need for the licensing authority to act swiftly to counter 
the notice to prevent an event happening if it considers it necessary after holding a hearing 
about the police objection. 

In relation to all timescales the aim has been to achieve a fair balance for all parties within 
the requirements of the Licensing Act 2003. The fact that only the police can object on 
crime prevention grounds provides a strong indication that if an objection is made it 
should provoke consideration by the licensing authority with all due speed.  We 
will monitor all of this as the system operates. 

Q3: Is there an appeal mechanism to resolve dispute about fee levels (in 
particular, the application of the multiplier for certain premises in bands D and 
E). 

A3: If a licensing authority considers that it has not received the right fee with an 
application it has to reject the application as the application would not be made in 
accordance with section 17 of the Act. However, if the applicant disputes the view of the 
licensing authority on the correct amount of the fee its remedy would be to judicially 
review the decision of the licensing authority. However, we are confident that if the 
dispute is in good faith the authority and the applicant will seek to resolve it without 
recourse to the courts. The provisions of the Act, the remedies available and the range of 
the rights of appeal were all thoroughly scrutinised during the passage of the Bill by 
Parliament and by the Joint Committee on Human Rights. 
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APPENDIX 2: INSTRUMENTS TO WHICH THE COMMITTEE DOES NOT 
DRAW THE SPECIAL ATTENTION OF THE HOUSE 

Draft Instruments requiring affirmative approval 
Private Security Industry Act 2001 (Amendments to Schedule 2) Order 2005 
Scotland Act 1998 (Transfer of Functions to the Scottish Ministers etc.) Order 2005 
Gender Recognition (Approved Countries and Territories) Order 2005 
Terrorism Act 2000 (Continuance of Part VII) Order 2005 
Electoral Law (Northern Ireland) Act 1962 (Amendment) Order 2005 

Instruments subject to annulment 

SI 2004/3335 Patents (Convention Countries) Order 2004 

SI 2004/3374 Education (Independent School Standards) (England) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2004 

SI 2005/1 Financial Services and Markets Act 2000 (Gibraltar) (Amendment) 
Order 2005 

SI 2005/5 Education (Student Support) (No. 2) Regulations 2002 (Amendment) 
Regulations 2005 

SI 2005/17 Incidental Catches of Cetaceans in Fisheries (England) Order 2005 

SI 2005/18 European Communities (Recognition of Professional Qualifications) 
(First General System) Regulations 2005 

SI 2005/47 Immigration (European Economic Area) (Amendment) Regulations 
2005 

SI 2005/48 Social Security Pensions (Home Responsibilities) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2005 

SI 2005/50 Blood Safety and Quality Regulations 2005 

SI 2005/51 Education (School Performance Information) (England) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2005 

SI 2005/53 Enterprise Act 2002 (Judicial Pensions and Retirement Act 1993) 
(Consequential Amendment) Order 2005 

SI 2005/56 Transport for London (Consequential Provisions) Order 2005 

SI 2005/57 Financial Services and Markets Act 2000 (Collective Investment 
Schemes) (Amendment) Order 2005 

SI 2005/59 Water Industry (Charges) (Vulnerable Groups) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2005 

Instruments subject to annulment (Northern Ireland) 

SR 2004/521 Employment (Northern Ireland) Order 2003 (Dispute Resolution) 
Regulations (Northern Ireland) 2004 

SR 2005/3 Firearms (Appeals and Applications) Regulations (Northern Ireland) 
2005 

SR 2005/11 Salaries (Comptroller and Auditor General) (Northern Ireland) Order 
2005 
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APPENDIX 3: EXPLANATORY INFORMATION (SI 2005/17) 

SI 2005/17 Incidental Catches of Cetaceans in Fisheries (England) Order 2005 

The Committee asked the Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs 
(DEFRA) to expand on the policy background to this Order, which introduces 
enforcement powers and offences for those measures contained in Council Regulation 
(EC) No 812/2004 to reduce cetacean bycatch6 in certain fisheries.  DEFRA provided the 
information below. 

