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Twenty-fourth Report 

INSTRUMENTS DRAWN TO THE SPECIAL ATTENTION OF THE 
HOUSE 

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. Draft Electricity and Gas (Carbon Emissions Reduction) 
(Amendment) Order 2009 

Draft Electricity and Gas (Community Energy Saving Programme) 
Order 2009 

Summary: The measures contained in these draft Orders were announced by the 
Prime Minister on 11 September 2008 as part of a package of initiatives to help 
households save energy and money, and contribute to CO2 savings. The Carbon 
Emissions Reduction Target (CERT) placed an obligation on gas and electricity 
suppliers with over 50,000 domestic customers to achieve carbon reduction targets 
through promoting low carbon and energy efficiency measures. The central 
amendment in the first draft Order is an increase in the current CERT by 20%.The 
second Order places a further obligation on the same cohort of suppliers through the 
Community Energy Saving Programme (CESP).The same obligation is also placed 
on certain electricity generators through the second Order. The CESP obligation 
must be achieved by promoting particular types of actions to domestic energy users in 
areas of low income, and will be delivered in partnership with self-selecting local 
authorities and/or community groups. For both draft Orders, the obligated 
companies can pass on the costs of the work to their customers. Although the 
Government has identified that there will be significant savings as a result of these 
draft Orders, they will need to address possible perceptions of unfairness if the 
schemes result in the majority of customers subsidising improvements for the few. 

These instruments 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. 

1. The measures contained in the draft Orders - the increase of the Carbon 
Emissions Reduction Target (CERT) and the roll out of the Community 
Energy Saving Programme (CESP) - were announced by the Prime Minister 
on 11 September 2008 as part of a package of initiatives to help households 
save energy and money, and contribute to CO2 savings. The two Orders are 
based on the same primary legislation (the Gas Act 1986, the Electricity Act 
1989 and the Utilities Act 2000). They are quite similar in that they both 
impose a carbon reduction obligation on gas and electricity suppliers. Both 
draft Orders also have a heavy focus on efficiency savings amongst vulnerable 
groups. The House may wish to use the debate on the draft Orders to satisfy 
itself that they form a coherent and complementary package of measures. 

Electricity and Gas (Carbon Emissions Reduction) (Amendment)Order 2009 

2. An obligation to achieve carbon reduction targets was imposed by Order last 
year on electricity and gas suppliers who have 50,000 or more domestic 
customers. This Carbon Emissions Reduction Target (CERT) is due to 
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conclude on 31 March 2011. Suppliers seek to achieve the targets by 
promoting (e.g. through subsidised offers) low carbon and energy efficiency 
measures such as cavity wall insulation and high efficiency light bulbs in 
households. At least 40% of the carbon saving obligation has to be achieved 
in a priority group of low income, vulnerable and elderly households. The 
central amendment in this draft Order is a proposed 20% increase in the 
current CERT for those electricity and gas suppliers with over 50,000 
domestic customers. 

3. The Government believes this sets an ambitious, but achievable, target that 
would meet the objectives of delivering the maximum possible level of carbon 
and energy savings to 2011, whilst maintaining equity for customers (Impact 
Assessment page 16). Ofgem’s report on suppliers’ achievement by the 
fourth quarter of CERT (to March 2009) revealed that measures delivered to 
date equate to 50% of the revised CERT (Impact Assessment page 17). The 
Secretary of State wrote to suppliers last autumn to confirm the details of the 
proposed CERT amendments to enable and encourage them to start taking 
early action. 

4. The monetised costs of the amendment to the target are significant. The 
Impact Assessment (page 10) estimates the total cost as being £1,105 
million, with the breakdown being; £582 million cost to energy suppliers, 
£363 million cost to householders to part pay for measures and £160 million 
cost to Local Authorities and Social Landlords. The costs to the energy 
suppliers may be passed on to their customers. However, the Impact 
Assessment (page 10) estimates the monetised benefits as being £3,523 
million over the life of the measures (about 30 to 40 years for most). These 
would be as a result of a number of factors, including reduced fuel use and 
non-purchase of EU-ETS (Emissions Trading Scheme) allowances. 

