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The updates will provide information on the UK Government’s approach to leaving the EU 
including the domestic legislation necessary to ensure a smooth transition in terms of the UK 
statute book, along with details of the positions of the Scottish Government and the other 
Devolved Administrations. The updates will also provide information on developments within the 
EU with regard to the UK’s departure. Finally the updates will provide information on the key 
issues likely to be at play during the negotiations and in developing the UK’s future relationship 
with the European Union. 

As was clear both during the referendum campaign and since the decision to leave the EU was 
taken, there is an abundance of information and analysis available, and this SPICe paper will 
try to cover the key issues by drawing on that information and analysis.  

This week’s update focuses on recent changes to the European Union (Withdrawal) Bill and the 
Article 50 negotiations with a focus on the Ireland/Northern Ireland border.   
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The most recent round of UK-EU negotiations on the withdrawal text and future 
relationship concluded last week (5-8 June). The UK government has not commented 
on the progress of the most recent talks but the EU’s Chief Negotiator, Michel Barnier, 
provided an update:  

 Barnier emphasised his view that “time is short” and restated the talks’ timetable: 
“we must conclude an agreement on the orderly withdrawal by autumn to give 
the necessary time on both sides for ratification”. 

 Barnier indicated progress on some issues which should allow them to be 
resolved before the next European Council (28-29 June). Detail was not 
available on what these issues are. 

 Barnier highlighted three separation issues where his view is that “there is a lot 
of work to be done”: the protection of the personal data of EU citizens; the 
protection of geographical indications; and infringement and administrative 
procedures. 

 He also highlighted two “major points of divergence”: the governance of the 
Withdrawal Agreement (see Brexit Update 8 June for detail) and Ireland/Northern 
Ireland (see more below). 

The UK government’s policy on Brexit is that when the UK leaves the EU, it will leave 
the Single Market and Customs Union. At the same time the UK government and the 
European Union committed to all aspects of the Belfast (Good Friday) Agreement and, 
in particular, the avoidance of a hard border, including any physical infrastructure or 
related checks and controls. 

There does not appear to be a clear way to reconcile these positions. 

Phase 1 of the UK-EU negotiations concluded in December 2017 with a clear 
commitment to what has become known as a “backstop”. 

The Joint Report (8 December 2017) recognised that Brexit presents a “significant and 
unique challenge in relation to the island of Ireland” and set out the commitments made 
should the EU and UK not agree on a solution: 

“The United Kingdom remains committed to protecting North-South cooperation and 
to its guarantee of avoiding a hard border. Any future arrangements must be 
compatible with these overarching requirements. The United Kingdom's intention is 
to achieve these objectives through the overall EU-UK relationship. Should this not 
be possible, the United Kingdom will propose specific solutions to address the 
unique circumstances of the island of Ireland. In the absence of agreed solutions, the 

http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_STATEMENT-18-4105_en.htm
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/S5_European/General%20Documents/CTEER_Brexit_update_2018.06.08.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/joint-report-on-progress-during-phase-1-of-negotiations-under-article-50-teu-on-the-uks-orderly-withdrawal-from-the-eu
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United Kingdom will maintain full alignment with those rules of the Internal Market 
and the Customs Union which, now or in the future, support North-South 
cooperation, the all-island economy and the protection of the 1998 Agreement. 

In the absence of agreed solutions, as set out in the previous paragraph, the United 
Kingdom will ensure that no new regulatory barriers develop between Northern 
Ireland and the rest of the United Kingdom, unless, consistent with the 1998 
Agreement, the Northern Ireland Executive and Assembly agree that distinct 
arrangements are appropriate for Northern Ireland. In all circumstances, the United 
Kingdom will continue to ensure the same unfettered access for Northern Ireland's 
businesses to the whole of the United Kingdom internal market.” 

This agreement, alongside other commitments in the Joint Report, was focused on 
maintaining the progress made by the peace process.  

The Joint Report represented political agreement on some withdrawal issues. The next 
step was to convert this into an agreeable ‘legal text’. 

In March 2018 the European Commission proposed a draft withdrawal agreement to 
the UK. This included a dedicated ‘Protocol on Ireland/Northern Ireland’. 