Council Regulation (EC) No 812/2004 phases out the use of drift nets in the Baltic by 
2008, makes the use of acoustic deterrent devices (“pingers”) mandatory for vessels over 
12 metres in length involved in fixed gear fisheries in the Celtic Sea, Channel and North 
Sea, and sets up mandatory observer schemes on vessels over 15 metres in certain sectors 
of the fishing fleet.  Pilot projects must be set up to monitor the impact of fisheries where 
pingers are used, including the under 15m fleet.  Pingers are required in the North Sea 
from 1 June 2005 in bottom set nets of mesh size larger than or equal to 220mm and from 
1 August 2005 in bottom set nets of less than 400metre length; in the Celtic Sea acoustic 
devices will be mandatory from 1 January 2006, and in the eastern Channel from 1 
January 2007.  Monitoring schemes must be in place by 1 January 2005 for pelagic trawl 
fisheries in the Celtic Sea and Channel, and set net fisheries in the North Sea and west of 
Scotland. 

Research work has demonstrated that acoustic devices reduce bycatch in set net fisheries, 
by producing a sound that acts to deter small cetaceans from nets. Acoustic devices are 
required in those fisheries where bycatch of small cetaceans has already been noted.  The 
Council Regulation recognises that awareness and recognition of the problem of cetacean 
bycatch is varied across the Community; this legislation now requires observer schemes to 
be implemented by all Member States in a coordinated way and will widen our knowledge 
of the fisheries across the EU in which bycatch is occurring. Data collected through the 
observer schemes will inform a review of the Regulation, to take place in 2007/8, when the 
Commission will assess what further measures are necessary. 

The UK Government welcomed the proposal but raised concerns that the burden on the 
industry and enforcement should be more proportionate to the risk and that therefore 
pingers should not be mandatory in Area VIId and the 0-6 mile zone elsewhere in Area 
VII.   Other Member States suggested, and the Commission accepted, that these concerns 
could be met by limiting mandatory pinger usage to vessels over 12 metres in length.  We 
argued against this in the Council, but there was insufficient support for stricter measures.  

                                             
6 Material on DEFRA’s website explains that UK waters hold numerous species of small cetaceans, including 
harbour porpoise, six species of dolphin and two species of whale. 
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APPENDIX 4: EXPLANATORY INFORMATION (SI 2004/3374) 

SI 2004/3374 Education (Independent School Standards)(England)(Amendment) 
Regulations 2004 

The Committee asked the Department for Education and Skills (DfES) to clarify the 
effects of these Regulations in changing the requirements for checks with the Criminal 
Records Bureau (CRB) on members of independent schools. DfES provided this 
clarification in the form of the tables set out below. 

 

A. Changes to the requirements for CRB checks on proprietors of independent schools 
contained in the Education (Independent School Standards) (England) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2004 effective from 17 January 2005 

 

Position Current situation Following changes in the 
regulations 

  CRB check 
required? 

Body responsible for 
carrying out the 
CRB check 

CRB check 
required? 

Body 
responsible 
for carrying 
out the CRB 
check 

Individual 
proprietors and 
Chairs of bodies 
registered as the 
proprietor 

Yes The Secretary of 
State 

Yes The Secretary 
of State 

Members of 
bodies registered 
as the proprietor  

Yes The Secretary of 
State 

Yes The school. 
Inspectors will 
confirm that 
the checks 
have been 
carried out.  
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B. Changes to the requirements for CRB checks on proprietors of Academies, City Technology 
Colleges and City Technology Colleges for the Arts contained in the Education (Independent 
School Standards) (England) (Amendment) Regulations 2004 effective from 17 January 2005 

 

Position Current situation Following changes in the 
regulations 

  CRB check 
required? 

Body 
responsible for 
carrying out the 
CRB check 

CRB check 
required? 

Body 
responsible for 
carrying out the 
CRB check 

Chair of the 
Governing Body 
(a proprietor) 

Yes Secretary of 
State 

Yes Secretary of 
State 

Governors 
(proprietors) 

Yes Secretary of 
State 

Yes. The Articles 
of Association 
may contain an 
article or articles 
specifying that 
CRB checks only 
need to made in 
certain 
circumstances, for 
example if the 
governor is, in the 
judgement of the 
Principal or Chair 
of the Governing 
Body, giving a 
cause for concern 
or will be having 
regular contact 
with children. 

Academy, CTC 
or CTCA 
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APPENDIX 5: 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 Investigatory 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 
Trustee, National Botanic Garden of Wales 

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) 