5. Ofgem is required to report annually to the Secretary of State on suppliers’ 
progress towards their carbon saving targets. 

Electricity and Gas (Community Energy Saving Programme) Order 2009 

6. This Order places a further obligation on electricity and gas suppliers who 
have 50,000 or more domestic customers to achieve a carbon emissions 
reduction objective. The Order also places the same obligation on electricity 
generators who have generated 10TWh/yr or more of electricity in the 
previous year to achieve a carbon emissions reduction objective. The 
obligation imposed by this draft Order on generators and suppliers must be 
achieved by promoting particular types of actions to domestic energy users in 
areas of low income. 

7. The Community Energy Saving Programme (CESP) will offer households in 
the areas of lowest income in Great Britain (namely those which fall within 
the lowest 10% of the income domain of the Index of Multiple Deprivation 
(IMD), or 15% in Scotland and Wales) measures to improve energy 
efficiency standards. It is anticipated that CESP will be delivered through 
community-based partnerships involving local authorities and other 
community organisations working with energy suppliers and electricity 
generators to identify target communities. The CESP measures will be 
funded by the obligations placed on energy suppliers and electricity 
generators by this draft Order. The Government estimates that around 100 
schemes will be funded, assisting around 90,000 homes, and delivering a 
saving of around 3 million tonnes of CO2 emissions. 
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8. Although CESP will be delivered in partnership with self-selecting local 
authorities and/or community groups, the Government propose to leave the 
arrangements flexible, with no element of compulsion. During the debate, 
the House may wish to explore the extent to which these flexible 
arrangements will be sufficient to deliver a new programme of this scale, 
particularly when there is uncertainty surrounding the costs of the scheme 
(Impact Assessment page 18). 

9. The Impact Assessment estimates the total cost to suppliers and generators 
as being £311 million (Impact Assessment page 15). However, the average 
fuel bill saving per household receiving measures under this option is 
estimated at £328 (Impact Assessment page 17). If the obligated companies 
pass through all their costs to customers, this would equate to price rises on 
average domestic energy bills of around £3.00 per year for the duration of 
the programme (Impact Assessment page 15). The Impact Assessment 
correctly identifies that there could be concerns about the fairness of a 
programme which requires the majority of consumers to subsidise 
improvements for the few (Impact Assessment page 21). 

10. Furthermore, although the Government estimate that fuel bill savings might 
remove around 30,000 to 40,000 households from fuel poverty (Impact 
Assessment page 17), they also acknowledge the risk that the result of 
companies passing their costs on through energy bills could push other 
households into fuel poverty. The Government also recognise that the use of 
the IMD income domain to identify the areas where support will be offered 
will unavoidably limit the number and geographic spread of properties being 
eligible for CESP (Explanatory Memorandum paragraph 8.3). In particular, 
the Government are aware that with the approach used, the majority of 
households benefiting from the programme will be in urban settings, with 
only a small number being in rural settings. Given these two issues, the 
House may wish to use the debate to satisfy itself that, through the roll-out of 
the programme, the Government are doing enough to address any 
perceptions of unfairness. 

11. Ofgem will administer and manage the scheme as they do with CERT. The 
monitoring of CESP will be undertaken through the duration of the scheme, 
and an evaluation will be published in 2012. Given some of the uncertainties 
around cost, the importance of effective monitoring of this programme 
should not be underestimated. 

B. Education (Student Support) Regulations 2009 (SI 2009/1555) 

Summary: These are the annual Regulations which provide for support for students 
taking designated higher education courses. They apply to the academic year 
beginning on or after 1 September 2010. The key changes were announced in 
Parliament on 1 July [HL Deb 1 July 2009, WMS 21 - 23]. The statement 
received significant media coverage, particularly the announcement that the package 
of support for full-time students will remain at current levels, despite the uprating of 
the maximum fee level. Representative organisations from the higher education 
community were quoted expressing significant displeasure with the proposals. Given 
the strong feelings on the issue, and the fact that there was no external review of the 
Regulations, the House may wish to ensure that the Government is aware of the full 
range of views on the matter. 
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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. 

