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ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE 
 

NOTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON MONDAY 25 FEBRUARY 2013 
AT 4.30 PM IN COMMITTEE ROOM 16, PALACE OF WESTMINSTER 

 
Members present: 

 
Sir Alan Haselhurst (in the Chair) 

 
Karen Bradley 

Thomas Docherty 
Mr Marcus Jones 

Tessa Munt 
   Mr John Spellar 

Mr Desmond Swayne 
Keith Vaz 

Mr Dave Watts 
 

Apologies: Mr Kevan Jones, John Penrose 
 

1. NOTES OF DISCUSSION 
 

The Committee agreed the informal note of the meeting held on 4 February.  
 
Matters arising: The Committee approved the removal of four payphones in the 
House.  

The Committee noted that Graham Evans had met Jon Prew, Chair of the Estates 
Signage Group, to discuss plans to improve signage for visitors and others. Mr Evans 
would update Committee Members in due course. 

The Committee noted a letter from the Clerk of the House on the project to renew 
the Portcullis Atrium. 

2. All-PARTY PARLIAMENTARY GROUPS 
 

Rt Hon. Mr Jack Straw MP briefed the Committee on the work done by his cross-party, 
cross-Houses working group at the request of the two Speakers. 
 
Mr Straw informed the Committee that his report had been agreed and called for 
greater transparency and clarity among APPGs, without their being weighed down in 
bureaucracy. There was sometimes a lack of distinction made between APPGs and 
formal Select Committees. The media reinforced a perception that APPGs and formal 
committees were the same. He said that there should be a restriction on the use of the 
Portcullis symbol by APPGs, as the current usage created confusion: the Portcullis was 
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the House of Commons “brand”. Reports of APPGs were not official reports of the 
House. Mr Straw’s group’s report suggested the quorum for APPG meetings be 
increased from three members of the APPG to five members. APPGs should also clarify 
their spending in more detail. A Member suggested that Mr Straw should write to the 
BBC to clarify the distinction between APPGs and formal Committees as they were one 
of the worst offenders for creating confusion.  
 
Mr Straw’s report had indicated that there 45 House passes had been issued to APPGs. 
A Member said that he had spoken to the Serjeant At Arms (SAA) and had been 
informed that there were currently more than 80 passes allocated to APPG staff: there 
was no specific security issue around issuing passes to APPG staff, who were security-
checked in the same way as any other passholder. He suggested that the rules for 
hiring of rooms by APPGs should be more stringent and that Members or Members’ 
staff should organise meetings, not lobbyists. Mr Straw said that APPGs did not raise 
generic security issues and that if additional security were required for APPG meetings 
then the APPG staff should organise this with the SAA.  
 
Mr Straw suggested that a register of members of APPGs should be produced, in rank 
order, and that an individual Member should be limited to belonging to 20 APPGs – 
currently some Members belong to 50 APPGs or more: limiting membership, might 
help to reduce pressure on House facilities, such as rooms. A Member suggested that 
there should be a rationalisation of the number of APPGs. Mr Straw agreed that there 
might be no requirement to have two APPGs for subjects that overlapped or for the 
same country: the difficulty lay in finding a suitable means to filter groups, which was 
why the working group had suggested creation of an adjudication panel. The panel 
would, however, not be able to determine whether groups should exist, merely 
whether they might duplicate existing work. It was also the case that preventing 
groups from forming would not work: Members could always meet to discuss matters 
of joint interest, and the advantage of the APPG system was that they were registered 
and transparent. 
 
A Member noted that the Foreign Affairs Committee was unhappy about the 
formation of an APPG on Foreign Affairs. A Member highlighted a lack of 
parliamentary contact details for some APPGs. Mr Straw said that APPGs should have a 
named and registered contact, who ought to be a Member of the Commons, and that 
this should be a criterion for inclusion on the all-party group notice. A Member 
suggested that there should be a higher quorum for APPG AGMs and meetings at 
which reports were produced and that their accounts should be published.     
 
Mr Straw noted that the shortening of the parliamentary week in recent months had 
created greater pressure on the use of House facilities, including meeting rooms. 
 
 

3. ANY OTHER BUSINESS 
 

A Member said that the Committee should have been informed during the previous 
(recess) week about the withdrawal of four products from sale in the House’s catering 
outlets.  A Member discussed the relative roles of the Commission, the Finance and 
Services and Administration Committees in setting prices. A Member was critical of the 
handling by the House Service of information surrounding price-changing proposals. 
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4. DATE AND TIME OF NEXT MEETING 

 
THE COMMITTEE WILL NEXT MEET ON MONDAY 4 MARCH IN COMMITTEE ROOM 16. 


