20.
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laid before the House for approval (as now), the Liaison Committee should have the
power to recommend for debate any Motion which has been tabled to:

o Consider a department’s spending plans or programmes for the next financial
year (or the next two financial years, if available) on a non-amendable motion

e Propose an increase in the spending plans for a future year or express other
opinions on individual departments’ future spending plans (or programmes) on
substantive (and therefore amendable) motions

Since (unlike with Estimates) in either case no such Motion would have been tabled
by a Minister, the motion would have to be tabled by another Member. While this
could always be a motion tabled by any individual Member or group of Members, in
practice the Liaison Committee might generally be expected to look first to any such
Motions which have been tabled by the chairman and members of a select
committee. (Paragraph 92)

We emphasise that this proposed change should not be seen as diminishing in any
way the importance of retention of the existing power of Members, through the
Liaison Committee, to bring about debates (and potentially divisions) on specific
Estimates which are outstanding and, theoretically, to reduce or reject them. The fact
that Members do not at present choose to use the existing opportunities to force
divisions on Estimates, as they can, in no way means that the power is unimportant
or undervalued. We would expect the majority of debates on Estimates Days to be on
specific Estimates as now. (Paragraph 93)

Number of days for debate on expenditure matters

21.

22.

23.

The reduction in the number of Estimates ‘events’ has no impact on the need for
Estimates Days, and (subject to paragraph 96 below) the Liaison Committee should
be free, as now, to decide whether to allot 2 days to consideration of Main Estimates
and one to the Supplementary Estimates or vice versa (Paragraph 94)

We consider accordingly that the number of Estimates Days should be increased to
five. (Paragraph 96)

We also repeat our view that the Government should give an undertaking to provide
a day’s debate on (i) the outcome of each Spending Review and (ii) each Pre-Budget
report. (Paragraph 97)

Supply procedure, legislative authority and Standing Orders

24,

25.

If the basic principles of the Alignment Project are agreed, then the precise forms
that Supply resolutions and bills would need to take under alignment will need to be
the subject of consultation between the House authorities and Parliamentary
Counsel and the Treasury. (Paragraph 110)

If the Alignment Project and the proposals in this Report are agreed, then changes to
Standing Orders would be needed in order:
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o to reflect a power for the Liaison Committee to propose different kinds of
business to be taken on Estimates Days

o for Estimates Days to include the additional kinds of business (and possibly be
renamed accordingly)

o for the number of Estimates Days to be increased

o for the questions on outstanding Estimates to be subject to different date
deadlines, and for the existing reference to authorising amounts and limits on
appropriations in aid to be removed. (Paragraph 112)
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Formal Minutes

Tuesday 25 June 2009

Members present:

Mr Alan Williams, in the Chair

Sir Alan Beith Rosemary Mckenna
Malcolm Bruce Andrew Miller
Michael Connarty Mr Mohammad Sarwar
Mr Andrew Dismore Mr Barry Sheerman
Mr Frank Doran Dr Phyllis Starkey
Mrs Louise Ellman Mr Don Touhig

Dr Hywel Francis Keith Vaz

Mike Gapes Mr John Whittingdale
Mr Greg Knight Mr Phil Willis

Peter Luff Sir George Young
John McFall

Draft Report (Financial Scrutiny: Parliamentary Control over Government Budgets),
proposed by the Chairman, brought up and read.

Ordered, That the Chairman’s draft Report be read a second time, paragraph by paragraph.
Paragraphs 1 to 117 read and agreed to.

Annex and Summary agreed to.

Resolved, That the Report be the Second Report of the Committee to the House.

Ordered, That the Chairman make the Report to the House.

Ordered, That embargoed copies of the Report be made available, in accordance with the
provisions of Standing Order No. 134.

* b %

[Adjourned till Thursday 16 July at 9.30 am.
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Session 2007-08

First Report Pre-appointment hearings by select committees HC 384

Second Report Parliament and Government Finance: Recreating HC 426
Financial Scrutiny

Third Report The work of committees in 2007 HC 427

First Special Report Pre-appointment hearings by select committees: HC 594

Government Response to the Committee’s First
Report of Session 2007-08

Second Special Report The work of committees in 2007: Government HC 595
Response to the Committee’s Third Report of Session
2007-08

Third Special Report  Parliament and Government Finance: Recreating HC 1108

Financial Scrutiny: Government and National Audit
Office Responses to the Committee’s Second Report
of Session 2007-08

Fourth Special Report Planning Bill: Parliamentary Scrutiny of National HC 1109
Policy Statements

Fifth Special Report Modernisation of language in standing orders HC 1110
relating to select committees

Session 2006-07
First Report Annual Report for 2005-06 HC 406

First Special Report Annual Report for 2005-06: Government Response to HC 920
the Committee’s First Report of Session 2006-07

Session 2005-06

First Report Government reply to the Annual Report for 2004 HC 855
Second Report A New Publication Order for Select Committee HC 1271
Evidence

Third Report Estimates Memoranda HC 1685