12. These Regulations provide for support for students taking designated higher 
education courses in respect of the academic year beginning on or after 1 
September 2010. They are annual regulations, and the Minister of State 
announced the key changes in a statement to Parliament on 1 July. The 
statement was repeated in the House of Lords on the same day [HL Deb 1 
July 2009, WMS 21 - 23]. The key points of the statement were: 

• In these difficult economic times, the Government are taking difficult 
decisions in the interests of students, universities and taxpayers alike; 

• The package of maintenance support for full-time students will 
remain at current levels. The Government say that this reflects the 
current low inflationary environment; 

• In 2010-11, students starting a full-time course will be eligible for the 
same level of upfront maintenance support that was available for new 
students in 2009-10; 

• Students continuing their studies in 2010-11 will also be eligible for 
the same levels of maintenance support that they received in 2009-10; 

• New and continuing full-time students will be able to access a fee loan 
of up to £3,290 a year, which has been increased by 2.04% in 2010-
11 to reflect the uprating of the maximum tuition fee level; and 

• The Government have decided to align the financial support for new 
entrants to postgraduate and equivalent initial teacher training courses 
with what is available for the generality of undergraduates. 

13. The EM (paragraph 8.1) says that the highly compressed timetable for 
finalising policy decisions and laying the Regulations has prevented an 
external review of these Regulations by stakeholders in the Higher Education 
sector. The Government statement received significant media coverage, 
particularly the freeze on student grants despite the uprating of the maximum 
fee level. The National Union of Students, the University and College Union 
and the Association of Teachers and Lecturers were all quoted expressing 
displeasure with the proposals. 

14. It is understood that the Government will have to make some difficult 
financial decisions in the current economic climate. However, it is 
unfortunate that there has been no external review of these Regulations, as 
they are an important piece of annual secondary legislation and there are 
clearly strong feelings in the higher education community on the provisions 
they contain. The House may therefore wish to ensure that the Government 
is fully aware of the arguments being put forward by the representative 
organisations from that community. 

C. Olympic Route Network Designation Order 2009 (SI 2009/1573) 

Summary: This instrument lists the individual streets and roads that are designated 
to become the Olympic Route Network (ORN). The roads in the ORN will be used 
to transport the athletes, officials, accredited media representatives and marketing 
partners during the London 2012 Olympic Games and Paralympic Games. The 
ORN links the main competition and non-competition (accommodation, training 
facility) venues for the Games and the provisions will apply for up to 60 days. 
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Whilst many events will be held in the Olympic Park in Stratford a number will be 
held at other venues across London (e.g. Wimbledon, Greenwich) and the south of 
England (Weymouth, Broxbourne (Herts) and Hadleigh Farm (Essex)) and the 
ORN therefore links to these venues as well. Maps showing reserved routes within 
and outside London are available on the DfT website. Spectators are to be 
encouraged to use public transport to get to the Olympic venues and details of the 
ODA’s overall transport strategy are set out on their website. 

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. 

15. The Department for Transport (DfT) has laid these Regulations under the 
London Olympic Games and Paralympic Games Act 2006, together with an 
Explanatory Memorandum (EM) and Impact Assessment (IA). 

16. This instrument lists the individual streets and roads that are designated to 
become the Olympic Route Network (ORN). The roads in the ORN will be 
used to transport the athletes, officials, accredited media representatives and 
marketing partners between key competition and non-competition venues 
during the London 2012 Olympic Games and Paralympic Games (‘the 
London Olympics’). This is required to fulfil one of our contractual 
obligations as organiser of the Games. 

17. The ORN links the main competition and non-competition 
(accommodation, training facility) venues for the Games and the provisions 
will apply for up to 60 days. Whilst many events will be held in the Olympic 
Park in Stratford a number will be held at other venues across London (e.g. 
Wimbledon, Greenwich) and the south of England (Weymouth, Broxbourne 
(Herts) and Hadleigh Farm (Essex)) and the ORN therefore links to these 
venues as well. Maps showing routes within and outside London are 
available on the DfT website.1 

18. The Order also confers on the Olympic Delivery Authority (‘ODA’) certain 
powers to make orders under the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 in 
relation to roads forming part of the ORN and to act as an approval authority 
for road and street works on those roads. The Order requires various 
highway and traffic authorities and utility companies to co-operate with the 
ODA in the exercise their statutory functions. Early action is required to 
ensure that road improvements and road works are completed before the 
Olympics take place. 