The European Commission’s backstop position as proposed for Northern Ireland 
includes: 

 No diminution of individuals’ rights, safeguards and equality of opportunity as set 
out in the Good Friday agreement. 

 Continuation of the common travel area covering the United Kingdom and 
Ireland. 

 Northern Ireland remaining in regulatory alignment with the Single Market. 

 Northern Ireland remaining within the customs territory of the Union. 

 Union law applying in Northern Ireland in relation to sanitary and phytosanitary 
rules; production and marketing of agricultural and fisheries products; wholesale 
electricity markets; state aid; and environmental protection relating to 
import/export. 

 General provisions designed to maintain North-South cooperation. 

 The institutions, bodies, offices, and agencies of the Union, including the Court 
of Justice of the European Union, having continued jurisdiction in Northern 
Ireland. 

The UK negotiating team has agreed to some of the European Commission’s proposals 
(marked in green on this version of the text) but not the most significant provisions. The 
UK government has rejected the proposals on regulatory alignment with the single 

https://ec.europa.eu/commission/publications/draft-agreement-withdrawal-united-kingdom-great-britain-and-northern-ireland-european-union-and-european-atomic-energy-community-0_en
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/publications/draft-agreement-withdrawal-united-kingdom-great-britain-and-northern-ireland-european-union-and-european-atomic-energy-community-0_en
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market and remaining within the customs union as they would affect the UK internal 
market: 

“Just as it would be unacceptable to go back to a hard border between Northern 
Ireland and Ireland, it would also be unacceptable to break up the United 
Kingdom’s own common market by creating a customs and regulatory border 
down the Irish Sea.” Prime Minister, 2 March 2018 

On Thursday 7 June, the UK government published its proposal for a 'backstop':  

“The UK's proposal is that in the circumstances in which the backstop is agreed 
to apply, a temporary customs arrangement should exist between the UK and 
the EU. 

This arrangement would see:  

 • The elimination of tariffs, quotas, rules of origin and customs processes 
including declarations on all UK-EU trade;  

 • The UK outside the scope of the Common Commercial Policy (CCP), 
except where it is required to enable the temporary customs arrangement 
to function. This will mean applying the EU’s common external tariff (CET) 
at the UK’s external border, alongside the Union Customs Code (UCC) 
and such other parts of the Common Commercial Policy that are required 
to enable the temporary customs arrangement to function; and  

 • The UK able to negotiate, sign and ratify free trade agreements (FTAs) 
with rest of world partners and implement those elements that do not 
affect the functioning of the temporary customs arrangement. 

The temporary customs arrangement will be replaced by a permanent end state 
settlement, whose terms will need to be agreed by both parties. This temporary 
arrangement would only come into force following the Implementation Period, in 
specific and narrow circumstances, such as a delay in the implementation of the 
end state customs arrangement, and would be time-limited. The UK is clear that 
this is not its preferred option.” 

In the event of the backstop being needed, this proposal would maintain the customs 
arrangements of the transition period for the whole of the UK to avoid a customs border 
between Northern Ireland and the rest of the UK.  

On timing the UK government states that: 

“The UK is clear that the temporary customs arrangement, should it be needed, 
should be time limited, and that it will be only in place until the future customs 
arrangement can be introduced. The UK is clear that the future customs 
arrangement needs to deliver on the commitments made in relation to Northern 
Ireland. The UK expects the future arrangement to be in place by the end of 
December 2021 at the latest.” 

 

https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/pm-speech-on-our-future-economic-partnership-with-the-european-union
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/technical-note-on-temporary-customs-arrangement
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Regulatory alignment is not covered by these proposals but the technical note 
recognises this issue: 

“Upholding these commitments [to the Belfast (Good Friday) Agreement] 
requires a joint solution on both customs, which is addressed in this paper, and 
an approach on regulatory standards, which will also need to be addressed.” 