19. A number of consultees were concerned about the lack of detail about the 
arrangements but DfT says this is addressed in the Government response to 
the ORN consultation.2 This sets out the ODA’s eight-stage engagement 
plan starting immediately following designation of the ORN and running 
through to the decommissioning of the measures from August 2012, and 
takes into account both those taking part and those going about their 
everyday business. However the Committee would have liked to see a more 
developed assessment of the likely costs to small businesses of the disruption 
and of  the traffic’s impact on carbon emissions.  

20. Key measures in the plan include: 

                                                                                                                                       
1 Maps of the ORN http://www.dft.gov.uk/pgr/regional/orndesignation/ 
2 The Government response to issues raised in consultation 

http://www.dft.gov.uk/pgr/regional/orndesignation/consultationresponses1.pdfout 
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• Olympic Lanes (i.e. lanes reserved for vehicles transporting athletes, 
officials etc) will only be used on the busiest sections of the ORN, 
where there is a clear justification for doing so, and only if there is 
sufficient road space to accommodate them; 

• Traffic management measures will be proportionate and will be 
tailored to the needs of each section of the ORN. For example, if a 
venue is only used for a limited time, then where measures can be 
varied by time or day they would be geared to when the venue is being 
used; 

• The sanctions for infringements of Traffic Regulation Orders (TROs) 
in relation to any of the measures implemented on the ORN, 
including Olympic Lanes, are set out in section 15 of the London 
Olympic and Paralympic Games Act 2006. There is provision for both 
civil enforcement, through Penalty Charge notices, and criminal 
sanctions, just as for Red Routes in London. The maximum level of 
fine on criminal conviction is, however, higher - at level 5 on the 
standard scale (£5,000). 

21. Spectators are to be encouraged to use public transport to get to the Olympic 
venues and details of the ODA’s overall transport strategy are set out on their 
website.3 

D. Human Fertilisation and Embryology (Statutory Storage Period for 
Embryos and Gametes) Regulations 2009 (SI 2009/1582) 

Summary: These regulations extend the period for which gametes and embryos can 
be stored from the 10 years set out in the 2008 Act to a maximum of 55 years, 
composed of rolling 10-year stages during each of which the donor must be certified 
as prematurely infertile. Correspondents have raised ethical issues but also safety 
issues about the health of the resultant child. The report sets out the safeguards 
proposed before allowing extended storage. The report includes further information 
from both the Department of Health and Lord Winston, both of which indicate that 
it is the freezing and thawing process which appears to be the critical factor, and 
that there is no evidence that the duration of the period in storage may be 
significant, although evidence of the long-term effects of the process is sparse. The 
Committee would have liked to see a stronger rationale for extending the maximum 
period from 10 to 55 years, and, given the newness of the technology, some rather 
more detailed plans for monitoring and review. The House may wish to consider the 
proposals in the light of the additional information provided. 

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. 

22. The Department of Health (DH) has laid these Regulations under the 
Human Fertilisation and Embryology Act 1990, together with an 
Explanatory Memorandum (EM) and Impact Assessment (IA). 

23. Gametes (sperm and eggs) or embryos that are not used in fertility treatment 
immediately can be frozen for future use. The Human Fertilisation and 
Embryology Act 1990 (“the 1990 Act”), as amended by the Human 
Fertilisation and Embryology Act 2008 (“the 2008 Act”) sets the storage 
period for embryos and gametes at a maximum of ten years, but also makes 

                                                                                                                                       
3 http://www.london2012.com/plans/transport/getting-ready/transport-plan.php 
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provision for this period to be extended in regulations. The Storage 
Regulations will enable the storage period to be extended at any point within 
the initial ten year period for a further ten years if the gamete provider, 
person to be treated, or person to whom the embryo or gamete has been 
allocated is prematurely infertile or is likely to become prematurely infertile. 
The storage period may then be extended for subsequent ten year periods, 
until a maximum storage period of 55 years is reached, provided that the 
premature infertility criteria is demonstrated at any time within each ten year 
period. 

24. Originally, the maximum statutory storage periods for embryos and gametes 
were set at 5 or 10 years respectively. The 2008 Act amended the 1990 Act 
to provide that both embryos and gametes can be stored for up to ten years. 
During the Commons Committee stage of the 2008 Act, amendments were 
tabled to widen the types of circumstance in which people would be eligible 
to extend storage of gametes and embryos (HC Deb 5 June 2008, cols 137-
142). The amendments were withdrawn, but the Minister of State for Public 
Health at the time agreed to have regard to the situations that were raised in 
debate as part of the wider consideration of updating the Storage 
Regulations.  

Representations 

25. The Merits Committee has received three representations questioning the 
degree of change proposed; in particular that these regulations change the 
upper limit for storage from age 55 to a maximum of 55 years.4 These 
representations also comment that the requirement for only one of the two 
people whose gametes are used to create the embryo in storage needs to be 
prematurely infertile increases the likelihood of elderly parents, and note that 
a long-stored embryo could be implanted in a surrogate or donated to 
another couple. They also query the definition of a man’s natural 
childbearing age. 

26. The Department of Health has responded to these queries. They confirm 
that the regulations would allow extended storage for: 

• prematurely infertile people who wish to extend storage of their own 
gametes or embryos created by themselves and their partner, 

• prematurely infertile people who need donated gametes or embryos, 

• prematurely infertile people who require a surrogate (perhaps because 
a medical condition has resulted in their womb being removed). 

27. If the gametes and/or embryos are not used during an individual’s storage 
period, they could be donated to another couple or donated to research 
provided that the overall maximum storage period (55 years) had not been 
reached. At this point, whatever the circumstances, the embryos would have 
to be disposed of. 

28. The Department of Health stress that the removal of the age limit does not 
remove the requirement for the specific circumstances of the person storing 
the gametes or embryos to be taken into account. To extend storage for a 
further ten years a registered medical practitioner must provide a written 
opinion that the person for whom the gamete or embryo is being stored is 

                                                                                                                                       
4 Correspondence received from Dr E Allan, Dr D Boucher of CARE and Andrea Williams, the Director of Christian 

Concern for our Nation. 
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prematurely infertile. In addition, all clinics are under licence obligation to 
consider the welfare of the child before providing treatment. 

29. The Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority can check a clinic’s 
records of embryos and gametes in storage when they inspect a clinic. If they 
had concerns that a clinic was breaching the regulations, this would be taken 
into account by a Licence Committee when considering a clinic’s licence; for 
example, whether to renew a clinic’s licence, whether to impose particular 
conditions on the clinic or whether to revoke the licence. If there were 
particular concerns it would be possible for the HFEA to refer the doctor to 
the General Medical Council for disciplinary action. 

30. These regulations allow extended storage for people who are prematurely 
infertile. As the regulations require that this is re-assessed every ten years, 
when someone was no longer considered to be prematurely infertile they 
would not be able to re-extend storage. The intention of the provisions is to 
ensure that people are able to store embryos and gametes for as long as they 
can satisfy the premature infertility criteria (up to a long stop of 55 years) 
and therefore to ensure they have the same opportunities for assisted 
conception as those who did not require extended storage periods. 