The EU’s Chief Negotiator, Michel Barnier, welcomed the UK government’s proposal 
and indicated the Commission would “examine it with three questions”. In a press 
statement on 8 June he provided an initial analysis from the Commission’s point of 
view: 

“As I said yesterday, we are examining this paper objectively, looking at three 
questions… 

First: Is this a workable solution to avoid a hard border? The UK recognises that 
the proposals in its paper cannot qualify as a backstop since the issue of full 
regulatory alignment is not addressed. I repeat that we need regulatory 
alignment to avoid a hard border. How do we solve this issue? 

Second question: Does the UK proposal respect the integrity of the Single 
Market and the Customs Union? The UK wants to continue benefiting from our 
free trade agreements. Does that mean that we will have to reopen, renegotiate 
or even re-ratify our existing agreements in order to keep the UK in our customs 
territory after the transition? The UK tells us that it wants to avoid any control. 
How does that fit with the requirements of our VAT system? 

Third question: Is this an all-weather backstop? The UK calls this arrangement 
temporary. How does that fit with the need to secure the absence of a hard 
border in all circumstances? Moreover, we had agreed with the UK on the 
principle that public authorities and businesses would need to adapt only once to 
the new situation created by Brexit – only once. Does the temporary nature of 
the customs arrangement mean that several adaptations will now be needed? 

These questions require further discussion. The UK itself recognises that these 
questions are relevant and difficult. 

But let me recall that our backstop provides answers to each of these questions. 
It provides specific solutions to the unique situation of Northern Ireland. The UK 
is taking a different angle, however. It is looking for a UK-wide solution. 

Let me be clear: our backstop cannot be extended to the whole UK. Why? 
Because it has been designed for the specific situation of Northern Ireland. What 
does it do? 

On customs, Northern Ireland would form part of our customs territory. What is 
feasible with a territory the size of Northern Ireland is not necessarily feasible 
with the whole UK. 

http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_STATEMENT-18-4105_en.htm
http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_STATEMENT-18-4105_en.htm


ǀ  

On regulatory alignment, we have been pragmatic and developed the least 
disruptive system for citizens and businesses on both sides.  

Let's go back to pragmatism. Checks carried out on ferries are less disruptive 
than along a 500km-long land border. In addition, these checks can build on 
arrangements and facilities which already exist – which already exist – between 
the rest of the UK and Northern Ireland. 

Obviously, behind all these rules, we want to preserve the fluidity and ease of 
trade and agricultural production on the island of Ireland. And once again, we 
need such a solution in the Withdrawal Agreement by autumn. We will not leave 
this issue unresolved.” 

Following this statement, Michel Barnier tweeted further clarification:  

 

The European Union (Withdrawal) Bill returned to the House of Commons (12-13 June) 
to consider the House of Lords amendments. This is the start of the so called ‘ping 
pong’ stage of the Bill. Debate and amendments during this stage cover only changes 
made to the Bill during its passage though the Lords.  

A summary of the main changes made to the draft legislation during the consideration 
of Lords amendments is below. 

https://twitter.com/MichelBarnier/status/1005077429621350400


Culture, Tourism, Europe and External Relations Committee ǀ SPICe: Brexit update paper 
 

The HoC Library provides a description of how the draft legislation has changed in 
respect of devolution as it progressed though the Lords: 

“During day 5 of the [Lords] Report stage debate, the UK Government moved 
amendments to the devolution provisions in the Bill. Their amendments were 
agreed without division. The amendments reverse the position in the Bill as 
introduced whereby powers in devolved areas would have returned to the UK in 
the first instance. Instead, powers will be returned to the relevant devolved 
institutions unless specific regulations are made to “ring-fence” these areas. In 
addition, no new regulations would be able to be made under the relevant 
provision in the Bill more than two years after exit day and no such regulations 
would be able to stay in force for more than five years after they come into 
effect… The Welsh Government has accepted the Government’s proposals on 
the Bill, the Scottish Government has not. The Scottish Parliament has declined 
to give legislative consent to the Bill, which is normally required under the Sewel 
Convention as set out in the devolution statutes.” 

Ahead of the Commons’ Consideration of Lords Amendments, First Minister Nicola 
Sturgeon wrote to the Speaker of the House of Commons urging him to allow debate on 
alternative amendments.  