Safety of embryo freezing 

31. However, Christian Concern also raises the issue of the safety of the process 
and whether the children produced after long term freezing have more than 
the usual likelihood of defects or health issues that may not manifest 
themselves until the child is adult. They quoted an article from Professor 
Lord Winston which states:  

“There’s no child aged 30 from egg freezing so how do we know it’s safe? The 
concern is the long-term genetic effects. There’s considerable evidence that 
environmental changes in embryo development may affect humans in later life. In 
my view it’s irresponsible (for clinics) to egg freeze until long-term animal research 
has been done.” 5 

32. Although the article was primarily about elective freezing of embryos, Lord 
Winston has offered his views on the safety issues that the process raises: 

“I have never made a secret about by misgivings over freezing the female gamete 
and my correspondence with the HFEA on the dangers of freezing goes back to 
1995. I have also published articles in scientific journals regarding the possible 
effects of freezing, one of which - a study in embryos, clearly shows inhibition of 
gene expression in preimplantation embryos (in this case, rather alarmingly, a 
cancer-suppressing gene) frozen by the conventional methods widely used in most 
IVF laboratories (Tachataki M, Winston RM, Taylor DM. “Quantitative RT-
PCR reveals tuberous sclerosis gene, TSC2, mRNA degradation following 
cryopreservation in the human preimplantation embryo”).6  

The effects in the embryo that we observed may (or may not) be trivial, but at least 
a large number of children have been born after embryo freezing and many are 
more than ten or fifteen years old and do not appear to show adverse effects. 
However, I still feel that we should be conscious that certain effects on the embryo 
are only discovered long after birth - such as David Barker’s work (in a 
retrospective study) which shows small babies born many years ago with a perfectly 

                                                                                                                                       
5 Evening Standard of 1 July 
6 Mol Human Reprod. 2003 Oct 9(10): 593-601). 
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healthy childhood and young adulthood, had a higher than average risk of heart 
disease, diabetes, stroke and hypertension by the time they were fifty or sixty years 
old, with a shorter than average longevity. 

With regard to egg freezing, the situation is possibly much more serious. Very few 
animal studies have done, and very few humans have been born - I am not sure 
whether any of the few children born are yet more than three or four years old. 
What I am concerned about are epigenetic effects; it is very possible that 
methylation patterns of the oocyte may be changed by all kinds of changes in the 
environment and exposure to freezing and the use of cryoprotectants are two 
significantly “abnormal” environmental phenomena. I find it worrying that 
women are being encouraged to freeze eggs as “an insurance policy” against 
ageing when virtually no work has been done at all on the epigenetic effects of 
freezing oocytes in any mammalian model (such as the mouse). I am not opposed 
to any form of freezing - embryos, spermatozoa or oocytes - when there are no 
alternatives, of course. It seems to me that egg freezing for somebody who is about 
to be made sterile by cancer treatment, for example, is done for reasons of humanity 
and here the seriousness of the medical condition justifies some risks to be taken - 
although admittedly, the risks will be born by the offspring, not the mother, a 
complex ethical question. 

Let me reiterate - I do not believe gamete freezing should be banned. Nor 
incidentally should it matter whether the gamete is frozen for one day or for thirty 
years. There is no serious evidence of increased risk in prolonged storage.” 

33. The Department of Health states that the Government have considered the 
safety of storing embryos. In 1984, the Warnock report proposed a five year 
review and ten year maximum storage limit for embryos because of 
questions, at that time, about the long term safety of freezing techniques. In 
the 25 years since the report was published there has been no evidence to 
suggest an increased risk with using embryos that have been frozen. The 
2008 Act brought the statutory storage period of embryos in line with that 
for gametes at ten years. Although the techniques for freezing, storing and 
thawing embryos are crucial, the duration of storage is not predictive of 
embryo survival or pregnancy outcome, and the Government is therefore 
content that the storage regulations apply the same criteria and time limit for 
gametes and embryos. 

34. There is no evidence to show that the length of storage time affects egg 
survival or pregnancy outcome. Nevertheless, the storage of eggs is still a 
relatively new procedure, and the freezing, storing and thawing techniques 
for eggs are important and do contain an element of risk that some eggs 
might be less likely to survive the freezing process. However, this risk is not 
augmented by the length of time the eggs remain in storage. 