Two sets of alternative amendments were tabled. 

SNP/Plaid/Green – the most significant of these amendments would have changed the 
Bill’s approach to one where the Scotland Act’s general reservation of EU law would be 
removed. This appears to be essentially “Option 1” as set out in the Scottish 
Government’s Supplementary Legislative Consent Memorandum.  

Labour amendments – these amendments would have made two changes: 1. reduced 
the time period in which any “ring-fencing” regulations would be in force from five to 
three years, and 2. restricted UK ministers ring-fence regulation making power such 
that they could only make regulations without devolved consent if those regulations 
would be required to comply any international obligations. 

All of these amendments were “not called” which means they were debated in a group 
of amendments, but not put to a decision. The result is that all the Lords amendments 
in respect of devolution were agreed to and therefore the UK government’s amended 
proposal for dealing with repatriated competences in devolved areas (as agreed with 
the Welsh government) now forms part of the Withdrawal Bill. 

On 17 December 2017, the UK government committed to put any withdrawal deal that 
is agreed between the UK and the EU to a vote in both Houses of Parliament. The 
government said that it would only introduce the Withdrawal and Implementation Bill 
(which would implement the deal) after such motions are passed; and that, if the 
Commons does not approve the motion, the UK will leave the EU without a deal. As it 
stands, these votes would have no direct legal effect on the status of the Withdrawal 
Agreement, nor any domestic legal effect (see House of Commons Library briefing). 

https://researchbriefings.parliament.uk/ResearchBriefing/Summary/CBP-8328
https://news.gov.scot/news/an-unprecedented-constitutional-position-fm
https://researchbriefings.parliament.uk/ResearchBriefing/Summary/CBP-8321
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The Lords made changes to the European Union (Withdrawal) Bill which would change 
this situation to provide a legal framework for the parliamentary process of approving 
the Withdrawal Agreement through a motion in both Houses. The Lords’ changes also 
covered the scenario where there is “no deal” as a result of the UK-EU negotiations, the 
negotiated deal is rejected by the parliament or the parliament has not passed a Bill to 
implement the deal. In these scenarios, parliament would be granted a new power to 
issue a legally binding direction “in relation to the negotiations” under Article 50 to the 
UK government. 

The Government opposed these changes and proposed an amendment ‘in lieu’ to 
replace them. The government’s ‘amendment in lieu’ would require it to bring a vote to 
ratify the withdrawal agreement, and in the event of the parliament rejecting the deal 
the government would have to make a statement to parliament within 28 days on how it 
proposes to proceed in relation to negotiations.  

Dominic Grieve MP tabled a further amendment to: 

1. require a vote to approve the proposals in the government’s statement as 
mentioned; 

2. to require a vote to approve government proposals in the event of no deal 
being negotiated by 30 November 2018, and, to provide powers for the 
parliament to direct the government in its negotiations in the event of no deal 
being negotiated by 15 February 2019. 

The Solicitor General, Robert Buckland MP, made commitments in the Chamber to 
further discussions. Media sources reported subsequently on private discussions 
involving the Prime Minister. Following debate the government’s ‘amendment in lieu’ 
was agreed to without a vote and the amendment tabled by Dominic Grieve MP was 
‘not called’ (i.e. not put to a decision).  

A further amendment lodged by Liberal Democrat MPs on the option to hold a 
referendum on whether the UK should accept the outcome of the UK-EU negotiations 
was ‘not called’. 

The Lords agreed the following changes on customs and membership of the European 
Economic Area (EEA): 

 That the European Communities Act 1972 can only be repealed once the UK 
government make a statement to parliament on the steps taken to negotiate the 
United Kingdom’s participation in a customs union with the EU. 

 That most of the provisions of the Withdrawal Act cannot come into force until it 
is a negotiating objective for the UK government to ensure an international 
agreement has been made which enables the UK to continue to participate in the 
EEA after exit day. 

Labour lodged an amendment to the EEA text to change the UK government’s 
negotiating objective to ensuring the UK has “full access to the internal market of the 
European Union, underpinned by shared institutions and regulations, with no new 
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impediments to trade and common rights, standards and protections as a minimum”. 
This amendment was rejected following a vote. 

The Lords changes were opposed by the UK government and removed from the Bill 
after division. The Lords changes in relation to a customs union were replaced with a 
UK government amendment requiring a statement on steps taken to negotiate the UK’s 
participation in “a customs arrangement” with the EU. 

The Lords made changes to provide for the continuation of North-South cooperation 
and the prevention of new border arrangements in Northern Ireland. These provisions 
remain in the Bill with some further amendments from the UK government agreed 
without division. 

The Lords agreed changes to strengthen the sifting procedures. The changes would 
have given the Commons or Lords the power to “upgrade” a statutory instrument 
procedure from negative to affirmative under certain circumstances. An analogous 
power is proposed for the Scottish Parliament in the Continuity (Scotland) Bill. These 
changes were opposed by the UK government and removed from the Bill after a 
division. 

The Lords agreed changes which removed the fixed exit day from the Bill. These 
changes were opposed by the UK government and removed from the Bill after a 
division so a fixed exit day – 29 March 2019 – is now once again contained in the Bill. 

The Lords agreed changes which limited the use of the so-called “correcting power” to 
situations where it was deemed “necessary” rather than when “the Minister considers 
appropriate”. An analogous change was made to the Continuity (Scotland) Bill. These 
changes were opposed by the UK government and removed from the Bill after a 
division. 

The Lords agreed an amendment which required the UK government to publish 
legislative proposals for a “duty on public authorities to apply principles of 
environmental law established in EU law” and “an independent body to monitor public 
authorities’ compliance with environmental law”. The Secretary of State would also be 
required to publish a “Statement of Environmental Policy” setting out how certain 
environmental principles would be given effect. 

An amendment in lieu (i.e. to replace these changes) was tabled by a group of 
Conservative MPs, with an alternative tabled by Labour MPs. The UK government 
backed the Conservative amendment and this was agreed. The new changes require 
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the UK government to publish a future draft Bill consisting of a set of environmental 
principles; a duty on the Secretary of State to publish a policy statement on the 
application of those principles; a duty on UK Ministers to have regard to the statement; 
and provisions for the establishment of a public body able to take enforcement action 
on environmental law. The amendment refers to duties and enforcement actions in 
relation to ‘Ministers of the Crown’ (i.e. UK government ministers). 

The Lords agreed a new clause that sought to maintain rights to refugee family reunion 
currently provided under the EU’s Dublin III Regulation. The UK government lodged an 
amendment in lieu to replace this change with a new duty for ministers during Article 50 
negotiations - to seek to negotiate for an agreement with the EU such that an 
unaccompanied child who makes an asylum application to an EU member state can 
come to the UK if they have an adult relative already in the UK.  

The amendment in lieu was agreed alongside an amendment by Yvette Cooper MP to 
expand the definition of a relative to include uncle and aunt. 

The Lords agreed a change that would mean that the Charter of Fundamental Rights 
would remain part of UK law after exit day (other than its preamble and Chapter V 
which concerns rights to participate in European elections). This change was opposed 
by the UK government and removed from the Bill after a division. 

  

Following the changes agreed to the devolution settlement as part of the European 
Union (Withdrawal) Bill, the Finance and Constitution Committee has written to the 
Secretary of State for Scotland to invite him to “give evidence on the implications for the 
devolution settlement of the decision of the UK Parliament to proceed with Clause 15 
and Schedule 3 of the Bill without the consent of the Scottish Parliament as a matter of 
urgency”. 

On 7 June, the UK government published a presentation with proposals on aviation and 
road transport with proposals to maintain significant market access. 

 UK proposal for aviation: “We seek a comprehensive agreement on air transport, 
providing continuity of services and opportunities, supporting growth and 
innovation in the future.” 

http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/S5_Finance/General%20Documents/20180613_Convener_to_Secretary_of_State_for_Scotland.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/framework-for-the-uk-eu-partnership-transport
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 UK proposal for road transport: “The UK wants an enduring solution that negates 
the need for permits, additional documents, and systematic document checks for 
all road users.” 