Conclusion 
35. The Committee notes that these regulations carry forward the policy set out 

in the 2008 Act but would have liked to see a stronger rationale for extending 
the maximum period from 10 to 55 years, and, given the newness of the 
technology, some rather more detailed plans for monitoring and review. The 
House may wish to consider the proposals in the light of the additional information 
provided. 
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OTHER INSTRUMENT OF INTEREST 

Supreme Court Rules 2009 (SI 2009/1603) 

36. The Constitutional Reform Act 2005 provided for a clearer separation 
between the executive, legislature and judiciary and allowed for the creation 
of a United Kingdom Supreme Court to replace the Appellate Committee of 
the House of Lords. The Supreme Court will become operational in October 
2009 and these Rules of Court set out procedures to ensure that the court is 
accessible and fair to all. They set out the appeal application process, hearing 
process and the method for assessing fees and costs. The system of fees are 
designed to deliver full cost recovery for civil cases (apart from the cost of 
remissions). The Committee welcomes the positive comment from the 
consultation exercise which found that the language used in these rules is 
simple and transparent. 

 

INSTRUMENTS NOT DRAWN TO THE SPECIAL ATTENTION OF 
THE HOUSE 

Draft Instruments requiring affirmative approval 

Draft Saving Gateway Accounts Regulations 2009  

Instruments subject to annulment 

SI 2009/1514 Enfield College (Dissolution) Order 2009  

SI 2009/1515 Merton College, Morden (Dissolution) Order 2009  

SI 2009/1543 Matthew Boulton College of Further and Higher Education. 
Birmingham (Dissolution) Order 2009 

SI 2009/1545 Childcare (General Childcare Register) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1547 Childcare (Disqualification) Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1549 Early Years Foundation Stage (Welfare Requirements) 
(Amendment) Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1552 Pension Protection Fund (Entry Rules) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1554 Childcare (Provision of Information About Young Children) 
(England) Regulations 2009   

SI 2009/1556 School Organisation and Governance (Amendment) 
(England) Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1560 Education (Assisted Places) (Incidental Expenses) 
(Amendment) (England) Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1561 Education (Assisted Places) (Amendment) (England) 
Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1562 Flexible New Deal (Miscellaneous Provisions) Order 2009  

SI 2009/1563 Education (Individual Pupil Information) (Prescribed 
Persons) (England) Regulations 2009  
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SI 2009/1564 Education (School Inspection) (England) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1568 M42 (Junctions 3A to 7) (Actively Managed Hard Shoulder 
and Variable Speed Limits) (Amendment) Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1569 M40 Motorway (M40 Junction 16 to M42 Junction 3A) 
(Northbound) (Variable Speed Limits) Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1570 M42 Motorway (Junctions 7 to 9) (Variable Speed Limits) 
Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1571 M6 Motorway (Junctions 4 to 5) (Actively Managed Hard 
Shoulder and Variable Speed Limits) Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1575 Social Security (Students and Miscellaneous Amendments) 
Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1576 Education (Student Support) (European Institutions) 
(Amendment) Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1584 Food Irradiation (England) Regulations 2009   

SI 2009/1586 Education (Outturn Statements) (England) Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1590 First-tier Tribunal and Upper Tribunal (Chambers) 
(Amendment No. 3) Order 2009  

SI 2009/1591 Mobile Roaming (European Communities) (Amendment) 
Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1592 Qualifications for Appointment of Members to the First-tier 
Tribunal and Upper Tribunal (Amendment) Order 2009  

SI 2009/1595 Control of Major Accident Hazards (Amendment) 
Regulations 2009   

SI 2009/1596 Education (School and Local Education Authority 
Performance Targets) (England) (Amendment) Regulations 
2009  

SI 2009/1598 Natural Mineral Water, Spring Water and Bottled Drinking 
Water (England) (Amendment) Regulations 2009   

SI 2009/1599 National Health Service (Travel Expenses and Remission of 
Charges) Amendment Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1600 Electricity (Exemption from the Requirement for a 
Generation Licence) (Rhyl Flats) (England and Wales) Order 
2009  

SI 2009/1603 Supreme Court Rules 2009  

SI 2009/1607 Education (Independent Educational Provision in England) 
(Inspection Fees) Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1609 Ministry of Defence Police (Committee) Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1632 Companies (Shareholders' Rights) Regulations 2009  

SI 2009/1633 Education (Independent Educational Provision in England) 
(Unsuitable Persons) Regulations 2009  