The Scottish Government has initiated a grant scheme of up to £4,000 for exporters 
and potential exporters, with further support to “be unveiled in due course”.  

The Nuclear Safeguards Bill completed its passage though the UK parliament and is 
awaiting Royal Assent. This Bill is designed to allow the UK government to continue to 
comply with international agreements in relation to nuclear safeguarding (i.e. measures 
to verify that countries comply with their international obligations not to use nuclear 
materials for nuclear weapons). This issue has arisen because of the UK’s planned 
departure from the European Atomic Energy Community (Euratom). The UK 
government also announced details of two related safeguards agreements with the 
International Atomic Energy Agency. 

Dates for the report stages of both the Trade Bill and Taxation (Cross-border Trade) Bill 
(the “Customs Bill”) have yet to be announced. 

E-petition 205169 calls for “Parliament's vote on the Brexit deal [to] include an option to 
remain in the EU”. This was debated on 11 June.  

The following is a snapshot of Westminster’s committee activity on Brexit that may be of 
interest to members.  

Exiting the European 
Union Committee 

 

The committee’s inquiry on the progress of the UK’s 
negotiations on EU withdrawal continues. Its latest report on 
the negotiations on EU withdrawal (March to May 2018) was 
published on 24 May 2018. The UK government responded 
to the committee’s previous report on the future UK-EU 
relationship on 7 June.  

  

https://news.gov.scot/news/preparing-business-for-brexit
https://services.parliament.uk/bills/2017-19/nuclearsafeguards.html
https://www.gov.uk/government/news/uk-meeting-milestones-for-euratom-exit
https://services.parliament.uk/bills/2017-19/trade.html
https://services.parliament.uk/Bills/2017-19/taxationcrossbordertrade.html
https://petition.parliament.uk/petitions/205169
https://hansard.parliament.uk/commons/2018-06-11/debates/04C5BC76-CDD7-4D13-8A5C-2DB164C1E588/LeavingTheEUParliamentaryVote
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201719/cmselect/cmexeu/1060/1060.pdf
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201719/cmselect/cmexeu/1150/115002.htm
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Scottish Affairs 
Committee 

 

The committee has opened inquiries on: 

 Scotland’s priorities for future trade relations with the 
EU and related questions - Scotland and Brexit: Trade 
and Foreign.  

 Investment (accepting written submissions until the 
end of June 2018)  

 The future of the oil and gas industry 

 Immigration and Scotland’s economy On 31 May the 
Scottish Government wrote to the committee as part 
of this inquiry.  

Environment, Food 
and Rural Affairs 
Committee 

 

On 6 June, the committee published its report scrutinising 
the UK government’s white paper on agriculture (Health and 
Harmony: the future for food, farming and the environment in 
a Green Brexit, published 27 February). 

The committee’s inquiry on Fisheries, investigating the 
challenges and opportunities following Brexit, remains open.  

Treasury Committee 

 

The committee has an open inquiry on the UK's economic 
relationship with the European Union. The Chief Executive 
and Permanent Secretary of HM Revenue and Customs, Jon 
Thompson, wrote to the committee on 4 June following his 
statement to the committee on 23 May that “the highly 
streamlined customs arrangement [would cost] businesses… 
somewhere between £17bn and £20bn”. 

Business, Energy 
and Industrial 
Strategy Committee 

 

The committee has an open inquiry into the effects of leaving 
the EU on British business composed of five sub-inquiries, all 
of which have now reported 

 Civil nuclear sector: Report and government response 
published 

 Automotive: Report published 
 Aerospace: Report published 
 Processed food and drink: Report published 
 Pharmaceuticals: Report published 

Environmental Audit 
Committee 

 

The committee has an open inquiry on environmental 
governance following a UK government consultation paper, 
Environmental Governance Consultation Paper. On 19 June 
the committee will hear from Lord Deben, Chair of the 
Committee on Climate Change, Baroness Brown of 
Cambridge, Chair of the Committee on Climate Change 
Adaptation Sub-Committee and Sir Amyas Morse, 
Comptroller and Auditor General of the National Audit Office.  

  

https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/scottish-affairs-committee/news-parliament-2017/brexit-trade-policy-experts-evidence-17-19/
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/scottish-affairs-committee/news-parliament-2017/brexit-trade-policy-experts-evidence-17-19/
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/scottish-affairs-committee/news-parliament-2017/brexit-trade-policy-experts-evidence-17-19/
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/scottish-affairs-committee/inquiries/parliament-2017/oil-gas-industry-inquiry-17-19/
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/scottish-affairs-committee/inquiries/parliament-2017/immigration-scotland-17-19/
https://www.parliament.uk/documents/commons-committees/scottish-affairs/Correspondence/Letter-to-Chair-from-Dr-Allan-MSP-Immigration-Scotland-31-May-2018.pdf
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201719/cmselect/cmenvfru/870/87002.htm
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/684003/future-farming-environment-consult-document.pdf
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/environment-food-and-rural-affairs-committee/inquiries/parliament-2017/fisheries-17-19/
https://www.parliament.uk/documents/commons-committees/treasury/Correspondence/2017-19/hmrc-customs-costs-040618.pdf
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/business-energy-industrial-strategy/inquiries/parliament-2017/inquiry/
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/business-energy-industrial-strategy/inquiries/parliament-2017/inquiry1/
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/business-energy-industrial-strategy/inquiries/parliament-2017/inquiry2/
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/business-energy-industrial-strategy/inquiries/parliament-2017/inquiry3/
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/business-energy-industrial-strategy/inquiries/parliament-2017/inquiry4/
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/environmental-audit-committee/inquiries/parliament-2017/environmental-governance-17-19/
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Public Administration 
and Constitutional 
Affairs Committee 

 

The committee has an open inquiry on Devolution and 
Exiting the EU, covering the impact of Brexit on current 
constitutional arrangements in the UK. The inquiry recently 
met in Edinburgh and took oral evidence from a range of 
academics, opposition party spokespeople and the Scottish 
Government. On 20 June the committee will hear from David 
Lidington MP, Minister for the Cabinet Office and Chancellor 
of the Duchy of Lancaster and Lucy Smith, Director General 
of UK Governance Group. 

International Trade 
Committee 

The committee has various strands of work on international 
trade. On 20 June the committee will hear from trade 
researchers on trade with Commonwealth countries and 
witnesses from the Institute of Economic Affairs and the 
International Trade and Competition Unit Advisory Council as 
part of its inquiry on UK trade policy transparency and 
scrutiny. 

Digital, Culture, 
Media and Sports 
Committee 

 

The UK government’s response to the committee’s report on 
the potential impact of Brexit on the creative industries, 
tourism and the digital single market was published on 8 
June. 

EU Select Committee 

 

The committee has ongoing inquiries on UK-EU relations 
and negotiations, and published a report on UK-EU relations 
after Brexit on 8 June.  

The Committee’s next meeting, on 18 June, will hear from 
Robin Walker MP, Parliamentary Under Secretary of State at 
the Department for Exiting the European Union on UK-Irish 
relations. 

The committee also operates various sub-committees 
including the Home Affairs sub-committee who, on 14 June, 
heard from Sir Julian King, Commissioner for Security Union 
at the European Commission on the proposed UK-EU 
security treaty. 

https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/public-administration-and-constitutional-affairs-committee/inquiries/parliament-2017/devolution-and-exiting-the-eu-17-19/
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/public-administration-and-constitutional-affairs-committee/inquiries/parliament-2017/devolution-and-exiting-the-eu-17-19/
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/international-trade-committee/inquiries/parliament-2017/uk-trade-policy-transparency-and-scrutiny-17-19/
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/international-trade-committee/inquiries/parliament-2017/uk-trade-policy-transparency-and-scrutiny-17-19/
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm201719/cmselect/cmcumeds/1141/114102.htm
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201719/ldselect/ldeucom/149/14902.htm
https://publications.parliament.uk/pa/ld201719/ldselect/ldeucom/149/14902.htm
https://www.parliament.uk/business/committees/committees-a-z/lords-select/eu-home-affairs-subcommittee/news-parliament-2017/commissioner-security-union-evidence/
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